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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

EnRIBKILLBB,     BUKDORAIT,     AKD     SlIOO     BaILTAY     BCU.     [BePAY1££HT     OF 

Defobit]— 
Matter  emtidtrtd  in  Oommittee  . .  . .  , ,  2 

Xevtd,  "Tliat  it  is  expedient  to  aathoriso  tlie  repSTmsnt  o(  the  tarn  of  Three 
thoiuand  two  hundred  and  leventy-fiTe  pounds  Three  pouudB  per  Centum  Consoli- 
dkted  Annuitiss.  being  the  sum  depunted  in  reapect  of  the  application  to  Parliament 
for  'The  Ennitkitlea,  Bundoran,  and  Sligo  HaJlwa;  (Donegal  Eiteniian]  and  Eunii- 
kiUen  and  Bundorsn  Exteniian  Kailway  (AbandonmeDt)  Act,  IS7B,'  which  in  pui< 
rooncs  of  BectioD  Ihirty-aiz  of  that  Act  ia  now  forfeited,  togethor  with  any  intweat 
or  dividends  thereon." 
Question  put,  and  agreed  U  .*-— Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrmo. 
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Libel  Law  Amendment  BUI  [Bill  1?]- 
BUI  eoiuid/red  in  Committee  [Pregreu  6th  Jum]  ,.  . .        3 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  coo- 

aidered  upon  tFedintday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  294.] 

Beformatory  SchoolB  Act  (1866)  Amendment  BUI  [Bill  161]— 
Bill  eoHiidered  in  Committee  {^Progrett  6th  Junel  . .  , .       62 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  bo  con* 
sideced  npan  Wtdneeday  next,  and  to  bo  printed.     [BOl  295.} 

OathB  BUI  [BiU  7]- 
Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . ,  . .       72 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;   to  sit  again 
upon  JFedmeiday  next. 
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Matter  Mn<ii«r«i  in  Ooramittee  ..  ..  ,,     126 

Xatud,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  aothorize  ths  Myment,  out  of  moneyt  to  be  provided 
bj  Forliameiit.  o(  remnDsration  to  Builwfty  Companiui  for  receivlDg  uid  fonrardiag 
tntfBc  under  the  aathority  of  s  Secretsry  of  State  or  the  Admiralty,  and  of  compcoua* 
tion  to  any  person  Buffering  losa  for  anyUiing  done  under  auch  authority,  to  puTtoance 
of  any  Act  of  the  preaent  Seaaion  to  mako  better  proTiuoD  retpeottng  National 
Dafenoe."— (Jfr.  Secritory  Slaahept.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Resolution  to  be 
reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

OuBtomB  (Wine  Duty)  Bill  [Bill  293]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Jaekion)       . ,      127 
After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
Mmmitttd  for  Tt-morroui. 

liocal  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  [Bill  182]— 
Bi}leoiuidtrtdmGtaa.mHtM[Progrtu  l2tkJutt«']  [Fifth  Nioht]  ..     1S3 

After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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Qneation  pnt,  and  agntd  te. 
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Bill  cotuidtrtd  ia  Committee    . .  , .  , .  . ,     227 
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After  ihort  debate,  Queation  put,  and  egrMd  to : — Bill  read  a  eeoond  time, 
and  centmitted  for  Thvrtday  next. 

ExsiBKiLuit,   BcnxiBAn,    and   Suao  Bailwat  Bill  [Bbpaticbnt  op 
Deposit"] — 
HMolutloQ  [June  13]  reptrtcd  ,,  .,  ,,  .,      229 

Mttwl,  "That  thii  Houie  doth  agree  with  the  Cpmmittee  in  the  said  ncMtution :  "— 
Debate  adjoumtA  till  Ta-morraii). 

Bbibtol  Fobt  Extkrsiok  Bailwats  [Oavoeujittok  of  Bohd] — 

Canitdtrtd  in  CommittM  ••  ..  , .  . .      229 
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National  Sebt  (Supplemental)  Bill  [BiU  264J— 
Order  fbr  Third  Beading  read 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  j>iim«(I. 
Local  Government  (Engrland  and  Wales)  BiU  [Bill  182]— 
Bill  contiderei  in  Committee  \^Progrt»t  14U  Juna]  [Sixth  Nioht] 
After  lonff  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
dock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the  House  : 
— Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Mimdaj/  next. 

North  See  Fisheries  Bill  [BUI  278]- 
Bill  eotuidertd  in  Committee  . ,  . . 

BiU  rtporltd,  without  Amendment : — ^BiU  read  the  third  time,  and  pauti. 

Business  of  the  House- Observation,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith);  Questiona,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr. 
Stansfeld ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith    . , 

The  House  snspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS    OF    TBE    DAY, 

Ways  and  Means— Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

East  India  (Me.  William  Tayleb)— EEaoLHTiON— 
Amendment  proposed, 

Toleaveoutfrom  thB  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Queatioo,  in  orfer  to  add  the 
worda  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  ia  derirablo,  with  a  view  to  the  aettUmeot  of  a, 
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Em  India  (Ua.  Williak  Taylbb) — euiUnuti, 

loD^-atanding  coatroTen;  u  to  the  wrong  stated  to  have  beea  suffered  by  a  mari- 
tonon*  (errant  of  the  Crowa,  that  a  Select  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
.  into  the  case  of   Mr.  WiUiam  Tayler,  late  Commiwioner  of  Patoa,"— (Sir  Sopir 
LtthbHdft,)—uaiitA  thereof  ,.  ..  ..  ..      322 

QuMtion  proposed,  "  That  the  worda  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  ;  " — After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  dividtd  ,- 
A^es  184,  Noes  20 ;  Ifajorttj'  164.— (Dir.  List,  Mo.  1S5.) 
Uaiu  Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 
WAYS  AND  MEANS— <Mtut<f«r-«4  in  Committee— 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Setolfd,  That,  towards  maJriiiK  good  the  SuppW  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Uaroh  1889,  the  sum  of  £S,570,712be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  vie  Dnited  Kingdom. 
Beeolutioa  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 
Customs  (Wine  Duty)  Bill  [Bill  293j— 
Bill  tmtidtred  in  Committee    . .  . .  , ,  , .     367 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

COUUITTEE  OF  SsLEOTIOIT  (STAHDUTO   CoUMFrTEEB)   (SfEOIAL  BePURT) 

Ordtred,  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  have  leave  to  make  a  Speoial 

Beport  ..  ..  ,.  ..  ..390 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  ^1.45.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  18. 
His   IiiPEBiAL  Maiestt  the  late   Geru&k  Eufesob- Motion  fob  ax 

a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  eiprese  the  deep 

House  at  the  great  loss  which  Her  Majeety  has  sustained  by  the  death 

of   His  Imperial  Majesty  Frederick,  Oermaa  Emperor,   King  of  Prussia,  and  to 
condole  with  Her  Majesty  on  this  melancholy  occasion  ; 
-To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will  ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever 
concerns  Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  this 
Hoose  for  the  happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  family,"— (TAe  Marqutu  of 
Saliiiuiy)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      383 

On  Question,  agrttd  to,  ntmine  ditimlienit. 

Ordered,  that  the  said  Addreas  be  preseated  to  Her  Majesty  by  tbe  Lords 

with  White  Staves. 
Motud  to  resolve — 

"  That  this  Hoose  do  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Victoria,  Qerman  Empress, 
Queen  of  Prussia,  Princess  Royal  of  Qroat  Britain  and  Ireland,  on  the  great  loss 
which  she  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  His  Imperial  Mi^esty," — {TAe  Mwquat  ef 
Satiihury.) 
On  Question,  agreed  to,  nemw  dititnlitnU. 

Ordered,  that  a  message  of  condolence  be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty, 
and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  oommunioate  the  said  message  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin,  with  a  request  that  be  will  attend  the 
Empress  Tictoria  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  it  to  Her  Imperial 
Majesty, 
Moped  to  resolve — 

'That  this  House  desire  to  express  their  profonnd  sympathy  with  the  Imperial  and 
Boral  Family  and  with  the  QoTernment  and  people  of  Uermany," — {TH*  ttarquea  a/ 
Salitiiry.) 
On  Question,  agreed  te,  nttnine  dueentiente.  * 
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House  of  Lords  (Life  Peers)  Bill- 
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After  debate,  Bill  road  !•    (No.  161.) 

HoDBe  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs)  Bill  [a.t^] -Pmenied  (rAi  Xnrqutn 
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Limited  Fartnerships  Bill  [u.t..']—Fri3enttd  {TAi  Lord  BramunUj ;  naA  I*  (No.  1S8)     4U 
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Vuiltd  Ttltphoiif  Company  Bill  {by  Ordtr)~~ 
Moved,  "  That  the  Second  Beading  be  deferred  tilt  Thuradar  2StlL  June," 
—(Sir  John  Luhhoek)  . .  . .  . .  . .     415 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

South  Staffordthire  Water  Bill— 
Moved,  "  Th&t  it  be  tm  Instriiction  to  the  Committee  cja  the  Sotitb  StaSbrdshirs  Water 
Bill  to  iruert  the  auction  olauseB  with  relerence  to  the  £60,750  uniBaaad  balance   of 
the  oidinaty  ttock,  and  to  the  £41.637  uaiuued  balance  of  the  loan  capital  of  the 
South  BtafTordahira  W»ter«oi-ks  Company,"— (ifr.  JCJHy)  ,.  ..      415 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  b;  leave,  withdrawn. 


QVE8TI0NS. 


Law   AMD    PouoB    (Scotlahd) — Ajirrst   of   Nsil   O'Habb— Mistaken 

Idektitt  —  Question,   Mr.  Fraaer- Mackintosh  ;   Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
Nohth  Auebtoak  PiauKBiBS— Seal  FisHura  in  Behrino  Sea- Question, 

Mr.  Gourlev;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretar;  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Criuihal  Law  (Sootland)— SnsFicioua  Death   of   D.   Ballihoall,   Oo. 

Fife— Question,  Mr.  Asquith ;  Aoenrer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 

A.  Macdonald) 

BOYAL  MlLITABT  CoLLEOB,    WoOLWICH — ENTRANCE    ExAMIITATIOlTS — QuOB- 

tion.  Sir  Hear;  Bosooe ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

(Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
pATEBTS— SPECiFicATross  OF  OowMtiAL  pATENTS- Qucstion,  Sir  Bernhard 

Samueleon ;    Answer,    The  President   of  the   Board  of    Trade    (Sir 

Michael  Kicks-Beach) 
EotroATioN  Departkbkt  (England  and  Wales) —With holdino  Grants 

FROM  Voluntary  Schools —Question,   Sir  Charles  Palmer;  Answer, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dj'ke) 
Iuferial  Defesobs — The  Quns  at  Aden — Question,  Mr.  Ernest  Beckett ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ( Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Prisons  (Iekland)— Dismissal  of  John  Daly,  Slioo  Prison — Questions, 

Mr.  Sheehy,  The  Lord  Major  of  Dublin  [Mr.  Seiton) ;  Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
FoOB  Law  (Ireland)— The  Locohbea  District — Questions,  Mr.  Sheehj; 

Answers,  The  C^ef  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bslfour) 
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DSATH  OF  TBI  QlRMAV  ElDSBOB — MoTIOH  FOB  AH  AsSBBSS— 


if  th«  dMtli  of  EiB  Impwiftl  Htjetty  FrMerick  William,  German  Emperor,  King  of 
PnuRB,  and  lo  oondole  with  Her  H^jettj  oo  thia  mBlADohoIy  oceanon,  and  to  pny 
Her  Maj«itj  that  She  will  be  Kradoualy  pleased  to  eipreai  to  Hii  Majoity,  the  pre- 
•ent  Emperor,  the  profound  ijrmp&thj  of  thia  Uouie  with  the  ImperiAl  and  Boyal 
Family,  sod  with  tha  Qorenimsnt  and  People  of  Ganoaay.  To  aware  Her  Uajoity 
that  this  Houae  vttl  aver  feel  the  wannest  intereit  in  whatever  conceraa  Her  Ha  - 

{'aaty'i  domestic  relatiooi,  and  to  declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  thia  Hoaae  for  the 
lappineag  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  Family.  That  the  said  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  hy  such  Members  of  this  House  as  are  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy 
Connoil.  That  this  House  doth  condole  with  Her  Imperial  M^esty  Victoria, 
German  Empress.  Queen  of  Proasia,  Piinc«i«  Royal  of  Oreat  Britain  and  IreUad,  on 
the  great  loss  which  she  has  sustained  by  the  death  of  Eia  imperial  Majesty.  That 
s  Measa^  of  Condolence  be  sent  to  Ear  Imperial  Majesty,  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
communicate  the  said  MeMase  to  Her  Majeety's  AmbaSBsdor  at  Berlin,  with  a 
reqneat  that  he  will  attend  the  Empress  Victoria  for  tha  purpoai 
to  Her  Imperial  M^eaty,"—(^''-  W:  S.  Smith)  ,. 
After  short  debate,  Address  agmd  to. 

OBDESS     OF    THE    DAY. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  [Bill  182]— 
Bill  eontidtrti  in  Committee  [Pregrm  Mth  Aim]  [SaysirrH  Nioht]     . .     463 
After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  cloak. 

OuBtoms  (Wine  Duty)  Bill  [Bill  293]- 
Bill  eoniidtrtd  in  Committee  [A-offMt  l&lh  Jun*']  .,  . .     556 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  rtporttd;  as  amended,  to  be  oonsidered 
To-Morroa,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock, 
VOL.  OCCXXVII.     [third  bebies.]  [    d 
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OoLomjU.  QoYHRNHKirr  SEocftiTiHS— Eesoldtiob— 

Mtvtd,  "  That,  in  tlie  opinion  ol  thi*  Hoom,  the  aoiUIulitj  of  Colonial  Govenimeiit 
loBoribed  Stooki  tor  Trust  inrMtmenU  thoold  ba  more  adequately  reco^iied,"— 
(Sir  Ounyt  Badtit-Ptiwill] 
After  debate,  Motion,  bf  leare,  withdraKti. 

EooLEsiASTiOAL  AsaBsaMEiTre  (Sootlahd)— KssOLCnoit— 

Mmrtd,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Eouw,  it  ii  inexpedient  that  AMeamnenti  for 
E^ctJeaiaitioitl  parpoaei  in  Bootland  should  be  maiotatoeo,  and  that  in  lien  thereof  an 
equivalent  uinaal  Mseasnient  ought  to  be  made  tor  OMistinK  Secondary  EduoatioD  in 

Scotland,"— (^''' -^■™'"') 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lesTO  out  from  tbe  word  "  That "  to  tlie  and  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
worda  "  aa  the  Eccleaiaatical  Asaeaamenta  have  been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time 
immemorial  tor  the  eraction  and  repair  of  church  buildings  in  the  old  pariahe*  of 
Scotland,  Uiii  Houae,  in  the  absence  of  an^  ^evaDca  connected  therewith,  except 
in  the  caae  of  feuars,  (or  whose  relief  a  Bill  la  now  before  Parliament,  daclinse  to 
entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  aaseMment)  to  secular  uses,"— (dfr.  Janut 
CampUU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  debate.  Question  put : — The  Hoase  iivitUd; 
AjflB  II 1,  Noes  148  ;  Majority  37. 
Dirision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed 

After  short  debate, '  llaia  Question,  as  amended,  put : — ^The  House 
Hvidtd:  Ayes  143,  Noes  104 ;  Majority  39.— (Di».  List,  No.  166.) 

Raelved,  That  ai  the  Bcoleiisatical  Asaeiiments  hare  besn  a  burden  upon  land  from 
time  immemorial  for  the  erection  and  repair  of  church  buildings  in  the  old  pamhei 
<rf  Sootlaod,  this  Houta,  in  the  absaaca  of  any  grieranoe  oonntcted  therewith,  eioapt 
in  the  oaae  of  fenari,  for  whose  relief  a  BUI  is  now  before  Parliament,  doolinsB  to 
entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  aaaoaaments  to  aacular  uses. 

And  it  being  One  of  the  clook  a.m.,  Mr,  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
widiout  Question  put. 
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liibel  Law  Amendment  BUI  [Bill  294 j— 
Bill,  aa  amended,  eamidtrad    . . 
Bm  to  be  road  the  third  time  upoa  Widnniajf  nest. 

Beformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill  [BUI  161]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eontidertd     . , 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Friday. 

Distress  for  Rent  (Dublin)  Bill  [Bill  159]— 
Bill  emtidtrtd  in  Comnuttee    . . 

Bill  rtporitd,  with  an  amended  Title;   as  amended,  to  be  cousidered 
Ti-mofrmv. 
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Supply— Ordsr  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  "— 

Chdboh  of  Sootlard— Bssolotion— 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  Qat  from  tha  word  "That"  to  the  and  of  the  Qaeation,  in  ordor  to  add  the 
wotda  "in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Church  of  Sootland  ought  to  be  dia- 
est«blisbed  and  disendowed," — [Br.  C'ain«mn,)—iiigtead  thereof  ..    lOgQ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  dividtd; 
Ayes  260,  Noes  208 ;  Majority  52. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  .,  ,,  .,   n04 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  withdrawn:— 
Supply — Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  Hoase, 
Tritbout  Question  put,  till  Monday  next. 
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till  Ta-morrow. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 


WATS  AND  MEANS— MiMi<f«-»i  in  OommitUe— 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Mavtd,  "  That,   tomrds  making  good  the  Snpplj'  granted  to  Her  Uajesty  for  Qia 
service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  March  1B8B,  the  som  of  £2,366,400,  be 
grantedontof  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom, "—(Jfr.Jofinin)       ..    1249 
Mmtd,     "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progreu,  and  uk  leavs  to   sit   again,"  — 

iSr.  Tanner .]— Alter  abort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  aithdraien. 
Original  Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolntioa  to  be  reported   To-morrow:   Committee  to  sit  agun  upon 
Wtdtutiay. 

Supply— BEPOBT—Besolutio&s  [2l8t  June]  reportti  , ,  . .   1251 
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Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 

Sail  (Scotland)  Bill  [.Bill  386]— 

Order  for  Consideration  read  , ,  ..  ..  ..    1252 

Consideration,  as  amended,  ieftmd  till  To-morrow. 

Waltham  Abbey  Oanpowder  Factory  Bill  [Bill  273]— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ,.  .,  1253 

Second  Beading '(£t/!trrtfi{  till  To-morrow, 
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BoUdingS  (Hetropolia)  hSl—Ordtrtd  {Mr.  Wkilmort,  Mr.  Tattm  Bgirtan.  Sir 
Algtmon  Btrlhin'ek,  Xr.  Lmeien,  Mr,  Farrttt  FuUm) ;  pnnnttd,  aad  read  the  Snt 
tims  [BiU  306]  , .  . ,  . .  . .  . .     1 263 

Intoxicating  Liqnors  (New  Lioencei)  Bill  —  OriUrtd  {Sir  William  SeuUnctrih, 
Mr.  ir.  F.  Lmwrmet,  Cetanel  BridgtmoM,  Mr.  EotAoiut,  Mr,  Samutl  SmilA) ;  frfttnUd, 
and  read  the  firrt  time  [Bill  30e]      ..  „  ,,     1253 

Ferpetoitr  L«aaei  (Ireland)  Bill— OrArtW  [Mr.  T.  w.  AuimU,  Mr.  Lta,  Mr.  w. 

p.  Si'ifclrtir) ;  firumta^,  and  r«ad  the  flnt  time  [Bill  307]  ..  ..     1253 

ASJOUSlflUHT — 

]tn»i,  "  That  tbia  House  do  now  adjoam," — {Mr.  Jatktm)  . .  1253 

Quefltionpnt,  isAmgrttito.  [12.16.] 
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Factory  and  Workshope  Act  (1878)  Amendment  (Sootland) 

Bill  (No.  76)- 
HouBS  in  Committee  (aeeording  to  Order)    ..  .,  ,.  1266 

Amendments  mode ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  reoeired  on  Tkwr^«y\  the 

6fA«//«/y  next. 

Faslukxnt — EvmxHoi  bxfobe  Sxuci  CoimnrEBS— ObserrationB,  Lord 
Clinton,  Ths  Eorl  of  Kimberley ;  Beply,  The  Lord  President  of  the 
Connoil  (Viaoonnt  Cranbrook)  ,.  ..  ,,  1267 

SnA-agans'  Nomination  Bill  (No.  176}— 
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Motion  Ojfrtfi  to .- — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  eomnilled  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  TKvridaj/  nest. 

Companies  Clauses  Consolidation  Aot  (1846)  Amendment 
BUI  (No.  170)- 
Jtoeed,  "ThattheBiUbenowread2*,"— (n«£'iirf*/iZM«e«ry)  ..   1263 

Hotion  4fr*ad  U : — Bill  read  2>  aooordingly. 
High  Court!  ia  India  Bill  laA.]--Prmi>Ud  {Tk*  Viimmt  Ovu) ;  read  1>  (Ho.  ISi)  1263 

t6.l6.1 
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Notices  of  Motion  and  Obdebs  of  the  Day — 

Qritrid,  That  the  Order  for  ruaming  tho  Ac^onnied  Debate  on  the  Hation  ralatiag  to 
"  TiA  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  rlrelimd)  Act,  1S87,"  have  precadence  thii  day 
of  the  KoticcB  of  MotLon  and  other  Orders  of  the  Day,  —{Mr.  ITiUiaat  Mtnry 
Smilh.) 

TOL.  CCOXXVII.    [third  bebieb.]  [    /   ] 
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Ordter  read,  for  resuming  Adjoamed  Debate  on  Queation  [25th  Jaoe  :]— 
Qaeation  again  proposed : — Debate  rMH»«iI  .,  ,,  1290 
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Dirision List,  Ayea  and Noea  .,  ..  ,,1413 
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Debate  adjotmud  till  Thtriday.  [1.40.] 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  27. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Chantul  TimHtl  {Expmmtntai  Workt)  Bill  {by  Ordir)— 

Movtd,   "That  tbe  Bill  be  now  read   a  second  time," — {Sir  Edward 

Watiin)  , ,  . .  , ,  , ,   1426 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Queation  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Sir 

Michael  Sieki-Baaeh.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question : " 

—After  deoate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayea  166,  Noea 

807  J  Majority  142. 

Divi^on  List,  Ayes  and  Noea  ..  ,,  ,.  1502 

Worda  nirfwi ;— Main  Queation,  as  amended,  put,  and  4jrW(o:— Second 
Beading  put  n^for  three  months. 
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Looal  OoTernmeDt  (England  and  WaleB)  Bill  [Bill  182]—; 

Bill  eontidtred  in  Committee  IPrvgrsti  22nd  Junt']  [Tests  Niqht]        . ,   1674 
After  U>ng  time  apent  therein,  it  being  Midnieht,  the  Chairman  left  the 

C%air  to  make  his  report  to  the  House : — Committee  report  Progress ; 

to  ait  again  To-morrew,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Hercliant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Applianoes)  BlU  ILn-dt']— 
Order  tor  Second  Beading  read  ,,  ..  ,,  1671 

After  abort  debate,  Second  Beading  deferrtd  till  Thmorraw,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 
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MOTIONS, 

Wats  akd  Heaks  J 

Coniolidatfld  Fond  (No-  3)  BUI  (  Bosolutioa  [26th  Jnnb]  rtptriti,  uid  agrted  to  :~ 

Bm  erdertd  {Mr.  Cuirtiuy,  ACr.  CAanulhr  of  l/tt  Eiehtquer,  Mr.  JathaH)  ,,    1^73 

ABJOCBinCXNlV^ 

Motti,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Jtukiim)  . .   1673 

Question  put,  and  agrt»d  to.  [12.10.] 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JONE  29. 

Befbrmatory  and  Industrial  SohoolB^ 

Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  enactments  relating;  to  Reformatory 
and  Industrial  SohooU  in  England  and  Wales, — Prutnttd  {Th»  Lord 
NorUm)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1674 

After  short  debate,  BiU  read  1'.    (No.  194.) 

IHFBKIAI,  DeFEROE — ObOAHIZATION  of  OUE  NaTAI.  add    IfniTTABT    Stgteu 

— Possibility  of  Ihtabioh— Resolutior — 

Movtd  to  reaoire, 

"  That  having  regftrd  to  the  recent  ttatemeDta  of  Hi*  Royal  HighneM  the  •Com- 
maDduT-iD- Chief,  ot  the  Adjutant  aanersl,  and  of  tiXfib  naval  authorities,  (u  to  oar 
defectire  aimamenti,  and  having  also  regard  to  the  iDcreaaed  arnuunenta  of  foreign 
natioDi  on  aeOi  and  land,  thia  House  WBlcomea  the  propoaals  of  Her  Majsaty'a 
QoTerament  for  an  incraoM  of  oar  dsfenaive  means,  and  umGdently  looks  to  their 
fmthwith  taking  inch  further  measures  as  will  give  ample  gecority  to  our  Kmpire 
MidjiutconfldMoe  to  the  country,"— (7**  Barl  0/  Wtnyit)  ,.  ,.    1677 

After  debate,  Motion  agrud  to. 
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te«dI-(No.  IBS)     ..  ..  ..  ..   1711 
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OBDESS     OF    THE    DAY. 

Local  Qovernment  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  [BiU  182]— 
Bill  coiuiiertd  in  Oommittee  [^Progrta  26M  Jun»\  [Elbvehth  Nioer]    . .   1 730 
After  lone  time  spent  thorein,  Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  ait  again 
upon  Tmtiay  3rd  July,  at  Two  of  the  clook. 


LegitiiB  Law  Amendment  (Scotland]  Vi\\—o<^dtud  {Mr.  DomU  Cramfari,  Mr. 

/oAh  Ao/Ainr,  Jfr.  fiHiAanan)  !  jir«Mn(>iJ,  aad  read  the  flrat  time  [Bill  311]  ..    1792 

It  being  ten  minnteB  to  Seven  of  the  olock,  tlie  HooBe  suspended  its 
Sitting. 

its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 
0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


Wats  asd  Mxahb— Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Questdon 
proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair ;  "— 

AaRiouLTUKAi.  Txhahtrt  (Wales) — Bzsoldtiok — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMve  ont  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestioo,  in  order  to  add  the 
word*  ''baving  tagwd  to  the  Bpsdal  oircanutuiceB  of  WitleB,  aod  the  prevailing 
uricultDTal  depresnOD,  and  their  effect  upon  the  walfara  of  tlie  Welsh  people,  thll 
Honae  ia  of  opinion  that  Her  Majeaty'a  Q^Temment  ihoald  paj  immediate  attention 
to  the  anbject,  and  take  step*  to  provide  a  nteuare  of  relief  which  ahall  leoura  fairer 
Moditioiu  of  tennre  and  a  re-adjoitment  of  rent,  more  equitably  correaponding  to 
the  hll  in  priceo,  and  make  such  other  proviiioni  as  will  enable  the  oultivaton  o* 


.e  trying  urcumatancea  in  which  they  are  plooad," — (Jfi'.   Tliomai 
£aii,)—inatBad  thereof  ..  .,  ..  ..    1792 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  diviM ; 

Ayes  146,  Noes  128  ;  Majority  IB.— (Dir.  list,  No.  182.) 
Main  Question  again  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Ohair:"— 
Public  'Woaxs  (laBLAim)— ObservationB,  Oolonel  Nolan ;   Reply,   The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) ;  Observations,  Mr. 

Edward  Harrington  ..  ..  ..  1844 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Qneetton  put  till  JTonAiy  next. 
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LOEDS. 


Tdesday,  Jcira  19. 
The  Lord  HathertoD,  after  tlie  death  of  hia  father. 

Fbidat,  Jitnz  2^. 
The  Lord  Hawke,  after  the  death  of  hU  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WBIT8  ISSUED. 

3^n>AT,  Tens  IS. 

For  S»»t  {Ah  of  7%anel  J)wmoH),  c.  The  Bight  hon.  Edward  Bobert  King. 
Harman,  deceased. 

Fbisat,  Jcns  22. 

For  Longford  {South  Longford  Divititm),  r.  Lawreiio«  OonnoUy,  esqaire,  Chiltera 
Hondcsdt. 

Thumdat,  Juhb  28. 
For  Sovth  BUgo,  v.  Edvard  Joseph  Kenned;,  esquire,  Ohlltern  Hundreds. 


NEW  MEMBEB  SWOEN. 

TnxBDiT,  Jtnri  19. 
Ayr  Dittriet  of  Bvrghi — John  Sinolair,  esquire. 
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United  Kingdom  of  Gsbat  Bsitain  and  Isslasd, 
appointed  to  meet  5  auoust,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Keign  of 

HER   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


SIXTH     VOLUME     OF     SESSION     1888. 


HOUSE    OF    OOUHONS, 
FfAtmfoy,  UtkJmt,  1868. 


HJNDTES.]— Public  "BiUJt—Ordtnd—Rrtt 

JtMifii;— Right!  of  Waj  (BooUand)  •  [296]. 
CbmniVIw— U&Ou  [7]— b.p.  ;  UMriage  with  • 

DeoBBMd  Wife'*  Sitter  \2y_itbeU  aifjotmud ; 

Putoerahipa  [206]— K.r. 
(Ummitlet  ~  Stport  —  Uoel  Law   AmeDdmeat 

[17-291];  Beformatoiy   Sohoola  Act  (1866) 

AnMndmsnt  [151-295]. 
Pbotibiohal    0u>ib    Bills  —  Cmndtrti    at 

amndtil- Oaa  and   Water*   [247]  i    Watei 

(No.  2)  •[246]. 
mrd   Btaii»g—Oa»  (No.  2)*   [215];   Local 

OoT«tiiment(HigIiwa;a)*[2e8];  Local  Oo- 

Tenunent  (No.  7)  *  [267] ;  Local  Govenunsni 

(Port)*  [2fi9],  KoApauU. 

yOL.  OCOXXyn.  )  thibd  bbeib8.] 


PRIVATE  Busmms. 

ENNISEILLBN,  BUNDORAN,  AND 

SLIOO  RAILWAY  BILL  [REPiTMBNT 

OP  DEPOSIT]. 

OOIUflTTEB, 

Hattbb — eoniidtrid  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  piopoBod, 
"That  it  ia  expedient  to  anthoriBs  the  repay- 
meot  of  the  sum  of  Three  thousand  two  hundred 
and  Mveaty  -  five  pounda  Three  poooda  per 
Ceotam  Conaolidatod  Annoitiei,  being  the  lam 
deposited  in  reepeot  of  the  applioatioQ  to  Par* 
liament  for  '  The  EmuBtciOea,  Buudonui,  and 


donmant)  Act,  187S,'  which  in  pursnanoe  of 
section  thirtj-dx  of  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, togielher  with  any  interest  or  diridei)d< 
thereon." 
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Amendment  BiB. 


Mb.  JORDAN  (Claro,  W.)  said,  he 
hoped  that  care  vonld  hd  taken  to  see 
that  all  the  provisions  of  the  Act  were 
fully  complied  with  by  those  who  were 
promoting  this  Bill.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  its  passing  through  the  present 
stage ;  but  tie  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  hare  some  asaurance  that  all 
the  necessary  notices  had  been  duly 
served. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAT. 


LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Sir  Aigtmon  Btrthwick,  Sir  Albert  Soltil,  Mr. 
Zatcton,  Mr,  Jenninjt,  Dr.  Camenn,  Mr.  JeAa 
Marley,  Mr.  E.  Dwyer  Qray.) 

[bill  17.]      OOtntlTTKK. 

[Frogrett  ilh  Jim*.] 

Bill  comidertd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6  (Wbere  defendant  in  action 
for  libel  has  raised  plea  under  s.  2  of  6 
&  7  Tiot.  c.  96,  only  special  damage  to 
be  reooTered  in  certain  cases.  6&7Viot. 
c.  96,  s.  2). 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Ihat  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Ma.  ADDISON  (Ashton-nnder-Lyne) 
said,  that  he  was  altogether  in  iavour 
of  the  principle  of  the  clause;  but  he 
"  thought  it  required  a  few  words  by  way 
of  explanation;  because  from  what  fell 
from  nis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Bussell),  the  last  time  they  were  con- 
sidering the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  that 
its  meaning  was  thoroughly  understood. 
By  the  section  referred  to  in  the  clause 
— namely,  s.  2,  6  &  7  Viet,  where  a  libel 
had  really  worked  no  damage,  three 
things  were  necess»^  before  an  editor 
could  get  a  verdict.  He  must  prove  those 
three  things  himself,  and  if  he  failed  in 
any  one  of  them  the  case  went  against 
him.  First  of  all,  be  must  show  that 
there  had  been  no  negligence  in  insert- 
ing the  libel ;  secondly,  that  an  apology 
such  as  the  Act  required  had  been  made ; 
and,  thirdly,  he  must  pay  into  Court  a 
certain  some  of  money.  This  section 
sought  to  do  away  with  that  part  of  the 
plea  which  required  the  payment  of 
money  into  Court,  and  to  say  that  it 
would  really  be  a  good  plea  without  the 


third  requirement.  It  was  obvious  that 
the  justice  of  this  provision  would  be 
manifest  to  the  Committee  when  he 
said  that  news  was  circulated  by  means 
of  news  agencies,  and  that  it  frequently 
happened  that  the  person  who  com- 
plained had  sustained  no  injury  at  all. 
Why  should  not  the  editor  be  permitted 
to  show  that  there  had  been  no  damage, 
that  a  mistake  had  been  made,  for  which 
he  apologized,  and  that  there  had  been 
no  negligence  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned? In  that  case,  why  should  he 
have  to  pay  a  sum  of  money  into  Court  ? 
The  Committee  would  be  aware  that  the 
news  circulated  by  the  news  agencies, 
with  which  every  hon.  Member  must 
necessarily  bo  familiar,  was  inserted  in 
a  great  number  of  newspapers,  and  in 
many  instances,  although  a  mistake 
might  have  been  committed,  the  person 
complaining  had  suffered  no  real  In- 
jury at  all.  This  clause  provided  that 
in  such  cases  the  editor  should  prove 
the  first  of  the  pleas,  and  show  that  no 
damage  had  been  suetained.  The  mis- 
chief of  having  to  pay  money  into  Court 
was  that  it  made  his  position  that  thera 
had  been  no  damage  untenable.  He 
practically  admitted  that  he  had  done 
something  wrong ;  because,  although 
he  justified  what  had  been  done,  he 
said  that  there  must  have  been  some 
measurable  damage  sustained,  or  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  pay  anything 
into  Court.  When  a  sum  of,  say  £5, 
was  paid  into  Court,  the  jury  naturally 
said — "The  defendant  admits  that  he 
has  injured  the  plaintiff  to  the  extent  of 
£5 ; "  and  that  being  so,  they  would 
estimate  the  damage  at  probably  more 
than  that  sum,  and  find  the  verdict 
accordingly.  That  was  the  practical 
effect  of  requiring  the  payment  of  a  sum 
of  money  into  Court.  Where  a  man  had 
not  been  damaged  in  any  way  whatever, 
why  should  not  the  defendant  be  able 
to  say — "Icertainly  put  this  paragraph 
in  my  paper ;  there  was  no  negligence, 
but  a  sort  of  inadvertence,  if  the  word 
may  be  used,  similar  to  that  which  must 
necessarily  occur  in  carrying  on  the 
business  of  life,  even  without  negU> 
gence.  I  have  done  all  I  can  in  the 
way  of  making  an  apology.  You  have 
net  been  injured  in  the  least,  and  whwe 
a  man  has  not  been  injured,  why  on 
earth  should  I  have  to  pay  money  into 
Court."  It  appeared  to  him  tliat  in 
principle  the  clause  was  right ;  because 
in  a  great  many  other  matters  besides 
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this  something  vrong  might  have  been 
done,  and  yet  no  actual  injury  inflicted. 
For  instanae,  a  Hansom  oab  might  drive 
ao  cloM  to  him  aa  to  put  him  into  a 
fright;  but  he  could  not  bring  that 
action,  as  he  had  not  been  hurt.  Why, 
in  that  case,  should  persona  who  trade 
in  those  sort  of  actions  be  treated 
differently  ?  Why  should  not  the  jury 
be  allowed  to  say  to  thsm — "  Even  if  a 
wrong  has  been  committed  upon  y^ou, 
yoa  bare  suffered  no  damage  from  it." 
If  the  editor  had  behaved  as  a  respect- 
able man  ought  to  behave,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  plead  that  the  plaintiff  had 
sustained  no  injury.  That  was  the 
simple  action  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
toD,  W.)  said,  that  his  objection  to  the 
clause  wax  contained  in  the  last  part  of 
the  Ist  paragraph,  which  provided  that 
if— 


M  entitlAd  to  recover  any  domagM  eicent  such 
■pccUl  damages  as  he  can  prore  that  he  bas 
initaiEed  bj  the  pablication  of  inch  libeL" 

He  agreed  with  all  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  AshtoD' 
onder-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  had  said,  and 
considered  it  desirable  that  the  2nd 
section  of  tlie  existing  Act,  6  and  7  Fid., 
should  be  repealed.  But  there  might 
be  cases  in  which  general  damage 
might  have  been  sustained  by  the  per- 
son libelled,  which  such  person,  from 
the  position  he  ocolipied  or  his  profes- 
sional interests,  could  not  prove  to  have 
done  him  any  material  damage  in  the 
sense  of  auetaining  a  material  loss  of 
inoome,  or  in  any  other  way.  That 
might  frequently  occur  if  a  man  were 
not  engaged  in  oarrying  on  a  trade.  At 
the  same  time  he  might  be  injured  in 
his  repatation  and  general  oharaoter  in 
his  own  neighbourhood,  and  for  that 
injury  it  was  right  that  the  person  who 
inflicted  it  should  give  him  compenea- 
tioa  in  the  only  way  in  which  it  could 
be  given  by  a  stranger— that  was  to 
•ay,  by  a  money  payment.  He  under- 
stood ^at  hifi  hon.  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  (8ir  Algernon  Borthwick)  would 
have  something  to  say  on  that  point, 
and  would  propose  an  Amendment.  He 
thought  it  was  desirable,  before  the 
Committee  camo  to  a  decision  as  to 
whether  thay  should  omit  the  clause  or 
not,  they  should  hear  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  to  say  on  the  subject. 


Thb  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  the  point  was  this :  as  the  clause 
was  framed,  it  proposed  that  a  plaintiff 
should  not  be  entitled  to  any  damages 
unless  he  could  prove  special  damage. 
It  appeared  to  him,  now  that  the  nwtter 
had  been  discussed,  that  there  might  be 
cases  in  which  a  person  had  been 
seriously  libelled,  and  would  not  be  able 
to  prove  special  damages — as,  for  in- 
stance, in  ttie  case  of  a  small  tradesman 
who  was  accused  of  fraud,  or  of  some 
sharp  practice,  but  who  was  not  able  to 
show  that  he  had  lost  custom  in  conse- 
quence. He  thought  that  was  hardly  a 
case  in  which  a  Committee  should  say 
that  the  person  libelled  should  get  no 
damages  unless  he  could  prove  that  he 
had  suffered  special  damages,  assuming, 
of  course,  that  the  newspaper  proprietor 
could  show  that  he  had  not  been  guilty 
of  malice  or  of  gross  negligence.  He 
was  anxious  to  give  the  promoters  all 
the  assistance  in  his  power,  provided 
that  its  provisions  did  not  go  beyond 
whathepersouallydeemedtobejuBt.  Ho 
would,  therefore,  ash  the  promoters  of  the 
measure  whether  it  would  not  be  as 
well  to  consider  whether  some  limits 
should  not  be  proposed,  otherwise  there 
was  a  strong  argument  against  the 
clause  in  connection  with  this  question 
of  proving  special  damage.  He  thought 
it  was  possible  that  the  clause  might  be 
amended,  either  by  limiting  the  amoant 
of  damages  or  in  some  other  way.  As 
it  stood,  it  clearly  went  too  far. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
[Kensington,  8.)  said,  that  this  was 
really  a  question  of  costs. 

Sm  RICHARD  WEBSTER  eud, 
that  that  was  so ;  it  was  now  held  that 
if  the  defendant  was  to  get  a  verdlot, 
there  was  no  power  to  make  him  pay 
any  costs  at  all.  There  was  no  power 
at  the  present  moment  to  make  the 
defendant  pay  costs  where  the  judgment 
passed  la  his  favour.  Therefore,  the 
Don.  Baronet  was  perfectly  right  in  say- 
ing that  the  Bill  would  not  affect  the 
case  where  a  judgment  was  given  for 
the  defendant.  The  Court,  however, 
had  the  discretion  where  the  judgment 
was  given  for  the  plaintiff.  If  the 
judgment  passed  for  the  defendant  on 
the  two  issues  of  absence  of  malice  and 
absence  of  negligence,  the  plaintiff, 
although  libelled,  and  justified  in  bring- 
ing the  action,  wonld  get  no  oosts. 
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Mr.  DAELING  (Deptford)  said,  that 
he  had  handed  ia  an  Amendment  that 
morning,  and  though  he  underBtood  that 
it  would  not  be  in  Order  to  move  it  at 
that  etage,  he  should  vote  for  the 
clause  if  it  were  paseed,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  moving  his  Amendment  at  the 
proper  time.  That  Amendment  was  tc 
omit  the  last  words  of  the  paragraph, 
and  to  add  at  the  end,  that  a  defendant 
should  be  entitled  to  judgment,  unless 
the  plaintiff  should  recover  a  verdict  of 
40«,  damages  at  the  least.  The  eETect  of 
that  Amendment  would  be  this — suppoBS 
a  plaintiff  went  into  Court  and  failed  to 
prove  that  the  libel  had  been  published 
with  malice  or  negligence,  and  it  also 
appeared  that  the  defendant  had  in- 
serted an  apology ;  in  that  case, 
although  the  plaintiff  might  get  a 
technical  verdict,  yet,  if  it  were  for  any- 
thing less  than  40f.  it  would  not  entitle 
him  to  what  that  verdict  would  other- 
wise bring.  Where  the  defendant  had 
published  an  apology  and  showed  that 
there  had  been  no  negligence  and  that 
no  damage  had  been  sustained,  unless 
the  plaintiff  got  more  than  40t.  awarded 
as  damages,  the  plaintiff  would  not  get 
a  judgment  that  would  entitle  him  to 
recover  coats.  That  appeared  to  him  to 
meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  and  he 
should  have  been  glad  if  that  proposal, 
consistently  with  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  could  have  been  put.  A«  he 
understood  that  that  could  not  be  done 
at  the  present  moment,  the  only  course 
left  open  to  him  was  to  vote  for  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  LABOtrCHEEE  (Northampton) 
rose  to  Order.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  possible  to  move  any 
Amendment  on  the  Question  "that  the 
Clause  do  pass  ?  " 

Tbr  GHAIHMAN:  No  Amendment 
can  be  moved. 

Mb.  DAItUNG  said,  his  impression 
was  that  any  hon.  Member  voting  for 
the  clause  oonld  do  so  with  the  intention 
of  amending  it  in  some  direction  at  a 
later  stage.  For  hia  own  part  he  should 
like  to  say  that  he  would  vote  for  the 
clause  if  it  were  pressed  that  day,  only 
with  the  intebtion  of  moving  the 
Amendment  at  a  later  stage. 

8iB  ALGEENON  BOETHWICK 
said,  he  wished  to  have  the  clause  put 
as  it  stood  at  present. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  smd, 
that  the  hoii.  and  learned  Member  for 


Ashton-under-Lvne  (Mr.  Addison)  had 
talked  about  a  libel  that  did  no  injury. 
He  imagined  that  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  produce  a  case  in  which  a 
libel  had  inffioted  no  injury.  He  would 
give  an  instance  of  a  ease  which  oc- 
curred a  short  time  ago  in  order  to  show 
the  difBculty  a  man  had  in  proving  that 
he  had  sustained  any  special  injury. 
The  case  to  which  he  referred  was  one 
in  which,  in  consequence  cf  a  printer's 
error,  the  name  which  should  have  ap- 
peared last  in  the  list  of  dissolutions  of 
partnership  was  the  first  inserted  among 
the  bankruptcy  notices.  That  was  a 
somewhat  serious  matter  for  the  persona 
concerned ;  but  how  was  it  possible  for 
them  to  prove  special  damages.  That, 
he  was  afraid,  was  only  one  case  out  of 
many  which  constantly  occurred.  The 
question  was  whether  the  existing  law 
tn  this  respect  was  not  better  than  that 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  substitute. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  exist- 
ing law  had  been  materially  altered 
after  much  consideration,  and  as  it  now 
stood  it  was  an  improvement  made  by 
8  and  9  Viet.  c.  75,  upon  the  provisions 
of  an  Act  passed  two  years  before,  viz., 
6  and  7  Vict.  o.  96.  There  was  one  point 
he  desired  to  lay  before  the  Committee 
which  was  of  real  importance.  It  was 
impossible  for  anybody  to  secure  that 
an  apology,  explanation,  or  contradic- 
tion in  the  shape  of  explanatory  matter 
should  go  to  the  same  people  who  had 
seen  the  original  libel.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  that  that  could  be  secured  tn 
any  case.  If  they  could  insure  that  all 
the  persons  who  read  the  libel  should 
also  read  the  explanation,  there  might 
be  some  argument  in  favour  of  the 
clause,  but  it  was  impossible  to  say 
that  a  libel  could  be  published  without 
injury,  even  If  there  was  an  absence 
of  malice.  It  was  no  reparation  to 
receive  an  apology,  explanation,  or 
contradiction.  It  merely  put  an  end 
to  the  period  during  which  the  unre- 
tracted  libel  went  out  to  the  public. 
In  his  opinion  it  would  be  most  unsafe 
to  deviate  from  the  principle  that  every 
apology  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
payment  into  Court.  That  would  secure 
to  the  libelled  person  some  reparation, 
and  would  be  a  means,  he  ventured  to 
think,  of  putting  an  end  to  a  great  deal 
of  unnecessary  litigation.  Ifamanfotind 
that  £5  or  £I0  were  paid  into  Court  he 
would  get  his  costs,  and  decline  to  pro- 
C^  further  with  t^e  aotion.    The  saiq 
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of  £d  was  Tei7  little ;  but  it  frequently 
represeoted  the  difference  between  costa 
aa  between  patty  and  party  and  attor- 
ney and  client.  He  failed  to  see  why  a 
man  who  was  libelled  should  not,  after 
vindicatinghiecbaraoter  by  way  of  action, 
be  pecuDiarily  in  the  same  positioD  as  if 
he  Bad  not  been  libelled  at  ^I  Tbehon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  aaid  the  plaintiff  in  a  libel  case 
should  not  be  in  a  position  to  say  that 
the  defendant  bad  paid  money  into 
Court.  But  the  reason  he  should  be 
able  to  say  that  was  obvious.  If  a  man 
brought  an  action  for  injury  done  to 
him,  it  was  very  easy  for  him  to  prove 
that  he  had  been  libelled,  but  be  did 
sot  sea  how  the  plaintiff  in  a  libel  case 
was  to  prove  special  damages.  That 
was  a  thing  he  could  not  do,  and 
he  ventured  to  tbink  that  he  ought 
not  to  be  asked  to  do  it.  If  the  clause 
were  allowed  to  atand  in  its  preaent 
form,  it  would  give  what  the  Cooimit- 
tee  would  never  wish  to  give — namely, 
a  practical  immunity  to  libellers. 

Me.  ADDISON  hoped  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  to  say  a  word  in  answer 
to  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Kelly).  He  thought  that 
the  illustration  which  had  been  given 
by  hia  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wae  a 
very  good  illustration  of  the  manner  in 
which  frivolous  actions  for  libel  were 
now  brought.  A  newspaper  by  the 
merest  accident  inserted  under  the  head 
of  "  Bankruptcy  "  a  notice  of  liquida- 
tion, the  words  being  used  in  some 
caaea  as  synonymous  terms.  What 
might  the  gentleman  who  considered 
himself  libeUed  have  done?  If  he  had 
gone  to  the  editor,  he  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  have  acknowledged  the 
error,  and  to  have  put  in  an  ample 
explanation  of  the  mistake  ^hich  would 
avoid  any  possibility  of  injury  being 
inflicted.  But,  inatead  of  doing  so,  an 
action  for  Ubd  was  brought,  and  now 
they  were  told  that  it  was  necessary  to 
bring  an  action,  because  some  persons 
might  have  read  the  paragraph  and  not 
have  read  the  apology.  They  were  told 
that  the  apology  would  not  be  read  by 
tbe  same  people,  but,  if  that  were  the 
case,  would  tbe  trial  be  read  any 
more  than  the  apology.  Theee  actions 
were  nearly  always  brought  when  the 
real  injury  would  have  been  set  right 
at  once  by  tbe  newspaper  if  it  had  been 
allowed  to  do  so. 


Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamleta,  Stepney)  said,  they  all  knew 
that  if  they  gave  a  libel  a  day's  start,  it 
would  take  a  week  to  overtake  it.  His 
hon.  and  teamed  Friend  the  Member  for 
Aebton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  had 
given  an  illuatration  of  a  case  in  which 
the  word  "liquidation"  was  ineerted 
instead  of  "  diesoluticn."  That  ap- 
peared in  a  monthly  trade  journal,  and 
it  reminded  him  of  a  very  important 
caae  which  occurred  to  the  proprietor 
of  a  weekly  newspaper,  and  which  he 
believed  was  familiar  to  most  Members 
of  that  House.  It  was  a  case  where  a 
newspaper  had  employed  a  certain  lady  . 
of  title  to  act  as  scout  in  society,  to  bring 
any  little  matters  of  information  and 
acandala,  the  lady  being  rewarded  by 
the  payment  of  some  infiniteaimal  aum 
for  doing  so.  In  the  particular  case  to 
which  he  referred,  a  young  lady  was 
maligned,  and  brought  an  action  against 
the  proprietor  of  a  newspaper.  The 
newspaper  was  severely  fined,  but  the 
lady  who  committed  tbe  libel  got  off  scot- 
free.  He  was  desirous  of  making  the 
Law  of  Libel  perfect,  and  to  insure  that 
there  was  no  loophole  for  letting  off  a 
newspaper  who,  by  inserting  a  libel, 
had  seriously  injured  the  character  of 
an  individual.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  ia 
many  of  those  cases  no  money  payment 
would  set  tbe  injuryright.  If,  however, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
wouldgive  him  an  assurance  thatClauseS 
would  not  in  any  way  weaken  tbe  pre- 
sent Law  of  Libel,  he  would  bo  very 
glad  to  agree  to  it. 

8iH  EICHAED  WEBSTER  said, 
that,  as  he  had  been  appealed  to,  be 
felt  bound  to  say  that  the  clause  did 
weaken  the  Law  of  Libel,  In  the  sense 
that  the  defendant  would  be  able  to  get 
off  the  payment  of  damages  or  costs 
unless  the  plaintiff  could  prove  special 
damages  in  any  particular  case. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd: — Ayes  89; 
Noes  41  :  Majority  48.— (Div.  Liat, 
No.  146.) 

Clause  6  (Power  to  defendant  to 
give  certain  evidence  in  mitigation  of 
damages). 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Algernon  Borthwick)  proposed,  in 
accordance  with  his  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
to  move  to  strike  out  this  clause. 
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Sm  ALGEENON  BOETHWICK 
(KeusingtoQ,  S.)  was  underetood  to  say 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  do  bo. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  said,  be  hoped  the 
clause  would  be  retained.  It  was  one 
of  the  mOBt  important  clauses  ia  the  Bill, 
its  object  being  to. prevent  newspapers 
being  subjected  to  black-mail  by  persona 
who  brought  actions  for  libel,  very  often 
one  after  another,  for  no  real  damage, 
but  in  order  to  make  money  out  of 
newspapers  not  able  to  defend  them- 
selves. There  were  many  respectable 
newspapers  against  whom  an  action  for 
libel  was  absolutely  ruinous.  In  most 
of  these  cases  no  real  damage  was  done, 
and  in  many  cases  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietor would  be  glad  to  make  a  com- 
Sromise  by  paying  costs.  It  was  not 
esired  in  the  least  to  give  any  protec- 
tion whatever  to  those  who  were  really 
guilty  of  reckless  libels,  and  the  rights 
of  all  persons  who  were  libelled  were 
preserved  under  the  Bill.  All  that  the 
clause  said  was  that  it  should  be  open 
to  a  newspaper  to  explain  or  to  plead  iu 
mitigation  of  damages,  that  the  plantiff 
had  already  recovered  damages  or  had 
received,  or  agreed  to  receive,  compeu- 
sation  in  respect  of  the  libel  to  the  same 
purport  or  effect  as  the  libel  for  which 
the  action  was  brought.  That  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  very  reasonable  provision 
indeed.  No  one  was  prepared  to  say 
that  a  newspaper  proprietor  should  not 

fiay  damages  to  a  person  who  had  beea 
ibelled  or  injured  by  a  libel,  and  the 
libelled  person  might  bring  as  many 
actions  as  he  chose.  But  tho  newspaper 
proprietor  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  go 
into  Court  and  plead  that  the  plaintiff 
had  already  brought  20,  30,  or  40  actions 
against  different  newspapers,  and  had 
recovered  damages  in  each  case  for  the 
same  libel.  It  was  further  provided 
that  that  was  a  matter  which  should  be 
considered  by  the  jury  in  mitigation  of 
damages,  and  that  was  the  sole  object 
of  the  clause.  The  Committee  must  not 
suppose  that  the  actions  for  libel 
which  were  reported  in  the  newspapers 
by  any  means  included  all  the  actions 
which  the  newspapers  had  to  meet. 
There  were  cases  in  which  newspapers 
paid  money  over  and  over  again  to 
persons  who  were  no  better  than  pro- 
fessional block-legs,  rather  than  run  the 
risk  of  going  into  Court  and  being  cast 
in  damages  for  the  most  frivolous  of  so- 
called  injuries.  Thisclausewas  intended, 


in  point  of  fact,  to  protect  respectable 
newspapers  from  blackmailers,  and  not 
to  give  greater  facilities  to  libellous  or 
reckless  writers  than  were  given  at  pre- 
sent. On  the  contrary,  be  thought  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  would  deal  more 
severely  with  libellous  matter  recklessly 
inserted  in  newspapers  than  any  other 
hon.  Membersofthe  House.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  reject  the 
clause  without  full  consideration  as  to 
what  it  led  to,  and  what  it  involved. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  no  one  who 
looked  closely  into  it  would  be  of  opinion 
that  it  did  mote  than  confer  on  respect- 
able newspapers  reasonable  and  ade- 
quate protection  against  injustice. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MOEGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  he  thought  be  might  be 
considered  something  of  an  expert  in 
this  matter,  for  there  was  a  time  when 
he  had  been  regularly  libelled  once  a 
month,  though  he  had  not  found  that  the 
process  did  him  much  harm.  He  must 
say  that  he  was  very  much  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Jennings). 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  they  gave  up 
this  clause,  the  Bill  would  be  so  em- 
asculated that  it  would  not  be  worth 
having.  The  clause  proposed  to  allow  a 
defeudant  to  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
plaintiff  making  money  out  of  a  libel 
by  going  about  from  one  Court  to 
another,  and  making  a  good  thing  of  it. 
Surely  that  was  a  thing  which  no  one, 
however  he  might  object  to  the  Bill, 
conld  wish  to  see  allowed.  Therefore, 
if  the  clause  were  carried  to  a  Division, 
he  should  certainly  support  it. 

Mr,  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  concur  in  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman.  Ha 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  ad- 
mit that  there  were  cases  in  which  a 
plea  of  this  kind  would  be  most  mis- 
leading. For  instance,  take  the  case  of 
a  paper  in  the  Lake  District.  Why 
should  that  paper,  if  it  had  libelled  a 
man,  be  benefited  by  an  action  brought 
against  a  Manchester  paper  which  had 
also  libelled  bim  ?  The  plaintiff  might 
have  brought  an  action  and  recovered 
damages  in  Manchester,  but  what  those 
damages  bad  to  do  with  the  amount  of 
injury  inflicted  upon  him  by  alibel  pub- 
lished against  him  in  the  Lake  District, 
he  (Mr.  Kelly)  failed  to  perceive.  The 
paper  in  the  Lake  Distnct  would  not 
have  to  pay  a  farthing  more  on  eoconnt 
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of  any  injury Jnflioted  by  the  Uanohes- 
tor  paper.  Of  courae,  if  a  defendant 
got  a  friend  to  publish  a  libel  against 
£im,  and  then  went  abont  bringing 
aetioDB  against  the  neiTBpapers  in  vhioh 
it  appeared,  be  could  understand  the 
force  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Ifember  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jenninge) 
aboat  black-mail,  but  such  things  did 
not  happen.  But  these  newspapers 
were  published  for  the  profit  of  the  per- 
flonawhopublished  them.  Sometimestbe 
insertion  of  a  scandalous  libel  increased 
the  sala  of  a  paper,  and  it  was  ridioulona 
to  say  that  beoaose  the  person  libelled 
claimed  a  proper  amount  of  oompensa- 
tion  for  the  wrong  which  had  been  done, 
it^  should  be  characterized  as  an  attempt 
to  lerj  blaok-mail.  Ha  trusted  the 
Committee  would  accept  the  clause. 
f^A  iangh.^  He  saw  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men connected  with  newspapers  were 
prepared  to  take  advantage  of  any  slip, 
and  he  could  not  imagine  how  they 
should  then  object  to  the  other  people 
taking  advantage  of  the  slips  calculated 
to  do  immense  injury  made  in  news- 
papers. He  trusted  the  Committee  would 
reject  the  clause,  because  it  would  mis- 
lead juries,  andinducetbem  to  take  into 
consideration  matters  with  which  they 
had  nothing  to  do. 

Mb.  LAW80N  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  said, 
that,  as  one  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
be  must  object  to  the  course  taken  by 
bifl  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick)  in  regard  to  this  clause. 
He  thought  they  were  bound  to  arrest 
the  eviscerating  prooeas  which  had  been 
going  on  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  altogether  inapplicable  to 
the  clause,  because  the  jury  were  sot 
forced  'to  be'.influenced  by  the  fact  that 
a  plaintiff  bad  received  compeoaation 
already  for  the  sanie  libel,  and  the 
clause,  at  it  stood,  would  not  neoesearily 
affect  the  internstiag  friend  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  lived  in  the 
Lake  District.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  this  was  not  a  compulsory  but  a 
pennissive  clause.  It  was  directed 
against  professional  litigants,  and  those 
nnsorupulous  eolipitors  who  put  in  action 
groups  of  Ubel  oaees  on  the  oare  chance 
of  obtaining  costs  for  correspondence. 
He  knew  of  several  papera  which  bad 
three  or  four  cases  of  that  kind  pending 
against  them  ;  and  what  was  their  posi- 
tion? They  found  it  necessary  to  pay 
heavy  oume  of  money  in  order  to  escape 
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and  expense  of  a  law 
suit,  because  they  knew  that  if  they 
went  into  Court  and  succeeded  in  getting 
a  verdict,  their  opponents  were  men  of 
straw,  from  whom  they  could  recover 
nothing  wbatev^r.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  the  Committee 
would  be  of  opinion  that  this  important 
clause  should  be  retained  in  the  Bill. 
He  might  instance  a  case  which  occurred 
abont  three  months  ago,  where  a  solici. 
tor  brought  an  action  against  42  papers 
for  stating  that  be  had  been  struck  off 
the  Eolls.  Another  solicitor  of  the  same 
name  was  struck  off  the  Holls,  but  an 
official  of  tbe  Conrt  made  a  mistake, 
and  gave  the  reporter  for  the  news 
agency  the  address  of  the  solicitor  who 
brought  the  action,  and  who  happened 
himself  to  be  a  bankrupt.  He  claimed 
£2,000  in  each  case,  or  £84,000  in  all. 

Mr.  KELLY  asked,  whether  any  of 
those  actions  were  ever  tried  7 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  he  did  not  see 
how  that  mattered  in  the  least.  He 
was  only  giving  the  case  aa  an  example 
to  show  what  the  professional  litigants 
could  do.  This  was  the  war  in  which 
newspapers  were  black-mailed  under  the 
licence  given  to  profesaional  litiganta 
and  unscrupulous  solicitors.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  the  Committee  would  allow 
the  clause  to  bo  retained  in  the  Bill. 

Thk  attorney  general  (Sir 
BicHABE  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  one  matter  to  the 
Committee.  He  had  already  opposed 
the  last  clause—that  the  plaintiff  should 
not  be  entitled  to  claim  compensation  at 
all,  assuming  that  there  had  been  no 
negligence  and  no  malice,  unlesa  he 
proved  special  damage.  Therefore,  it 
would  now  be  neoeasary  for  a  man  who 
had  been  libelled  to  prove  that  be  had 
sustained  special  damage  by  the  pab- 
lioation  of  the  libel.  Therefore,  if  a, 
libel  were  published  in  !!%»  Manthttter 
GFuariian,  for  instance,  the  plaintiff  would 
have  to  prove  that  he  had  lost  a  portion 
of  his  Mancheater  custom;  but  what 
right  had  the  defendant  to  give  evidence 
of  damagea  having  been  recovered  upon 
a  similar  libel  in  another  part  of  Eng- 
land ?  He  certainly  could  not  assent  to 
the  present  clause,  now  that  they  had 
passed  the  5th  clause.  It  involved  a 
most  serious  alteration  of  the  law.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Lawson)  wa> 
careful  to  argue  the  dause  in  regard  to 
;  its  effect  upon  the  black-mailer ;  but  as 
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the  olause  waa  frfimed  it  would  apply 
equally  to  the  honest  plaintiff  who  might 
have  been  grosslj  libelled. 

Me.  LAW80N :  The  question  would 
bo  left  to  the  jury. 

Bm  EICHAED  WEBSTER:  A 
person  might  be  libelled,  and  grossly 
Ubelled,  by  a  newspaper.  He  was  ready 
to  admit  that  the  managers  of  news- 
papers, aa  a  rule,  carried  on  their  busi- 
ness without  wishing  to  publish  libels, 
although  there  were  undoubtedly  some 
who  did  not  pursue  that  course,  but  were 
in  the  habit  of  indulging  in  libels.  There 
were  very  many  respectoble  newspapers 
which  never  inserted  libellous  matter. 
He  failed  to  see  why  a  man  who  suffered 
special  damage  from  a  publication  in  a 
newspaper  oirculated  in  a  particular 
oounty  should  not  recover  those  damages, 
and  why  it  should  be  given  in  evidence 
that  damages  had  been  obtained  in  re- 
spect of  that  libel  to  the  same  purport 
or  effect.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
clause  went  much  too  far,  and  he  should 
feel  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

Sia  ALBERT  EOLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said,  that  the  point  raised  by  the  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  was  an  important  one.  No 
doubt,  in  the  case  of  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Westmoreland  and  another  in 
Cornwall,  there  would  be  such  a  dis- 
tance between  them  that  the  argument 
against  giving  evidence  in  regard  to 
damages  recovered  in  another  action 
might  apply.  But  take  the  ease  of 
London.  A  series  of  London  news- 
papers might  contain  the  same  libel, 
and  a  plaintiff  would  be  able  to  bring 
numerous  actions  which  were  prac- 
tically one  and  the  same.  Therefore, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  only  right  that 
the  whole  of  th  e  facts  should  be 
placed  before  the  jury,  and  all  that  was 
asked  to  be  done  by  the  clause  was  that 
the  defendants  should  have  liberty  to 
give  evidence  to  the  jury  to  satisfy  them 
what  the  extent  of  the  injury  had  been. 
That  being  ascertained,  it  would  rest  with 
the  jury  to  assess  the  damages,  and  they 
would  be  in  full  possession  of  the  facte. 
Therefore,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  apply  in  such  cases  atall. 
The  whole  of  the  facts  of  the  case  would 
be  placed  before  the  jury  before  they 
came  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Foncras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  had  spoken  of  the  actions 
Sir  Richard  JFiitltr 


brought  i^tunst  42  newspapers  for  the 
same  libel.  In  that  case,  in  which  it 
happened  that  he  was  professionally  en- 
gaged  for  most  of  the  papers,  the  libel 
was  one  over  which  the  newspaper  editor 
had  no  control  whatever.  In  fact,  the 
error  originated  with  one  of  the  officials 
of  the  Courts.  A  certain  solicitor  was 
struck  off  the  Bolls,  and  a  reporter  for  a 
news  agency  asked  an  usher  who  the 
solicitor  referred  to  was.  The  usher 
referred  to  the  official  Court  Law  JJitt 
and  gave  the  name  of  a  man  which  was 
identical  with  that  of  the  solicitor  struck 
off,  but  who  turned  out  to  bethe  wrong 
one.  Instead  of42,  therewere&om  60 
to  80  actions  brought,  and  the  total 
claim  amounted  to  about  £160,000.  It 
was  quite  true  that  those  actions  werenot 
tried ;  but  large  sums  of  money  were 
paid  into  Court,  inasmnoh  as  there  coald 
be  no  disclaimer  on  the  part  of  the  news- 
paper proprietors  that  the  paragraph 
was  a  libel,  and  settlements  were  mode 
which  were  altogether  excessive,  and 
beyond  any  real  injury  sustained.  The 
actions  were  not  tried  on  account  of  the 
death  of  the  plaintiff.  All  the  news- 
paper proprietors  wished  that  in  such  a 
case,  in  futare,  the  defendants  should 
not  bs  placed  at  a  diaadvantage  by  not 
being  able  to  place  the  whole  of  the 
oiroumstances  as  to  damages  and  settle- 
ments before  the  jury  who  would  be 
oalled  upon  to  decide  the  case. 

Sin  ^V ALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.]  said,  he  had  had  no 
intention  of  taUng  port  in  the  debate  in 
Committee  on  that  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
it  wBsof  the  utmost  importanoe  that  they 
should  havefair  and  reasonable  laws  with 
regard  to  libels,  and  they  ought  to  bear 
in  mind  those  newspapers  which  were 
anxious  to  do  what  was  fair  and  right 
towards  the  general  public.  When  he 
read  the  clause  he  certainly  thought  it 
was  a  fair  and  reasonable  one,  and  ha 
would  ask  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  whether 
there  were  any  words  in  the  clause  which 
ought  to  be  omitted,  or  anything  that 
could  be  inserted  to  amend  it,  so  as  to 
secure  that  every  person  who  wasattacked 
by  the  Press  should  have  a  fair  and  im- 
partial hearing,  and  to  prevent  aa  far 
as  possible  those  persons  whose  only 
object  was  to  make  large  sums  of  money 
out  of  the  Prese  in  connection  with  libel 
cases  that  were  never  intendonally  com- 
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mitted.  TTnlesi  he  heard  stronger  objec- 
tions than  had  yet  been  urged,  he 
ahould  feel  bound  in  the  interests  of  the 
Preae  to  vote  for  the  clause. 

Mb.  IABOUCHEKE  (Northampton) 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Weat  St.  Pancraa  (Mr.  Lawsoa)  had 
mentioned  a  case  in  nhioh  more  than  40 
actions  were  brought  for  the  aame  libel. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentloman  the 
Member  for  North  Camberwell  (Mr. 
Kelly)  asked  if  they  were  tried.  Pro- 
bably be  vas  not  aware  of  the  difficulty 
whiim  arose  in  regard  to  getting  thaui 
tried,  the  fact  being  that  a  aort  of 
punishment  fell  upon  tho  person  who 
brought  them,  and  he  died  before  the 
ootions  could  come  on.-  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  often  happened  that  cases  of 
that  kind  were  not  tried  because  the 
man  who  brought  them  went  round  to 
thedifferentnewepapers.  The  newspaper 

Eroprietor  had  to  put  in  a  justification, 
ut  he  saw  that  by  the  present  law  he 
must  lose  the  action ;  and,  in  order  t» 
avoid  further  loas  to  himself,  he  agreed 
to  pay  a  sum  of  money  to  the  person 
vbo  brought  the  action.  In  that  way 
there  was  a  perfect  aud  persiateDt  system 
of  blackmailing  now  going  on.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  rested  hia 
objection  to  the  clause,  as  far  as  he  could 

father,  on  the  fact  that  Clause  6  had 
sen  carried. 

Sia  KICHABD  "WEB8TEE:  Not 
enUrely. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Not  entirely  ? 

Sib  BICHASD  WEBSTER:  No; 
only  partly, 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Qentloman  rested  his  objection 
to  this  clause  upon  the  fact  that  the  5th 
clause  had  been  carried.  He  did  not, 
however,  rest  it  entirely ;  only  partly — 
probably  very  much  partly.  Gftie  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had  op* 
posed  the  fith  clause.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  it,  and  therefore  opposed  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  error,  but 
he  had  no  wish  to  interrupt  him.  He 
did  not  vote  against  the  fith  clause. 
Heobjected  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  but 
he  proposed  to  amend  it  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether,  before  the  discussion 
took  place  in  the  House,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  intimate  to 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  he  would 
not  i4[ree  to  the  BiU  being  enpportod  by 


the  Qoyemmont  unless  they  consented 
to  omit  the  5th  and  6th  clause  ?  It  waa 
against  that  decision  that  he  entirely 
protested,  and  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  waa  a  fact  that  an  intimation  was 
given  that  Clauses  5  and  6  would  be 
opposed  by  the  Government?  Was  he 
to  understand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick)  really  believed 
himself  that  those  clauses  ought  to  be 
eliminated  from  the  Bill  ?  If  not,  whv 
did  he  move  that  thay  ahould  be  elimi- 
nated? 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  had  been 
kind  enough  to  point  out  certain  defects 
in  the  Bill,  and  in  ooneequenoe  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  observa- 
tions he  took  the  course  which  he  had 
adopted.  With  regard  to  the  present 
clause  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  ha 
had  made  no  arrangement  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway,  hut  he 
had  intimated  that  he  intended  to  endea- 
vour to  amend  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked,  if  he 
was  to  understand  absolutely  that  there 
waa  no  sort  of  arrangement  in  regard  to 
anyclauee  of  the  Bill,  aud  that  the  hoc. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Ken- 
sington, in  hia  Motion  to  leave  out  car- 
tain  clauses,  merely  acted  according  to 
his  own  view  of  those  clauses  ?  Had  he 
taken  the  initiative  in  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  clause  from  hia  own  belief 
that  the  clause  was  bad  ? 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
said,  he  distinctly  approved  of  the  6th 
clause,  aud  should  vote  for  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Then  what 
was  this  entry  upon  the  Votes  ?  Could 
his  eyes  deceive  him?  "  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick" — he  presumed  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick  was  Member  for  South  Ken- 
sington— "  to  leave  out  Clause  6." 

8ia  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK: 
Tou  may  be  permitted  to  change  your 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  Committoo  would  always  bo 
glad  to  receive  back  a  repentant  sinner, 
but  ha  must  aay  that  the  course  adopted 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  waa  a  very  singular 
one.  The  Bill  passed  the  second  reading 
as  it  stood  in  ita  entirety.  No  intimation 
waa  made  then  that  the  promoters  in- 
tended to  altar  the  Bill  in  any  aort  of 
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way.  But  what  did  he  find  now  7  That 
one  of  the  best  clauses  was  moved  to  be 
omitted  bftbepromotersofthe  Bill.  He 
oould  not  help  suppoaing  that  there 
must  have  been  some  sort  of  commimi- 
cation  with  the  QoTernmeut,  seeing  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  supporter  of  the 
Gorernment,  or  the  Bill  would  not  have 
been  emasculated  in  this  way  by  the 
promoters  themselves.  It  appeared  now 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  saw  reason  to 
change  his  mind,  and  was  in  favour  of 
theclause.  He(lfr.Lsbouchere)waBex- 
ceedingly  glad  to  hear  it,  and  he  was  sure 
the  intimation  would  induce  many  hon. 
Uembers  to  follow  him  rather  than  the 
hoa.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Camberwell.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Ifember  for  North  Camberwell  came 
forward  as  a  lawyer,  and  not  as  one  of  the 
public.  He  seemed  to  imagine  that  he 
ought  to  ret  up  there  on  every  occasion 
as  the  advocate  of  the  people  against 
newspapers.  Now,  the  newapapsre  did 
not  desire  to  have  any  exceptional  law 
in  their  favour,  but  all  they  wanted  was 
justice.  There  were  certain  Members 
in  that  House  who,  like  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Camberwell, 
seemed  to  tbink  that  a  newspaper  pro- 
prietor or  editor  was  to  be  treated  like  a 
stoat  or  a  weasel,  or  some  other  animal 
feris  naturie,  and  that  they  were  not  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  same  law  that 
was  dealt  out  to  other  people.  He  trusted 
that  that  fact  would  oe  thoroughly  re- 
membered by  hoD.  Members  when  the 
vote  was  taken.  The  clause  simply  said 
that  a  newspaper  might  submit  to  the 
jury  the  fact  that  damages,  special  or 
otherwise,  in  an  important  case  had  been 
already  given  to  the  plaintiff,  who  had 
thus  received  a  solatium  for  his  wounded 
honour,  feelings,  or  interest.  That  was 
all  the  jury  would  consider — vhether  a 
man,  having  been  injured,  had  received 
a  sufficient  solatium.  It  was  directed 
against  a  system  of  blackmailing  hy 
which  a  man  was  unable  to  obtain  more 
than  a  sufficient  solatium. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BOETHWICK 
said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  in  the 
course  he  had  pursued  in  reference  to 
this  matter  be  bad  not  been  acting  by 
himself,  nor  in  any  arbitrary  fashion. 
He  had  felt  bound  to  consult  those  who 
were  concerned  with  him  in  promoting 
the  Bill,  and  the  course  he  had  taken 
had  beeo  guided  by  the  advice  he  had 
received. 

Mr-  LabBuch&r» 


Mr.  EEUjT  said,  he  had  only  one 
word  to  say  as  to  the  course  he  had 

enrsued  in  reference  to  this  clause.  He 
ad  all  along  opposed  the  clause,  and 
he  had  placed  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  for  its  omission.  He  thought 
the  House  was  under  a  little  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
clause.  The  Committee  had  heard  of  a 
case  which  had  led  to  a  largo  number 
of  actions.  Now,  he  bad  reported  that 
case  himself,  but  he  did  not  libel  the 
gentleman  in  question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Islington  (Sir  Albert 
BoUit)  said  there  had  been  no  negli- 
gence in  that  case,  because  the  person 
who  made  the  false  report  got  his  infor- 
mation from  the  usher  of  the  Court. 
Now,  he  should  have  thought  that  a 
person  who  was  content  to  obtain  infor- 
mation of  that  kind  from  the  usher  of 
the  Court  was  certainly  guilty  of  the 
grossest  negligence.  He  would  tell  the 
hon.  Member  how  the  mistake  arose. 
An  application  was  made  to  strike  off 
the  Boll  of  Attorneys  a  person  whom 
he  would  now  oall  John  Smith,  and  who 
had  carried  on  business  at  Liverpool, 
There  was  only  one  John  Smith  on  Thi 
Law  Lift,  and  he  practised  in  Salters' 
Hall  Court,  London.  The  reporter,  in- 
stead of  leaving  out  the  address  as  to 
where  the  man  carried  on  his  buainese, 
aehed  for  information  from  the  usher, 
who  handed  him  Th»  Law  Lut.  Find- 
ing a  John  Smith  there,  tho  reporter 
inserted  the  name  as  that  of  the  man 
who  was  struck  off  the  Bolls.  The 
mistake  arose  from  the  ignorance  or 
carelessness  of  the  reporter,  who  ought 
to  have  known  that  most  frequently 
men  whom  it  was  sought  to  strike  off 
the  rolls  did  not  take  out  certificates,  and 
that,  consequently,  their  names  did  not 
appear  in  Thg  Law  List.  In  his  (Mr. 
Kelly's)  opinion,  that  was  just  the  one 
case  of  ^1  others  in  which  damages 
ought  to  be  given  against  a  newspaper 
proprietor  far  employing  an  incom- 
petent, ignorant,  and  careless  reporter, 
who  might  have  done  the  greatest 
possible  injury  to  a  respectable  practi- 
tioner. 

Mb.  BADCUFFB  COOKE  said,  he 
intended  to  support  the  clause,  but  he 
did  not  tbink  there  was  much  advan- 
tage to  be  derived  from  discussing  it  ia 
reference  to  individual  cases.  He 
thought  the  clause  waa  an  extremelj 
valuable  part  of  the  Bill, though  certainly 
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vbat  it  proposed  to  io  directly  could 
now  be  done  indirectly  in  eveiry  cose  of 
libel.  It  only  provided  that  all  the 
facts  should  be  laid  before  the  jury 
when  an  action  for  libel  was  brought 
against  a  newspaper  proprietor.  If  it 
were  calculated  injuriously  to  affect  the 
interestB  of  a  person  who  had  been 
libelled,  he  should  certainly  vote  against 
it ;  but  it  only  proposed  to  do  what  wae 
done  in  reality  in  every  action  already. 
No  doubt,  the  defendant  could  not 
bring  forward  evidence  of  previous 
actions  taken  by  the  plaintiff ;  but  he 
could  oroaa-ezamine  the  plaintiff,  and 
in  that  way  do  eo.  But,  as  a  rule,  the 
leamedJudgetold  the  jury  that  evidence 
thus  obtained  ought  to  nave  no  effect 
or  influence  upon  their  minds.  What 
was  now  done  indirectly  this  clause  pro- 
posed to  do  in  future  directly  ;  so  that 
instead  of  the  jury  being  told  by  the 
learned  Judge  that  they  were  not  to  take 
this  fact  into  oonsideration  in  assessing 
damagea,  he  might  inform  them  that, 
if  they  were  so  pleased,  they  might  do  a'}. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  argued  the  question  as  if  Clause  H, 
which  they  had  just  agreed  to,  would 
remain  as  it  stood;  but  it  had  been 
agreed  to  on  the  understanding  that  it 
should  be  amended  on  the  Seport.  The 
effect  of  the  clause  under  oonsideration 
would  be  to  prevent  plaintiffs  from  mul- 
tiplying actions,  and  as  he  regarded  that 
as  a  valuable  part  of  the  Bill  he  should 
Tote  for  it. 

Sia  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
he  believed  that  the  clause  was  practi- 
cally just  and  fair,  and  should  be  sorry 
to  see  it  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Law  of  Libel  was  to  enable 
a  man,  if  libelled,  to  vindicate  his'charac- 
ter;  and  if  he  brought  an  action  and 
succeeded  in  vindicating  his  oharaoter, 
what  more  could  he  require,  or  what 
more  should  he  obtain?  If  he  re- 
covered damages  in  one  action,  that  was 
all  that  he  was  entitled  to,  and  all 
that  the  law  ought  to  allow  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
NewingtoQ  (Mr.  Baddiffe  Cooke]  bad 
pointed  out  the  uncertain  condition  in 
which  the  law  stood — namely,  that  al- 
though there  was  no  direct  law  to  entitle 
a  man  to  give  evidence  as  to  other 
actions  brought  against  newspapers,  yet 
he  was  indirectly  enabled  to  obtain  that 
evidenco,  because  it  the  plaintiff  had 
given  bis  evidence  he  might  he  cross- 


examined  as  to  whether  he  had  brought 
actions  before,  although  Counsel  or  the 
Judge  would  be  jnstifled  in  telling  the 
jury  that  they  ought  not  to  take  that 
fact  into  consideration  in  assessing 
damages.  He  thought  that  was  a  most 
unsatisfactory  and  unfair  state  of  the 
law.  Honourable  men  would  not  bring 
a  multiplicity  of  actions ;  bnt  it  would 
open  the  door  to  men  of  another  elamp, 
who  would  seek  to  make  money  oat  of 
an  accidental  publication  or  an  in- 
discretion that  might  have  been  com- 
mitted. It  was  said  that  a  newspaper 
proprietor  should  be  punished  for  em- 
ploying an  incompetent  or  negligent 
servant.  Well,  he  thought  that  what  all 
employers  did  was  to  try  to  get  the  best 
men  to  serve  them  that  they  could,  and 
if  they  failed  to  do  so  in  some  casea,  it 
was  their  misfortune  and  not  their  fault, 
and  theyought  to  be  visited  with  punish- 
ment in  coneequence.  He  would  be  the 
last  person  to  seek  to  exempt  news- 
papers from  responsibility  in  regard  to 
what  they  published  ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  was  not  prepared  to  become  a 
party  to  doing  anything  which  would 
facilitate  the  levying  of  blackmail, 
or  subjecting  them  to  being  victim- 
ized by  any  person  of  questionable 
Botecedents  who  might  choose  to  take 
advantage  of  an  accidental  slip  on  the 
part  of  a  newspaper  proprietor.  He 
thought  the  clause  was  a  very  fair 
one. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton- under- Lyne) 
said,  the  Committee  must  bear  in  mind 
that  this  clause  was  only  to  put  an  end 
to  a  barbarous  technical  rule  which  no 
one  would  ever  think  of  incorporating 
in  the  law  in  the  present  day  if  these 
rules  were  now  being  considered  for  the 
Grst  time.  The  rule  was  that  evidence 
was  not  admissible  that  a  man  had 
already  cleared  hia  character  elsewhere, 
and  had  obtained  damages  against  soma 
other  newspaper.  Though  a  man  might 
have  been  already  in  the  box  aud  sub- 
mitted to  cross-examination,  and  though 
the  facts  of  the  case  might  have  been 
proved  by  other  evidence,  all  declara- 
tions to  that  effect  were  technically-  in- 
admissible according  to  this  barbarous 
rule.  A  man  was  not  allowed  to  show 
that  the  plaintiff  had  brought  other 
actions  and  had  obtained  certain  da- 
mages. He  asked  the  Committee  to  put 
an  end  to  that  teohuloal  and  barbarous 
rule. 
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Qnestion  put. 

The  Committee  iwicki: — Ayes  159; 
Noee  38  :  Majority  121.— (Div.  Liit,  No. 
U7.) 

Clause  7  (Defendant  may  in  certain 
oases  obtain  security  for  costs). 

8iB  ALQEENON  BOHTHWIOK 
(Kensington,  8.)  said,  he  begged  to 
move  that  this  clause  be  omitted.  The 
reason  for  bis  Motion  was  this — that 
although  the  clause  vas  an  excellent  one 
in  itself  and  of  great  value,  neyertheless 
he  admitted  that  it  would  be  exceptional, 
and,  therefore,  perhaps  unfair.  He 
wished  to  see  the  clause  in  some  way  or 
other  become  the  law  of  the  land ;  but 
he  quit«  admitted  that  it  would  be  ia- 
TidiouB  to  give  to  the  Press  a  privilege 
which  was  not  possessed  by  railway  and 
other  companies  in  actions  for  damages, 
and  for  that  reason  he  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  the  section. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  aENERAL  (Sir 
BioHAKS  Webbtsb)  (Islo  of  W^ght) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Hr.  Labouchere)  had,  uninten- 
tionally no  doubt,  just  uow  attempted 
to  put  bim  (the  Attorney  General]  into 
an  altogether  false  position.  In  the  first 
speech  he  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  had 
made  in  Committee  on  this  Bill,  he  had 
stated  that  he  simply  spoke  ou  the  mea- 
sure for  himself,  and  not  on  behalf  of 
the  Oovemment.  He  had  stated  that 
distinctly,  and  be  had  further  stated 
that  he  had  been  asked  by  the  hoo. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
point  out  what  he  considered  were  the 
objections  to  be  token  to  it,  and  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  adopted  Amendments 
that  would  meet  those  objections  so  far 
as  he  (Sir  Richard  Webster]  was  per- 
sonally coQceraod.  That  was  the  state 
of  the  ease— there  was  no  pledge  of  any 
kind.  The  hon.  Baronet  had,  on  the 
occasion  to  which  he  referred,  adopted 
the  course  he  had  taken  that  day — 
namely,  that  although  he  had  moved  an 
Amendment,  it  had  only  been  in  order 
to  get  the  expression  of  the  Committee 
upon  it,  he  himself  voting  against  it. 
As  to  the  clause,  might  he  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  point  out  two  or  three  reasons 
why  it  seemed  to  him  impossible  to 
accept  it?  It  was  not  suggested  that 
newspaper  editors  and  proprietors  did 
not  carry  on  their  business  on  com- 
mercial principles,  and  some  of  them 
very  suocessfully.     This  clause  would 


give  them  immunity  against  pluntiK 
not  able  to  pay  costs;  but  it  must  be 
obvious  to  everyone  that  newspaper 
proprietors  and  editors  were  not  the 
only  persons  against  whom  these  actions 
were  brought.  Actions  were  frequently 
brought  against  employers  for  negli- 
gence, for  which,  as  a  m.atter  of  fact, 
they  had  no  moral,  and  very  little  legal 
responsibility,  and  then  they  had  to  fight 
the  cases  with  no  chance  of  getting  a 
fraction  of  their  own  costs.  There  were 
a  great  many  cases,  no  doubt,  which 
should  not  be  taken  up  against  ne,WB- 
paper  proprietors ;  but,  on  principle,  it 
would  not  Defair  to  give  a  special  privi- 
lege to  that  class  of  defendants,  although 
it  might  be  true  that,  as  a  rule,  they 
conducted  their  newspapers  very  care- 
fully and  well.  Then,  again,  it  would 
be  ^unfair  to  prevent  a  plaintiff,  who 
might  be  a  poor  man,  from  bringing  an 
action.  The  character  of  such  a  man 
might  be  seriously  impugned  by  a  libel, 
and  yet,  if  he  brought  an  action  in  order 
to  obtain  satisfaction  and  rehabilitate 
himself  in  the  opinion  of  hie  neighbourSi 
the  newspaper  proprietor  might  be  able 
to  stop  him  by  showing  that  he  was  not 
able  to  pay  the  costs.  Newspapers,  it 
might  be,  ran  extra  risk ;  but  he  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  looked  upon  the 
clause  as  wrong  in  principle,  and,  there- 
fore, should  oppose  it. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  said, 
that  he,  no  doubt  like  others  whose 
names  were  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
heard,  with  great  regret,  that  this 
clause  was  to  be  withdrawn  by  the  chief 
promoter.  He  must  say  that  the  treat- 
ment received  by  those  who  had  put 
their  names  on  the  hack  of  the  Bill, 
from  the  persons  who  had  induced  them 
to  take  that  position,  was  very  extra- 
ordinary. They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  clause  being  withdrawn  by 
the  chief  promoter  after  consultation 
with  the  other  promoters ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Jeunings),  as  one  whose  name  was  on 
the  ba^  of  the  Bill,  must  declare  that 
no  consultation  had  ever  taken  place 
with  him.  He  confessed  that  it  was 
with  the  utmost  dismay  that  he  had  heard 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  determined 
upon  killing  his  own  child;  and  now,  not 
content  witti  that,  the  hon.  Baronet  at* 
tempted  to  throw  the  blame  upon  his 
fellow  promoters,  who  were  entirely  inno- 
cent of  the  orime.  He  (Mr.  Jennings) 
looked  upon  this  clause  as  a  very  loatenal 


:y  Google 


95 


tOillM 


{Jon  13,  less} 


Bin. 


29 


pftrtof  the  Bill,  uid  thn«  wu  bntone  o1>- 
jection  to  the  workiag  of  it.  That 
objection  wu  that  a  really  poor  and 
honest  plaintiff  in  a  anit  might  be  de- 
barred mim  bringing  an  action  by  its 
being  shown  that  he  conld  not  paj  the 
costs,  or  might  be  subjected  to  hardship 
of  some  sort.  He  thought  ever;  effort 
should  be  made  to  meet  suoh  cases, 
and  that  nothing  should  be  allowed 
to  prevent  a  person  with  a  real  cause 
of  complaint  from  bringing  an  action 
agunst  a  newspaper  proprietor,  in  order 
to  defend  hia  character.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Ur.  Jennings)  that  an  Amend- 
ment in  some  such  form  as  this,  "un- 
lesB  jnst  cause  to  the  contrary  be  shown," 
should  be  inserted.  He  thought  those 
words  would  be  sufficient ;  but  if  they 
were  not  enough,  and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Qene- 
ral  derired  to  do  a  serrice  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  he  would  introduce 
words  in  order  to  make  the  clause  as 
strong  as  possible,  so  as  to  enable  a 
poor  and  honest  man  to  bring  an  action 
against  a  newspaper  which  had  libelled 
bim,  without  being  obliged  to  show,  in 
the  first  instance,  that  be  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  pay  the  oosts.  What  this  clause 
•ought  to  do  was  to  prevent  adventurers 
and  blackmailers  who  brought  actions 
for  libel  against  newspapers  under  frivo- 
loDB  pretexts  being  allowed  to  go  on  un- 
less they  could  show  that,  in  the  erent 
of  the  verdict  going  agsinst  them,  they 
could  pay  the  oosts.  This  would  operate 
very  materially  against  what  had  be- 
come practically  a  systematic  business 
on  tho  part  of  many  dishonest  persons 
who  brought  actions  against  newspapers, 
and  then  got  them  settled  quietly  by 
the  payment  of  a  certain  amount  of 
money  and  costs.  They  had  been  told 
more  than  once  that  most  newspaper 
writers  were  libellers,  and  deliberately 
traduced  people's  characters.  Well, 
that  was  not  true.  It  was  quite  as  un- 
fair to  say  so  as  it  would  be  to  say  that 
all  lawyers  lived  npon  these  spurious 
actions  for  libel.  There  were,  however, 
many  lawyers  who  did  live  upon  them — 
there  were  many  lawyers  in  this  City 
who  would  prefer  to  bring  an  action 
for  libel  to  going  on  with  any  other  class 
of  business,  as  they  knew  that,  in  the 
event  of  their  being  snccessFal,  they 
would  be  able  to  get  uieir  costs  from  the 
newspaper  proprietors,  and  that,  in  all 
probabui^,  the  paper  before  the  case 


had  proceeded  very  far  would  say— 
•'  Take  £50  or  £60,  and  let  the  matter 
drop."  Over  and  over  again  it  had 
happened  that  respectable  newspapers 
had,  for  bond  jidk  purposes,  publi^ed 
news  which  reflectedupon  the  obaracteta 
of  individuals,  and  had  actions  brought 
against  them  by  plaintiffs  who  simply 
wanted  to  make  a  proSt  out  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  were  not  in  a  position  to  pay 
their  costs  if  unBuacessful.  A  shameful 
case  of  this  kind  occurred,  in  which  Tht 
Daily  TtUgroph,  through  publishing  a 
notice  concerning  a  certain  criminal, 
had  to  pay  a  large  amount  of  oosts, 
he  believed  some  £700.  This  sort  of 
thing  frequently  happened  to  news- 
papers, who  said  nothing  at  all  about  it ; 
the  facts,  therefore,  never  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  public,  and  these 
actions  were  absolutely  ruinous  to  a 
class  of  small  newspapers — Provincial 
papers,  which  did  great  service  to  the 

fmfalic,  and  service  of  which  certain 
awyers  were  very  glad  to  avail 
themselves,  especially  when  they  were 
fighting  contested  elections.  They  did 
not  find  these  gentlemen  running  down 
such  newspapers  then.  These  papers 
were  frequenUy  threatened  with  actions 
for  libel,  and  in  order  to  settle  them  and 
save  the  expense  they  were  very  often 
induced  to  pay  a  sum  of  money  and  the 
lawyers'  oosts — the  lawyers'  costs,  he  need 
not  say,  being  frequenUy  the  largest  part 
of  the  bill.  It  was  to  put  an  end  to  such 
a  state  of  things  as  that  that  this  clause 
had  been  drawn  up.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever,  express  too  strongly  his  hope  that 
the  olansa  might  be  placed  in  suoh  a 
shape  that  a  poor  n^an  who  had  suffered 
libel  at  the  hands  of  a  newspaper  should 
be  able  to  obtain  protection,  even  if  he 
was  not  able  to  give  security  for  the 
payment  of  costs.  He  hoped  that  the 
clause  would  be  carried,  and  that  a  stop 
would  be  put  to  the  career  of  disrepu- 
table adventurers  who  went  about  plun- 
dering newspapers  by  the  aid  of  mere 
or  less  disreputable  lawyers. 

Me.  08B0KNB  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  that  this  subject  might 
be  dealt  with  in  a  separate  Bill ;  and  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wiok]  would  bring  in  a  measure  dealing 
generally  with  the  law,  and  requiring 
that,  under  certain  circumstances,  plain- 
tiffs who  might  be  men  of  straw  should 
give  security  for  costs,  he  should  be 
hai^p^  to  support  snob  a  pro|>0Bali    Ha 
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oould  Bpflak  from  hie  own  professioDRl 
experience  in  regard  to  that  matter.  It 
vas  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  amount 
of  blackmailing  which  went  on  againat 
nevepaper  proprietors.  There  were  hun- 
dreds of  actions  brought  io  which  the 
plaintiff's  were  mea  of  straw,  and  iu 
vbich  there  was  not  the  faintest  chaace 
of  their  paying  the  costs;  in  fact,  they 
Berer  meant  to  pay  them,  however  the 
cases  went,  and,  ia  fact,  never  did  pay 
them  when  they  lost.  In  those  oases 
the  costs  of  the  defendante  were  very 
much  more  severe  than  would  have 
been  any  amount  of  damages  the  jury 
would  hare  been  likely  to  inflict  had 
the  cases  gone  against  the  newspapers. 
But  newspaper  proprietors  were  not 
the  only  victtms  in  oases  of  this  kind. 
Employers    of  labour,    railway    oom- 

Janies  and  masters  also  suffered'  Very 
requently  an  employer  of  labour  was 
only  too  happy  to  buy  off  an  tntphyi 
who  threatened  him  with  an  aotion. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  thought  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  pass  a 
special  law  which  did  not  apply  to 
defendants  generally,  but  only  to  news- 
paper proprietors;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  determining  to  withdraw  the  clause. 
Ma.  KADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  said,  the  Committee  seemed 
to  be  discussing  this  question  under  a 
misapprehension,  hon.  Gentlemen  speak- 
ing as  though  the  law  laid  down  in  the 
clause  applied  only  to  newspapers.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  applied  to  everybody ; 
and  though  he  desired  to  support  the 
objects  of  the  promotere  of  the  Bill  so 
far  as  those  objects  could  be  gathered, 
still  it  was  quite  dear  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Jennings) — one  of  the  ablest  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill,  who  threw 
himaeli  vigorously  into  the  debate, 
flushed  with  his  victory  of  the  previous 
day — that  the  clause  was  so  framed  that 
even  he  himself  would  be  utterly  unable 
to  vote  for  it  in  its  present  form.  The 
hon.  Member  told  them  that  the  clause, 
OS  it  stood,  would  prevent  a  poor  man 
who  had  been  genuinely  libelled  from 
bringing  an  action.  ["No,  no!"]  Well, 
he  (Ur.  Cooke)  had  understood  the  hon. 
Member  in  that  sense.  Not  only  had 
the  hon.  Member  said  that,  but  he  had 
urged  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  to  put  in  words  in 
Mr.  Otiorfu  Morgan 


order  to  prevent  a  poor  man,  who  oonld 
not  fahow  hie  ability  to  pay  costs,  from 
being  precluded  from  bringing  an  action 
a^tust  a  newspaper  which  had  libelled 
him. 

Ma.  JENNINGS  said,  that  what  he 
had  intended  to  convey  was  that  he 
thought  the  words  now  in  the  clause 
would  accomplish  this  object,  and  that, 
if  they  did  not,  he  trusted  that  some 
stronger  words  would  be  inserted. 

Ma.  HADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  that 
those  words  certainly  did  not  carry  out 
that  object.  If  the  hon.  Member  had 
thought  that  the  words  in  the  olause 
would  accomplish  the  object  in  question, 
why  was  he  so  earnest  in  entreating  the 
Attorney  General  to  put  in  words  to 
effect  it?  One  main  reason  why,  although 
he  desired  to  support  the  Bill  In  the 
main,  he  could  not  support  this  clause 
was  that  the  objects  of  the  olause  were 
practically  earned  out  by  the  law  as  it 
stood.  Under  Section  10  of  the  County 
Courts  Act,  1867,  it  was  insisted  that  it 
should  be  lawful  for  any  person  against 
whom  an  action — and  the  section  named 
the  actions,  amongst  them  being  libel 
and  slander — should  be  brought  to  make 
an  affidavit  that  the  plaintiff  had  no 
visible  means  of  paying  the  costs  of  the 
defendant,  should  a  verdict  not  be  found 
for  the  plaintiff;  and  thereupon  the 
Judge  should  have  power  to  make  an 
order  that  the  plaintiff  should  give 
full  security  for  costs,  or  that  the 
action  should  be  remittod  to  the  County 
Court,  where  the  costs  would  be  very 
much  less.  The  difficulty,  therefore, 
was  met,  to  a  large  extent,  by  the 
existing  law  ;  and  for  that  reason,  and 
because  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  them- 
selves admitted  that  the  olause,  aa 
drawn,  did  not  provide  a«atnst  a  great 
danger,  he  (Mr.  Oooke)  found  himself 
unable  to  roto  for  it. 

Ma.  LAWSON  (8t.  Panoras,  W.) 
said,  the  clause  was  another  of  those 
directed  against  disreputable  plaintiffs 
whose  cases  were  conducted  by  equally 
disreputable  attorneys.  He  quito  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  that  it  was  most  desirable,  if 
legal  ingenuity  could  do  it,  to  guard 
against  the  possibility  of  the  clause 
being  used  against  a  genuine  but  poor 
litigant.  The  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  had  already 
assisted  the  promoters  by  suggesting 
several  4i4«lldments ;    fm4  h«  fMr, 
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Lawaon)  would,  therafere,  aek  the  hon. 
and  leamad  Oentleman  if  be  could  not, 
on  the  point  they  were  dealing  with, 
SDggest  an  Amendment  whioh  would 
reDoer  the  clause  harmless  in  the  parti- 
cular case  to  which  attention  had  been 
called  r 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiouABoWKBTrER)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  had  considered  that  point,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  no  Amendment  of 
the  kind  ought  properly  to  be  proposed, 
as  the  prinoiple  of  the  clause  was  bad 
altogether.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
TiMOO  altogether,  and  thought  it  should 
be  struck  out.  In  the  oose  of  a  man 
who  had  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt, 
obTiously  the  Judge  could  not  expect 
bim  to  find  aeonritj  for  the  payment  of 
costa ;  and,  under  such  ciroumstanoes,  a 
newspaper  woold  be  able  to  libel  a  man 
with  impunity.  The  whole  scope  of  the 
dause  was  to  prevent  persons  from 
bringing  actions   who  were  not  in  a 

r'tion  to  pay  costs,    and  that  would 
obTiously    unfair   to    many  injured 
persons  who  happened  to  be  poor. 

Hn.  LAW80N  said,  why  not,  after 
the  words  "  adjudicated  bankrupt,"  in- 
sert words  to  limit  the  application  of  the 
clause  to  such  individuals  ?  That  would 
be  a  satisfactory  modification.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that  in 
dealing  with  this  matter  they  should  re- 
collect the  way  they  treated  Clause  4. 
They  omitted  ail  those  words  in  Clause  4 
whioh  related  to  the  publication  of 
notices  issued  for  the  information  of  the 

Sablio  by  order  of  any  Government 
fflce  or  Department.  Well,  if  the 
Committee  would  permit  him,  he  would 
like  to  refer  to  one  specific  ease  which 
had  already  been  mentioned  to  show 
hov  a  newspaper  could  be  prosecuted 
by  a  bogus  litigant  if  those  words  were 
left  out  which  the  Attorney  General 
himaelf  had  proposed,  or  assented  to,  or 
ivoommended.  la  the  case  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  an  oEBoial  letter  cams  to  a 
London  newspaper  from  the  Assistant 
Commisaioner  of  Police,  asking  thai 
newspaper  to  insert  a  particular  para- 
graph, warning  the  pubhc  that  a  greal 
fraud  was  being  carried  out  by  an  ex- 
eon  viot  named  Murray,  assisted  by 
another  well-known  ex-oonviot  named 
Benaon.  This  was  a  fraud  not  only 
being  oontemplated,  but  on  the  point  of 
beiag  earried  out  to  the  ^reat  injury  of 


the  public.  Well,  the  paragraph  re- 
ceived from  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Police  was  inserted  in  this  newspaper, 
and  next  morning  a  letter  of  thanks  was 
received  from  bim  for  the  publicatloo 
of  the  par^rapfa,  and  giving  additional 
particulars,  which  he  asked  might  also 
appear.  These  additional  particulars 
were  also  published,  and  the  fraud  was 
stopped.  In  consequence  of  the  publi- 
cation of  this  information,  sooiety  was 
prevented  from  being  victimised  by  the 
swindlers  in  question,  and  the  news- 
paper received  the  thanks  of  the  Assis- 
tant  Commissioner  of  Police  for  what  it 
had  done.  Well,  in  consequence  of  that 
official  paragraph  appearing  in  the  news- 
paper, the  man  Murray  brought  an 
action  against  the  paper,  which  was  put 
to  the  expense  of  some  £700,  principally 
in  making  inquiries  in  Geneva  and  else- 
where into  the  matter,  and  received  very 
little  assistance  from  the  Police.  He 
need  not  say  that  the  action  bad  failed 
when  brought  into  Court;  but  still,  the 
newspaper  was  put  to  this  great  ex- 
pense, and  all  because  it  trusted  to  the 
accuracy  of  a  communicatian  received 
from  an  official  department.  The  facts 
contained  in  the  paragraph  whicbformed 
the  subject  matter  of  the  libel  were  true, 
as  it  turned  out,  but  aa  there  was  no 
possibility  of  recovering  costs  from  the 
plaintiS*,  who  was  a  man  of  straw  and  a 
bankrupt,  it  was  very  little  use  to  the 
newspaper  to  prove  that  it  was  in  the 
right.  What  he  wished  to  say  was  thia 
— that  a  newspaper  might  be  anxious 
to  assist  the  Government  in  matters  of 
thia  kind  as  much  as  possible,  but  was 
frequently  predaded  from  taking  the 
action,  as  in  the  case  to  which  he  had 
referred,  on  account  of  the  risks  thereby 
incurred.  Supposing  this  clause  were 
not  pressed,  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  give 
them  any  reason  to  hope  that  Clause  4, 
whioh  was  omitted  in  Committee  on  a 
former  occasion,  would  be  put  back  on 
the  Beport  stage  so  safeguarded  that 
the  dangers  which  were  foreseen  would 
be  effeotusUy  prevented  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  WEB3TEB  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  for  once  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  St. 
Pancraa  (Mr.  Lawson]  bad  lost  the 
real  point  of  the  reason  why  Clause  4 
was  struck  out.  The  case  the  hon. 
Member  had  cited  was  hardly  in  point, 
but  he  mqst  say  at  once  that  if  tbo  hon< 
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Oentleman  could  BDggeet  on  Beport  any 
olause  which  would  meet  auch  cases  aa 
that  to  which  he  had  referred,  he  (Sir 
Biohard  Webster)  would  g'ladly  oouaider 
it,  though  he  oould  not  g^ive  any  pledge 
on  the  matter.  The  words  referred  to 
had  heel)  struck  out  because  it  was  not 
thought  desirable  to  make  a  newspaper 
priTileged  iu  the  ease  of  information 
received  from  even  a  Government  office, 
but  the  point  now  under  discussion  was 
different.  If  a  police  official  sent  to  a 
respectable  newspaper  certain  infor- 
mation with  the  request  that  it  should 
be  published,  the  newspaper  proprietor 
publishing  such  iaformation  with  his 
eyes  open  would  have  no  right  to  shelter 
himseu  under  the  authority  of  that  public 
department.  Whatever  he  published 
he  would  publish  at  his  own  risk.  What 
he  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  wanted  to 
point  out  waa,  that  because  in  a  parti- 
cular ease  a  newspaper  might  think  it 
worth  while  to  act  upon  instructions 
received  in  aperfeotly  land  fid*  way  from 
a  public  department,  it  waa  no  reason 
why  that  newspaper  should  eujoy  im- 
munity from  an  action  for  libel.  As 
he  haid  said,  however,  the  point  under 
discussion  was  a  different  one  and  was 
not  touched  by  that  other  consideration. 
The  point  was  whether  all  individuals, 
it  might  be  the  servants  of  an  employer, 
were  not  to  bo  entitled  to  obtain  redress 
for  injury  inflicted  upon  them  in  the  way 
of  libel  or  slander  unless  they  oould  give 
security  for  costs.  In  manv  instances 
men  who  were  unjustly  libelled  may 
have  lost  the  whole  of  their  money 
directly  in  oonsequenoe  of  that  libel,  or 
througn  the  necessity  of  clearing  their 
character,  and  then  their  only  chance  of 
reinstating  themsdves  might  be  by 
bringing  an  action  for  libel,  and  if  this 
clause  were  adhered  to  such  a  course 
might  be  rendered  impossible. 

Mb.  K£LLT  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
be  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
clause  under  discussion,  as  he  considered 
it  impossible  that  it  could  be  allowed  to 
stand.  This  question  of  security  for 
costs  was  a  very  serious  one  indeed. 
The  evil  with  which  the  clause  sought 
to  deal,  was  one  that  rich  people  must 
be  content  to  put  up  with,  because  it 
could  not  be  remedied  without  serious 
damage  to  the  poor.  There  were  cases, 
however,  in  which  some  such  law  as 
this,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  adopted, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  a  cfauae 
Sir  Sichard  Wtbitir 


should  be  drawn  np  to  deal  with  the 
worst  of  all  cases — namely,  that  in 
which  a  long  seriee  of  actions  waa 
brought  in  respect  of  the  same  libel,  and 
which  would  provide  that  where  actions 
were  brought  against  several  news- 
papers in  respect  of  the  same  libel,  the 
proceedings  in  the  seoond  and  subse- 
quet  actions  should  be  stayed  until  the 
first  had  been  tried  or  security  for  costs 
tor  the  others  was  given.  They  might 
allow  a  man  to  bring  one  action,  but 
if  he  failed  in  that,  the  others  should  be 
dismissed.  He  would  thus  be  pre- 
vented from  putting  a  whole  series  of 
newspapers  to  the  expense  of  defending 
actions  without  giving  security  for  the 

Sayment  of  their  costs  it  unancoessfnl. 
hat  would  be  some  protection  in 
regard  to  the  worst  oases  with  which 
the  newspaper  proprietors  would  have 
to  deal.  While  he  was  anxious  to  see 
protection  given  to  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors he  would  ask  that  body  to  oon- 
sider  whether  there  were  not  other 
large  seotions  of  the  community  who 
suffered  a  great  deal  more  than  they 
did  from  being  unable  to  obtain  security 
for  oosts.  He  did  not  wuh  to  go  into 
the  matter  very  fully,  but  merely  desired 
to  point  out  that  if  protection  was 
given  it  shoul  not  be  given  to  libellers 
only. 

StB  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said, 
that  the  objectionable  part  of  the  clause 
consisted  of  the  words  "  that  the  plain- 
tiff has  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt  or." 
Why  ohould  a  man  be  libelled  with  im- 
punity because  he  had  been  adjudioated 
a  bankrupt  ?  He  thought  that  it  those 
words  were  omitted  there  would  be 
ample  protection  for  the  poor  man.  The 
words  whioh  would  govern  the  seotitHi 
would  then  be,  "has  no  visible  means  of 
paying  the  costs  of  the  defendant  should 
a  verdict  not  be  found  for  the  plaintiff," 
and  the  Judge  under  those  words  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  listening  to  any 
circumstances  which  would  justify  the 
action  primd  faeit.  In  that  way  a  poor 
man  would  not  be  inj  ured  or  deprived  of 
his  right  to  redress.  It  they  went  to  a 
Division  on  the  question  to  omtt  the 
words,  "that  the  plaintiff  has  been 
adjudicated  a  bankrupt  or,"  he  (Sir 
John  Simon)  should  support  the  pro- 
posal. The  mattor,  however,  seemed  to 
him  to  require  grave  consideration,  and 
it  would,  perhaps,  be  as  well  for  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  oluir^  of  tl^  @iU  Iq 
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withdraw  the  claaee  in  order  to  bring  up 
a  new  one  on  a  later  occasion. 

Mr.  ISAAOBON  (Tower  Hamleta, 
Stepney)  eaid,  he  thought  the  clause 
should  be  remodelled.  It  could  not 
stand  in  its  present  form,  beoanse  it 
would  prevent  a  poor  man  from  bring- 
ing an  action  against  a  wealth;  news- 
paper. In  certain  localities  at  election 
time  there  was  often  a  race  between  the 
Conservative  and  Radical  papers  ae  to 
who  should  be  the  first  to  liBel  people 
taking  a  prominent  part  in  politics.  He 
knew  perfeotly  well,  in  the  neighbour- 
hood that  he  was  acquainted  with,  that 
there  were  many  persons  rendered 
miserable  and  unhappy  by  the  libellous 
statements  made  in  certain  newspapi 
but  their  circumatanoes  were  so  poor 
that  tbey  were  unable  to  bring  actions 
against  those  newspapers.  He  thought 
that  every  facility  should  be  given  in 
this  new  Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill  to 
poor  men  to  resist  the  libelloas  attacks 
of  newspapers.  It  was  a  well-known 
fact  that  there  were  wholesale  libellers  as 
well  as  blackmailers — that  there  was  a 
certain  class  of  papers  that  actually 
lived  upon  libelling  unoffending  persons. 
They  sought  for  libels,  and  even  courted 
actions  for  libel.  He  was  acquainted 
with  a  newspaper,  which  boasted  of  a 
very  large  circulation,  which  made  tbie 
statement  to  a  solicitor— "  We  should 
be  very  glad  indeed  if  you  would  bring 
an  action  for  libel  against  us,  as  that  is 
the  very  best  advertisement  we  could 
have."  He  should  certainly  not  support 
the  clause  imless  it  were  remodelled, 
and,  if  it  were  remodelled,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  in  favour  of  the  poor  man. 

Sta.  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
8.)  said,  hie  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  gave  it  a  hear^ 
support;  but  be  must  say  that  there 
was  some  ground  for  seeking  to  be 
especially  prudent  as  to  this  clause. 
In  remedying  an  evil  which  affected 
newspaper  proprietors  at  large,  and 
which  also  touched  a  large  number  of 
other  perRone,  they  must  be  careful  not 
to  create  an  exceptional  privilege  which 
would  tell  against  the  ultimate  success 
of  the  Bill  when  it  came  before  the 
House  for  third  reading,  or  in  "  another 
place."  He  did  not  think  the  clause 
under  discussion  should  pass  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  and  the  question  was.  Could 
it  be  modified  ?  He  felt  great  diffidence 
in  following  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
yOL.  CpOXXVII.  [tbibd  sbbies.] 
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tleman  the  Attorney  General,  who  had 
pointed  out  the  great  difficulty  existing 
m  the  matter ;  but  he  (Sir  Albert  Rollit) 
thought  that  words  might  be  inserted 
which  would  place  the  law  under  this 
Bill  in  analogy  with  the  existing  law, 
and  give  it  that  generality  which  it  did 
not  in  the  clause  seem  to  possess.  He 
would  saggest  that  the  clause  should  be 
amended,  so  as  to  enable  the  Judge  to 
allow  an  action  to  proceed,  whether 
or  not  the  plaintiff  could  show  that  he 
had  means  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  de- 
fendant, if  he  (the  Judge)  should  be  of 
opinion  that  there  was  a  good  cause  of 
action  on  the  merits.  In  thie  way,  the 
Judge  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering— first,  whether  the  plaintiff 
had  the  means  of  paying  the  defendant's 
costs ;  and,  secondly,  whether  there  was 
a  good  cause  of  action  on  the  merits. 
If  the  Judge  thought  that  there  was  not 
a  good  cause  of  action  on  the  merits,  in 
pursuance  of  the  principle  recognized 
in  the  existing  law,  he  might  say — "If 
you  wish  to  bring  this  action,  yon  must 
give  eecurity  that  you  are  in  a  poeition 
to  pa;  the  costs  if  the  verdict  is  against 
you."  He  (Sir  Albert  RoIIit)  thought 
that  if  these  words  were  adopted  they 
would,  in  a  large  number  of  casea,  re- 
move the  objections  which  had  been 
elated  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  LABOUGHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  be  really  thought  the  House  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  system 
adopted  in  taking  the  Committee  stage 
of  this  Bill.  The  bon.  Uember  for 
South  Keusington  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wiok)  brought  in  the  Bill  with  this 
clause  in  it,  and  a  very  important  clause 
it  was.  The  Bill  was  at  first  blocked ; 
the  blocks  were  afterwards  taken  off  by 
those  who  had  looked  into  the  measure, 
and  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  could  allow  it  to  be  proceeded  with. 
Well,  he  always  thought  the  House  had 
a  right,  when  it  was  intended  by  the 
promoters  of  a  Bill  to  make  such  an  im- 
portant alteration  in  it  as  to  strike  out 
one  of  its  principal  clauses,  to  be  noti- 
fied before  the  measure  passed  the 
second  reading;  otherwise,  the  Bill 
passed  under  false  pretences  —  if  he 
might  say  so — and  he  did  not  wish  to 
use  the  words  in  any  offensive  sense. 
They  bad  heard  a  great  many  legal 
Gentlemen  speak  upon  this  matter,  and, 
as  was  usual,  they  knew  less  now  what 
the  law  waa  than  if  those  hon.  C^entle- 
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men  had  held  their  tongues.  He  should 
like  to  know  exactly  what  the  lav  was 
at  the  present  moment  with  regard  to 
plaintiffs  who  might  be  poor  persons  ? 
The  hoQ.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorne;  General  was  not  in  the  Souse, 
but  he  saw  another  eminent  lawyer  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite — namely,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  probably  be  would  enlighten 
the  Committee  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Camberwell  (Mr.  Kelly)  bad 
pointed  out  that  in  an  action  for  lorl 
before  a  Superior  Court  the  Judge 
might,  on  application,  remit  the  action 
to  the  County  Court,  or  iosist  that  the 
plaintiff  should  give  aeourity  for  costs. 
Was  that  the  law  at  present  ?  [  Criea  of 
"Test"]  Then  what  wae  the  complaint 
against  the  clause?  The  clause  would 
only  give  practical  effect  in  the  case  of 
actions  for  libel  to  the  existing  law. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  that  this  was  an 
attackupon  the  poor  man,  and  that  apooi 
man  ought  not  to  he  libelled  with  impu- 
nity. ["No,  no!"]  Tea ;  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman behind  him  said  so,  and  he  should 
go  with  his  hon.  Friend  if  bo  thought 
with  him,  but  he(Mr.Iiahouohere)denied 
that  the  clause  would  press  with  undue 
severity  upon  the  poor  man.  ["Read 
the  clause  !  "]  An  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
"  Bead  the  clause."  He  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Uember  that  he  should  read 
it  himself,  because  he  oTidently  had  not 
done  so,  or,  at  all  events,  had  not  under- 
stood it,  as  he  seemed  to  think  that  this 
clause  was  an  attack  upon  the  poor  man. 
What  did  itsay  ?  Why,  that  the  Judge, 
when  a  defendant  first  put  in  an  affidavit 
that  the  plaintiff  had  no  visible  means 
of  paying  the  costs  of  the  defendant 
should  a  verdict  not  be  found  for  the 
plaintiff,  unless  just  cause  to  the  con- 
trary were  shown,  should  make  an  order 
that  the  plaintiff  should,  within  a  time 
specified,  give  full  se<:urit7  for  the  defen- 
dant's costs  to  the  satisfaction  of  one  ol 
the  Masters  of  the  Court.  Hon.  Oeu 
tlemeo  opposite  suggested  that  altera- 
tions should  be  made  in  the  clause  in 
order  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the 
poor  man,  hut  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  said  he  did  not 
see  how  it  could  be  done,  and  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  confessed  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  as  easy  as  pouible 
to  make  those  alterations.    In  the  Srat 


place,  they  mi^ht  leave  out  the  words 
"  has  been  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  or 
has  no  visible  means  of  paying  the  costs 
of  the  defendant,"  and  so  on,  &c.,  and 
they  might  then  introduce  in  line  7  the 
words  "shall  have  power  to  make  an 
order  "  that  the  plaintiff  should  within 
a  time  specified  give  full  security  tor 
the  defendant's  costs.  The  effect  of  the 
clause  would  then  be  to  require  the 
Judge  to  look  into  the  matter,  and  decide 
himself  whether  there  was  a  fair  and 
legitimate  case  for  the  poor  man  to 
bring  an  action,  or  whe^er  it  was  a 
case  of  blsckniail  and  there  was  really 
no  reason  for  bringing  an  action.  The 
assumption  might  be,  if  a  man  had  "  do 
visible  means  of  paying  the  costs  of  the 
defendant,"  that  the  action  was  a  specu- 
lative one  brought  by  a  solicitor,  be- 
cause if  the  plaintiff  had  no  visible 
means  of  paying  the  defendant's  costa 
if  he  lost,  one  might  reasonably  suppose 
that  he  had  no  visible  means  of  paying* 
hie  own  solicitor  if  he  won,  unless  he 
got  something  from  the  defendant.  The 
Judge  would,  therefore,  as  the  practically 
responsible  person,  look  into  the  matter, 
and  if  he  thought  the  case  was  in  its 
nature  not  a  reasonable  one  he  would 
insist  upon  security  being  given  for 
costs,  but  in  no  case  would  he  do  it  wheo 
he  had  reason  to  think  that  it  would  tall 
unfairly  against  a  poor  man.  They  had 
had  instances  of  hardship  quoted  during 
this  discussion,  and  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned  he  need  not  go  beyond  his 
own  experience  for  such  instances.  He 
bad  been  much  persecuted  in  this 
matter,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  had  occurred  to  him.  He  only 
spoke  of  himself,  because  he  was  fami- 
liar with  the  details  of  the  case  in  ques- 
tion, but  he  had  no  doubt  that  similar 
circumstances  had  occurred  to  other 
people.  There  was  the  case  of  a  man 
who  brought  an  action  against  an  indi- 
vidual who  had  inserted  something  in  a 
newspaper  which  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
was  connected  with.  This  plaintiff 
brought  an  action  and  lost  it,  and  costs 
were  given  against  him,  but  he  did  not 
pay  those  costs.  He  was  a  man  living 
in  an  hotel  in  London.  He  was  not 
domiciled  in  England,  and  they  would 
not   often    be    able  to  get  security  for 

Sayment  of  costs  from  a  man  who  was  not 
omioiled  in  England,  although  if  one 
could  show  that  he  was  living  at  an 
hotel  there  would  be  re^soq  \o  think 
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that  the  oasts  would  be  paid — and  la 
this  matter  he  (Hr.  Labonahsn)  might 
taj  that  h«  hoe  V  as  mach  as  the  lawyers, 
having-  had  to  intereat  himself  very 
largely  in  these  matters.  Well,  this 
man  brought  his  action  against  this 
dividual  and  lost  it,  and  was  ordered 
pay  the  defendant's  costs.  Well,  in 
reality,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere)  was  respon- 
sible for  the  alleged  libel,  and  he  nad 
praotioally  ^ut  himself  into  the  position 
of  the  individaal  who  had  inserted  the 
informatioD  in  the  paper.  He  (Mr. 
Labouohere]  had  to  pay  the  costs.  This 
person  brought  another  action  against 
him  (Mr.  Labouohere)  not  having  paid 
his  own  costs,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouohere] 
bad  to  employ  eminent  lawyers — one 
was  obliged  to  have  eminent  lawyers, 
although  they  were  very  expensive 
luxuries — and  on  a  partionlar  day,  after 
a  number  of  interloontory  motions  had 
been  made,  they  went  into  Court  to  de- 
fend him.  An  afQdavit  was  then  put  in 
by  the  plaintiff  declaring  that  he  was 
ill  and  not  able  to  attend,  and  the  case 
was  put  off  for  some  weeks.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere]  had  to  pay  the  expense 
caused  by  this  delay,  and  again  they 
went  into  Court.  The  plaintiff  on  that 
occasion  did  not  appear  at  all,  and  he 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  had  to  pay  his  own 
costs.  He  had  to  pay  the  costs  of  prac- 
tically three  aotiona.  owing  to  ths  course 
pursued  by  this  plaintiff,  who  never  for 
a  moment  had  intended  to  have  the  case 
tried,  but  had  been  simply  actuated  by 
a  nasty,  disagreeable  aisposition,  de- 
siring to  make  him  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
spend  money.  Well,  let  them  take  an- 
other instance.  There  was  a  Turk.  That 
Turk  was  a  swindler — be  might  say  so 
now,  because  a  jury  bad  decided  that  a 
swindle  had  taken  place.  The  French 
police  bad  given  him  a  statement  re- 
ferring to  tola  Turk,  and  he  published 
it  in  («der  to  warn  persons  against  him. 
The  man  immediately  brought  an  action, 
and  the  case  went  on  for  a  considerable 
time,  and  finally  it  was  decided  in  his 
(Hr.  Labouohere'a]  favour.  His  coats 
in  that  action  amounted  to  £3,000 
or  £4,000 — for  he  had  been  obliged  to 
Bsnd  to  France  and  other  places  for 
evideaee — and  the  Turk  was  ordered  to 
pay  those  costs.  Butwhat  did  the  Turk 
do?  He  went  back  to  Turkey  imme- 
diately. He  (Mr.  Labouchere]  could 
only  say  that  that  was  an  instance  of  the 
way  in  whi(rf»  newspapers  wejre  blftok- 


mailed.  The  proprietors  of  newspapen 
were  the  persons  who  were  supposed  to 
attack  unoffending  persons,  but  this  was 
the  way  in  which  they  themselves  were 
attacked.  As  an  iustanoe  of  the  war  in 
which  newspapers  were  blackmailed, 
he  could  say  that  at  this  moment  he  was 
owed  at  least  £7,000  for  costs,  which  had 
been  awarded  to  him  by  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  that  he  would  be  happy  to  sell 
his  entire  claim  to  any  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that  Honse  for  a  £50  note. 

Ma.  HUNTEK  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  evil  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Hr.  Labouohere]  mentioned  could  be 
entirely  remedied,  unless  they  said  in 
the  BiU  that  no  action  for  libel  could  be 
brought  against  any  newspaper  pro- 
prietor whatever.  He  (Mr.  Hunter) 
objected  to  this  olause  in  the  strongest 
manner  possible.  He  had  strongly  sup- 
ported the  other  clauses,  but  this  seemed 
to  him  to  be  an  unjust  provision,  be- 
cause it  would  deprive  90  out  of  every 
100  persona  of  any  sort  of  legal  redress. 
The  libel  might  be  as  notonons  as  pos- 
sible, as  palpable  as  possible  ;  but  under 
this  clause  a  poor  man  would  have  no 
means  of  getting  redress,  as  the  poor 
men  who  would  come  under  the  descrip- 
tion given  in  it  would  amount  to  90  per 
cent  of  the  population.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Islington  (Sir  Albert 
RoUit]  suggested  that  the  clause  should 
he  amended,  so  aa  to  allow  poor  men  to 
sue  in  oases  where  there  was  an  ap- 
parent or  primd  faei*  case.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Hunter)  had  considered  that  very 
oarefully  beforehand,  and  the  hon.  ana 
learned  Attorney  General  carefully  oon- 
sidered  it,  and  he  could  not  find  any 
form  which  would  enable  him  to  earn 
oat  that  object,  and  he  did  not  think 
anybody  would  be  able  to  propose  aa 
Amendment  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  carrying  out  that  object.  What  pro- 
tection was  now  given  to  newspapers  by 
the  existing  law  t  It  was  in  tne  Supe- 
rior Courts,  and  the  Superior  Courts 
alone,  that  these  enormous  costs  were 
run  up,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  alluded  to  ;  but  in  any 
case  where  they  had  a  man  of  straw 
bringing  an  action  in  a  Superior  Court, 
they  oould,  as  the  law  now  stood,  have 
that  case  submitted  to  a  County  Court. 
That  was  the  proper  way  to  deal  with 
such  cases.  It  did  not  deprive  a  poor 
man  of  justice,  or  of  any  means  oide- 
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fenoB,  white  it  protected  the  defendant 
against  excessive  and  enormous  coats  ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  advantage 
had  been  taken  of  the  existing  law  by  the 
hon.  Qentlemau  (Mr.  Labouchere)  he 
would  have  been  able  to  show  that  the 
plaintiff  was  without  visible  means  of 
paying  his  coats.  Let  him  point  out 
what  was  the  real  difficulty  that  lay 
behind  this  case.  He  admitted  to  the 
fulteet  extent  the  hardship  inflicted  upon 
wealthy  men  and  wealthy  newspapers 
by  spurious  actions  being  brought 
against  them,  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  newspaper  proprietors  wore 
not  the  only  persons  liable  to  this  evil. 
It  was  one  of  the  disadvantages  of 
wealth.  If  they  were  going  to  say  to 
riob  men  that  they  were  not  going  to  be 
shot  at  by  poor  men,  that  would  be 
tantamount  to  saying  that  poor  men 
should  not  have  redress  from  rich  men. 
The  general  principle  upon  which  they 
Bhould  act  was,  without  depriving  a 
poor  man  of  justice,  to  give  as  much 
protection  as  possible  to  rich  men  in 
cases  such  as  those  referred  to.  It 
would  be  perfectly  right  in  bogus  cases 
for  the  Court  to  stop  an  action,  but  how 
could  that  be  done  F  It  could  only  be 
done  by  practically  bringing  the  action 
before  a  Master  or  a  Judge.  If  it  was 
to  be  understood  that  an  action  was  to 
take  place  "unless  just  cause  to  the 
contrary  were  shown" — which  words 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  understood  to  mean 
unless  a  man  had  visible  means  of  sup- 
port— that  would  necessitate  the  whole 
facts  of  the  case  being  gone  into ;  but 
suppose  the  words  were  inserted,  "  un- 
less the  Judge  is  of  opinion  that  there 
is  a  cause  of  action  on  the  merits,"  that 
would  mean  that  the  case  was  going  to 
be  tried  before  the  Master  on  affidavits 
instead  of  before  a  jury  on  evidence, 
and  what  did  that  mean  ?  Why,  that 
a  defendant  was  to  be  allowed  to  heap 
insult  upon  injury.  It  would  enable  a 
defendant  probably  to  make  out  a  strong 
case  on  ^idavits,  and  the  poor  man 
might  be  entirely  deprived  of  his 
remedy.  He  should  be  ready  to  protect 
the  rich  man  by  giving  a  preliminary 
trial  before  the  Master;  but,  as  the 
clause  now  stood,  it  would  inflict  the 
grossest  injustice  upon  poor  men  to  give 
newspaper  proprietors  protection  to 
which  they  had  no  oltum. 
Jfr.  SmUr 


TflE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 

.  UAODOttAU))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  already  this  remarkable  fact— 
that  scarcely  a  single  individual  who 
had  risen  to  speak  in  favour  of  the 
clause  had  expressed  himself  in  favour 
of  it  as  it  stood,  but  everyone  who  had 
spoken  declared  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  put  everything  right.  One 
hon.  Member  had  su^ested  that  un- 
certified bankrupts  should  be  taken  out 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  that  would  put 
everything  right.  Another  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  suggested  that  a  plain  tiff  having 
DO  visible  means  of  being  able  to  pay 
the  costs  should  be  struck  out,  and  Uiat 
that  would  make  everything  right ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
suggested  that  to  insert  the  words  "  tba 
Judge  should  have  power  to  "  before  the 
words  "  make  an  order,"  would  set  the 
matter  right.  Many  recommendations 
had  in  this  way  been  made,  but  tt  waa 
a  remarkable  fact  that  no  one  who  had 
made  one  of  these  suggestions  had  had 
the  courage  to  write  down  what  he  sug- 
gested on  a  piece  of  paper  and  submit  it 
to  the  Chairman.  This  clause  was  un- 
doubtedly intended,   and  very  properly 

tended,  to  meet  a  particular  case,  but 

3  supposed  all  those  in  favour  of  the 
clause  would  agree  that  it  was  desirable 
that  whatever  the  circumstances  were, 
where  a  libel  had  been  committed,  there 
should  be  the  means  of  taking  action 
against  the  proprietor  or  editor  of  the 
newspaper.  The  great  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  a  clause  of  this  kind  lay  in  the 
fact  that  they  could  not  draw  a  line.  No 
one  could  draw  allneinhisown  mind,  nor 
could  they  draw  up  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  would  ^ve  a  fair  and 
just  line.  It  was  proposed  by  the  clause 
to  leave  it  to  the  Judge  to  require  a 
plaintiff  to  give  security  for  costs  unless 
just  cause  to  thecontrary  was  shown.  But 
what  was  "just  cause"  in  suchamatter? 
Was  it  just  cause  that  a  man  was  poor  f 
Surely,  everyone  would  at  once  repu- 
diate the  idea  that  a  man  was  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  getting  redress  for  a  griev- 
ous wrong — which  they  would  for  argu- 
ment'ssake  assume  was  a  grievous  wrong 
— merely  because  he  was  a  poor  man. 
Everyone  would  repudiate  that  idea. 
Well,  was  it  strong  cause  that  the  defen- 
dant wa?  itble  to  assert  in  tbe  strongest 
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heai  thftt  the  law  in  this  oountry  had 
^ne  ao  far  OB  hot).  Members  represented 
)t  had  gone.  He  thought  it  had  gone  a 
Tory  great  length  indeed  when  a  suitor, 
however  strong  his  case  might  be,  and 
however  certain  he  might  fe«l  that  a 
jury  would  award  him  a  certun  sum, 
should  be  precluded  from  having  his  ease 
decided  in  the  beat  Court  to  hear  snch  a 
case,  and  was  obliged  to  go  to  a  County 
Court.  ["No,  no!"]  Tos;  bethought 
that  that  was  the  law  ;  he  had  been  bo  in- 
formed.  The  Judge  seemed  to  have  a 
discretion  in  the  matter  that  the  choice 
of  the  Court  was  not  left  to  the  plaintiff. 
However  good  the  case  he  might  have, 
if  it  was  shown  that  he  had  no  means  of 
paying  costs,  the  Judge  might  in  his  dia- 
cretiou  send  the  case — it  might  be  a  very 
important  one — to  a  very  inferior  Court. 
That  was  going  a  long  way  indeed  to- 
wards relieving  defendants  of  the  diffi- 
cultiee  of  this  clause,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  carry  it  any  further  they 
would  be  doing  an  act  of  gross  in- 
justice. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  fowler  {Wol- 
verhampton, E,]  said,  he  agreed  that 
they  should  have  ooe  uniform  law  applied 
to  ail  cases,  whether  cases  of  libel  or  of 
employers'  liability,  whether  the  cases 
were  against  railway  companies,  or  who- 
ever they  were  against.  The  Committee 
should  be  alive  to  what  was  already  the 
state  of  the  law.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labounhere]  was  not 
in  hie  place,  therefore  he  would  not  reply 
to  some  observations  of  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  asked 
what  the  existing  law  was,  and  he  [Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  was  speaking  in  the 
presence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  Qeneral,  and,  there- 
fore, would  be  corrected  if  he  was  inac- 
curate in  what  he  was  about  to  say  in 
reply  to  that  question.  At  the  present 
time,  as  he  understood  it,  the  County 
Court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  try  libel 
BBS,  except  special  cases  provided  for 
the  County  C5Durts  Acts  proposed  to  be 
inserted  in  the  Consolidation  Bill  now 
before  Parliament.  He  would  ask  the 
House  to  see  what  protection  was  given 
to  poor  litigants,  and  whether  it  was  not 
ample  to  meet  the  special  cases  put  be- 
fore  the  Committee  with  reference  to  the 
actions  brought  agsinst  newspapers? 
The  existing  law  said  that  any  person 
against  whom  an  action— say  for  libel — 
was  brought,  on  affidavit  made  that  the 


words  to  the  Judge  that  there  was  no 
ground  for  the  action  ?  Surely,  every- 
one would  admit  that  no  affidavit,  how- 
ever strong,  made  by  a  defendant  should 
have  the  uighteet  weight  attached  to  it 
in  such  a  case;  therefore  it  came  to  this 
— that  a  Judge,  before  he  could  ascertain 
whether  there  was  just  cause  or  not, 
must  make  a  slip-shod,  but  still  a  pretty 
fnll  inquiry  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
and  should  practically  decide  the  case 
before  there  was  an  opportunity  for  its 
beingtriedby  a  jury.  tHie  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labonohere)  told 
them  of  the  vast  cost  he  was  put  to 
in  the  case  of  the  Turk  to  whom  hi 
referred — the  vast  cost  he  was  put  to 
in  making  inquiries  in  France  and 
dsewhere.  Bat  be  would  have  had  to 
make  those  inquiries  before  he  could 
nrovB  the  ground  why  the  Turk  should 
be  precluded  from  bringing  bis  action 
against  him.  Supposing  that  the  Turk 
had  been  right  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  wrong— an  assumption 
vhich,  he  admitted,  was  very  difficult  to 
make,  but  he  thought  for  argument's 
Mike  it  might  be  ventured  upon — as- 
Buming  that  this  Turk  suing  the  editor  of 
a  well-known  newspaper  was  right,  and 
thattheeditorofa  well-known  newspaper 
was  wrong,  in  that  case  the  poor  Turk 
Vrould  havehad  to  incur  all  the  expenseof 
making  those  inquiries  in  Francs  for  the 
pur|>oae  of  satisfying  the  Judge,  pre- 
Gminary  to  the  hearing  of  the  action, 
that  he  had  just  cause  for  raising  his 
action.  The  result,  therefore,  would  be 
that  that  would  put  a  man  of  no  means 
under  the  absolute  necessity  of  going  to 
the  expense,  probably  by  the  aid  of  some 
friend,  of  getting  up  an  enormous  case 
preliminary  only  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  ne  was  to  be  allowed  to 
sue?  He  (Mr.  J.  E.  A.  Macdonald) 
thought  that  in  many  oases  such  a  pro- 
vision of  law  as  this  would  lead  to  great 
injustice  and  oppression.  He  concurred 
in  what  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  had  said,  that 
vhile  it  was  hard  upon  rich  people  to  be 
mulcted  in  certain  sums  of  money  in  de- 
fending themselves  from  such  actions  as 
those  referred  to,  it  would  be  still  more 
hard  that  poor  men  should  be  precluded 
from  bringing  their  cases  before  a  Court 
in  order  to  obt^n  redress  merely  because 
of  tiiGUr  poverty.  Grave  injustice  would 
result  from  any  such  provision  of  law. 
Sa  lumaelf  felt  very  much  astonished  to 


..Google 


43 


Liift  Lea 


ICOUHONS) 


^MffHdMSIti  £ 


44 


plaintiff  bad  no  visible  means  of  paying 
the  costa  of  the  defendant — not,  as  the 
bon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  3. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  had  said,  had  so 
TiBible  means  of  subsistence— if  tbe  rer- 
diet  was  given  against  him,  thereupon 
tbe  Judge  had  power  to  dn  two  of  three 
things,  to  make  an  order  that  unlosa  tbe 
plaintiff  gave  security  for  the  costs,  or 
satisfied  the  Judge  that  he  bad  cause  of 
action  fit  to  be  presented  to  the  Court, 
all  proceedings  in  tbe  action  might  be 
stayed  ;  and  there  was  the  alternative 
case  of  the  plaintiff  being  unable,  or  un- 
willing, either  one  or  the  other,  to  give 
such  security,  or  failing  to  satisfy  the 
Judge  that  he  had  good  cause  of  action, 
tbe  Judge  could  make  an  order  remitting 
the  whole  coae  tor  trial  to  the  County 
Court,  which  would  then  have  jurisdic- 
tion to  try  the  case  at,  as  everyone 
know,  a  very  moderate  rate  of  ooats. 
That  was  the  general  law  with  reference 
to  these  actions  of  tort.  Was  there  any 
reason  why  actions  for  libel  should  be 
treated  differently  to  all  other  actions  7 
The  hon.  Uember  for  Weet  St.  Ponoras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  put  very  powerfully  the 
OOfie  of  actions  brought  by  poor  men 
who  had  been  guilty  of  offences,  and 
whose  proceedings  were  made  known 
for  the  benefit  of  tbe  public.  But  there 
was  also  the  case  of  the  innocent  poor 
man  wishing  to  bring  an  action  for  Libel 
which  had  to  bs  considered.  He  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  wished  to  reserve  to 
himself  every  right  to  extend  or  modify 
this  clause  which  it  was  proposed  to  re- 
enact  this  Session  in  the  Consolidating 
Bill ;  but  he  thought  that  if  the  general 
law  of  the  land  was  to  be  altered  la  this 
manner  it  ought  to  be  in  a  Bill  for  the 
special  purpose.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  have  some  difficulty  iu  support- 
ing the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  if  this 
clause  were  left  in  it. 

Question  put,  and  ntgalivtd. 

Clause  8  (On  proseoution  for  libel 
knowledge  of  person  proceeded  against 
to  bs  shown). 

Me.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, £.)  said,  he  had  several  Amend- 
ments to  move  which  would  m^e  the 
olanse  read  as  follows : — 

"  No  psnon  iholl  be  fonnd  giiilty  upon  the 
trial  of  any  indictment  (or  iniomiation  for  the 
publication  of  a.  libel,  if  it  be  proved  on  behalf 
of  the  defence  that  such  person  vu  not  party 
or  privy  to  the  publication  of  the  libel  chiiged 
in  such  indictment  or  infoimabDn." 
Mr.  Benry  B.  Fowltr 


These  Amendments — the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  transfer  the  burden  of  proof 
from  the  prosecutor  to  the  defendant,  on 
whom  it  naturally  rested  —  were  so 
reasonable  that  he  thought  no  objection 
would  be  taken  to  them. 

Th»  attorney  general  (Sir 
BioHARD  Wbbstbb)  (Islc  of  Wight)  said, 
he  desired  to  say  that  he  had  an  objec- 
tion to  this  clause ;  yet  he  quite  agreed 
that  the  Amendments  proposed  werg 
improvements,  and  bethought,  therefore, 
that  the  bon.  Baronet  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  be  well  advised  if  be  allowed 
the  Amendments  to  be  accepted,  and 
then  any  further  question  which  would 
arise  could  be  discussed  when  the  Ques- 
tion was  put  that  the  clause  stand  part 
of  tbe  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  OsBO&ns  Mob- 
oak,  the  following  Amendments  made:  — 
In  page  3,  line  1 2,  leave  out  "  unless," 
and  insert  "if;  "  line  13,  leave  out  "  by 
afSrmativa  evidence  ;  "  same  line,  leave 
out  "proseoution,"  and  insert  "de- 
fence;" and,  in  line  H,  after  "was," 
insert  "not." 

Mn.  DABJjING  (Deptford)  said,  on 
this  clause  be  desired  to  move  tbe  fol- 
lowing Amendment : — In  page  3,  line  15, 
after  "  information,"  to  add  "  or  to  the 
publication  of  the  newspaper  wherein 
such  libel  was  published."  The  object 
of  tbe  clause  was  to  provide  that  no 
person  should  be  found  guilty  of  libel 
unless  it  were  proved  by  the  prosecution 
that  be  was  pnvy  to  its  publication.  It 
was  obvious  under  this  clatue,  as  it  stood, 
that  an  editor  or  proprietor  of  a  news- 

fiaper  might  escape  punishment  for 
ibel  by  saying  that  he  was  away  when 
the  puticular  libel  was  published,  eind 
that,  though  it  was  true  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  publication  of  tbe  paper,  ha 
had  no  connection  with  the  offence  com- 
plained of,  having  been  away  amusing 
himself  somewhere  elae  than  at  the 
office  of  the  newspaper,  and  he  might 
plead  that  tbe  libel  waa  really  the  work 
of  some  reporter  or  sub-editor.  News- 
paper proprietors  were  very  frequently 
persons  in  very  flourishing  circum- 
stances— for  instance,  a  person  to  whom 
£7,000  was  owing  in  the  shape  of  costs 
awarded,  but  not  recovered,  must  be  a 
gentleman  in  flourishing  oircumstances. 
Well,  it  migbt  happen  that  tfaia  gentle- 
man— this  editor  or  proprietor — woa 
fulfilling  duties  in  Parliament,  and  that, 
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althougli  responsible  for  the  production 
of  his  paper,  be  interested  himself  not 
in  its  management,  not  in  its  supervi- 
sion, in  order  to  see  that  persons  were 
not  libelled  in  it,  but  in  discuasing  the 
provisions  of  a  new  law  for  the  amend' 
ment  of  the  Law  of  Libel  in  Parliament. 
While  he  was  doing  that  it  was  possible 
that  a  very  bad  libel  might  be  inserted 
in  his  paper  which  would  have  never 
appeared  had  he  paid  oloser  attention  to 
its  supervision.  In  such  a  case  he  might 
aimpl^  Bay — "  I  left  the  management  of 
the  paper  in  the  hands  of  persons  in  an 
inferiorposition,  and  thoughlhave  taken 
no  trouble  to  see  whether  or  not  they  are 
inserting  libels  I  have  divested  myself 
of  responsibility  by  banding  the  matter 
over  to  them."  His  (Ur,  Darling's) 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  no  such 
answer  as  that  should  be  sufficient  to 
Telease  a  newspaper  editor  or  proprietor 
from  responaibility. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  15,  after  "  information,"  to 
add  the  words,  "  or  to  the  publication  of  the 
newspaper  wherein  moil  libel  was  published." 
—{Mr.  Darling.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
b«  there  inserted." 

Sir  ALGERNON  BOETHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  said,  he  thought  the 
hoQ.  and  learned  Member  had  entirely 
mistaken  the  object  of  the  clause,  as  he 
spoke  as  if  it  were  intended  to  shield 
some  guilty  party.  It  would  do  nothing 
of  the  kind,  but  would  entirely  protect 
the  innocent  The  Committee  had  had 
its  attention  drawn  to  the  fact  that  in 
certain  cases  newspaper  proprietors 
managed  their  own  basinesses,  and  were 
directly  responsible  for  what  appeared 
in  the  columns  of  their  journals — that 
was  to  say,  they  had  given  such  and 
such  orders,  and  were  respouBible  for 
the  carrying  ont  of  those  orders.  The 
clonee  was  not  for  the  protection  of  such 
as  those  at  all ;  it  was  intended  for  the 

Srotection  of  another  class  of  proprietors. 
Fewspapers  were  generally  owned  by  a 
number  of  proprietors  who  were  essen- 
tially absentees  from  the  places  where 
those  newspapers  were  published. 
Papers,  for  instance,  in  Liverpool  and 
in  other  Provincial  parts  of  the  country, 
were  very  often  owned  by  persons  who 
bad  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  their 
production  beyond  supplying  the  funds 
for  carrying  them  on.    If  proprietors 
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took  part  in  the  management  of  their 
papers  they  certainly  ought  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  what  appeared  in  them ; 
but  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
vent the  imprisonment  of  gentlemen 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  libele, 
and  very  little  to  do  with  the  newspapers, 
and  also  to  save  the  publisher — an  un- 
happy person,  who  was  very  often 
punished  in  these  cases.  It  was  an  old 
joke  against  the  newspapers  tliat  some 
of  them  kept  a  man  who  was  ready  to 
go  to  prison  if  they  were  prosecuted. 
The  publisher  was  a  man  who  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  production  of  a 
newspaper  or  its  issue,  except  to  hand 
over  the  sheets  which  he  had  sever  read 
to  the  newsmen  and  newsboys.  In  these 
modern  days  the  publisher  knew  nothing 
whatever  as  to  what  was  in  the  papers, 
and  this  law  making  a  publisher  re- 
sponsible came  down  from  times  when 
those  individuale  occupied  a  very  dif- 
ferent position  in  connection  with  news- 
papers—from days  when  they  took  a  re- 
sponsible part  in  the  production  of  the 
papers.  But  in  these  days  the  publisher 
and  the  proprietor  were  persons  who 
ouB^ht  not  to  be  held  criminally  respon- 
sible for  libel.  That  a  proprietor  should 
have  to  pay  costs  was,  however,  natural 
— that  he  should  have  to  bear  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  negligence  or  the  misdeeds 
of  his  servante  was  very  proper ;  but  he 
should  not  be  held  criminally  guilty  of 
libel  when  he  oould  show  that  he  was 
not  privy  or  party  to  the  publication  of 
the  libel  charged. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  as  its  effect  would  be 
to  render  the  clause  entirely  nugatory. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  Com- 
mittee were  quite  aware — he  begged  to 
drawthe  attention  of  thehon.  aadlearned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  to  it — 
that  the  clause  as  now  amended,  even 
with  the  addition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  would  entirely  change  the  law. 
He  said  that  was  a  great  submission. 
It  had  been  his  duty,  unfortunately,  to 
have  to  argue  the  point  more  than  once 
at  considerable  length,  and  he  would 
point  out  that  in  the  case  of  the  "  Queen 
o.  Holbrook  "  the  law  was  held  to  be 
juit  the  reverse  of  what  they  now  pro- 
posed to  make  it,  with  reference  to  the 
person  publishing  a  paper,  by  the  clause 
as  it  now  stood.    The  clause,  with  the 
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vords  proposed  to  be  added  b;  tbe  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  would  read — 

"  No  peieoD  fifaall  lie  found  guilty  upon  the 
trial  of  any  indictment  or  information  for  tlio 
paUication  of  a  lilel,  if  it  Le  proved  OD  behalf 
of  the  defence  that  such  person  wa«  not  party 
or  privy  to  the  publication  of  the  libel  charged 
in  such  indictment  or  information." 

67  the  decision  to  which  be  had  re- 
ferred, it  waa  not  for  the  defendant  to 
prove  that  be  was  not  privy  or  party  to 
tiie  publication  of  the  libel,  but  it  tested 
with  the  prosecution  to  prove  that  be 
was  privy  to  itfThe  Attorney  Qxkekal 
dissented.]  With  all  respect  for  the 
Bupeiior  knowledge  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
on  this  matter,  be  begged  to  say  that  be 
&new  something  of  the  case,  the  task 
baving  been  more  than  once  imposed 
upon  him  of  arguine  the  matter  before 
the  Courts  of  Law.  Be  had  the  oleareat 
conviction  that  the  law  aa  laid  down  by 
tbs  majority  of  the  Judges  was  as  he 
Btated  it.  There  had  been  a  di&'erence 
of  opinion,  no  doubt,  amongst  the 
Judges;  but  the  law  as  laid  down  in 
the  case  ofthe  "Queen  v. Holbrook"  waa 
the  opinion  of  the  majority.  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that,  by  the  proposal 
tbey  were  now  making,  they  were 
changing  the  old  Law  of  Libel.  He  did 
not  say  whether  this  was  wiee  or  not ; 
but  he  would  point  out  to  the  promoter 
of  the  Bill  that  he  waa  very  much  more 
likely  to  go  to  prison  for  libel  if  he 

faesed  his  own  pro  vision' than  he  would 
e  under  the  existing  law. 
Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTER  said,  be 
would  point  out  that,  although  the  hoc. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  deaciibed  as  "the 
learned  Member,"  be  bad  studied  legal 
questions  very  deeply,  and  waa  as  de- 
serving of  that  title  as  a  great  many 
learned  Members.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber had  intimate  knowledge  of  many 
legal  points,  and  be  therefore  could 
scarcely  be  looked  upon  as  a  layman  in 
putting  tbia  matter  before  the  Commit- 
tee. In  tbe  present  instance,  however, 
the  bon.  Member  bad  for  once  made  a 
mistalfe  in  a  point  of  law.  The  clause  of 
the  Act  6  &  7  Vial.  c.  96,  upon  which  tbe 
case  of  the  "Queen  r.  Hoi b rook  "  was 
decided,  provided  that  whenever  on  Ibe 
trial  of  an  indictment  for  tbe  publica- 
tion of  a  libel  evidence  was  given  which 
eatablished  a  presumptive  case  of  publi- 
cation against  the  defendant  by  the  act 
Mr.  Bradlauffh 


of  any  other  person  under  his  authority, 
it  should  be  competent  for  a  defendant 
to  prove  that  the  publication  was  made 
without  his  knowledge  or  consent,  and 
that  it  did  not  arise  from  any  want  of 
due  core  on  bis  part. 

Ma.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  under  the  section  there  wos 
no  presumptive  case  of  publication  re- 
quired to  be  made  out. 

gia  EICHABD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
the  bon.  Member  probably  thought  that 
tbs  omiasioD  of  the  words  "  presumptive 
of  publication "  might  alter  the  law. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  Section  8  in  tbe  Bill, 
as  amended,  would  be  more  in  favour  of 
defendants  than  the  section  of  the  old 
law  to  which  reference  had  been  made. 
There  must  be  publication  by  servants 
or  byhimaelf,  but  in  order  to  remove  re- 
spoDsibility  for  tbe  act  of  a  servant  it 
was  competent  for  a  defendant  to  show 
that  he  was  not  privy  or  party  to  the' 
publioation.  Whether  that  was  a  pru- 
dent alteration  of  the  law  he  did  not 
argue;  but  be  submitted  that  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  not  quite 
correctly  informed  when  be  said  that  the 
law  would  be  strengthened  as  against 
the  defendant. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  swd, 
he  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  tbe  Bill  that,  sup- 
posing tbe  Amendment  of  tbe  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
Deptford  (Mr.  Darling)  was  carried, 
the  clause  would  become  so  meaning- 
less that  it  would  be  better  to  drop 
it  altogether.  He  thought  that  tbe 
Amendment  waa  moved  with  tbe  object 
of  making  the  clause  nugatory;  anf 
under  tbe  circumatanoes,  if  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  was  in  harmony  with 
that  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, be  thought  the  clause  hod  better 
be  omitted. 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
that  the  clause  related  entirely  to 
criminal  charges,  and  he  thought  that 
some  hon.  MembBra  were  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. It  waa  quite  right  that 
a  newspaper  proprietor  should  be  held 
responaible  in  damages  to  the  fullest 
extent  for  the  conduct  of  his  servants ; 
but  to  say  that'a  newspaper  proprietor 
should  be  punished  for  an  act  of  which 
he  had  no  knowledge  would  be  to  in- 
troduce the  principle  of  what  might  be 
called  Chinese  or  vicarious  paniah- 
ment.    It  would  be  jast  tb«   same   aa 
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Iiaii{tiiiK  d  sun  for  &  murder  oom- 
mitted  b;  eomeone  else.  la  Scotland, 
while  damages  might  be  recovered 
for  libel,  he  did  not  recollect  in  the 
whole  course  of  his  life  a  sinsle  case  of 
criminal  prosecution  for  libel,  and  he 
would  renture  to  Bay  that,  so  far  from 
the  Press  in  Scotiand  being  mors 
licentious  than  the  Press  of  England, 
it  was  much  less  so.  He  thought 
they  would  find  that,  notwithstanding 
the  absence  in  practice  of  any  crimi- 
nal proceedings  for  libel  in  Scotland 
that  there  was  not  a  single  newspaper 
published  in  that  country  which  would 
call  itaelf  a  society  newspaper — the  class 
of  newspaper  in  which  these  libels 
mostly  occurred.  If  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  Algernon  Borthwick)  had  proposed 
that  all  criminal  indictments  for  libel 
should  be  done  away  with,  and  a  civil 
remedy  only  retained,  it  would  be  an 
improvement  in  the  law. 

ThbLORD  advocate  (Mr.  3.  H. 
A.  Uaddobald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  the  bon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  was 
correct  in  his  statement  that  criminal 
prosecutions   for   libel   against    news- 

Eapera  were  of  rare  occurrence  in  Scot- 
tnd.  It  would  not  be  well,  however, 
to  do  away  with  a  law  which  would  pre- 
vent libels  of  a  gross  kind,  snob  as  those 
published,  for  instance,  to  extort  money ; 
and  there  had  been  actions  in  such 
oases.  At  the  same  time,  he  acknow- 
ledged that  oriminalproaecutiona  against 
newspapers  for  libel  were  practically 
obsolete  in  Scotland. 

Me.  BOWEN  EOWLANDS  fCardi- 
ganshire)  said,  that  while  no  one  desired 
to  relieve  the  proprietors  of  newspapers 
from  their  civil  liability  and  from 
damages  for  the  acts  of  their  servants,  a 
very  different  class  of  considerations 
came  before  them  when  they  considered 
their  criminal  responsibility.  He  wished 
the  conditions  in  England  were  the  same 
as  those  represented  by  several  hon. 
Members  to  exist  in  Scotland,  and 
that  criminal  prosecutions  for  libel 
were  of  rare  occurrence,  so  that  they 
should  only  be  resorted  to  in  aggravated 
cases  in  which  such  remedy  appeared  to 
be  imperatively  demanded.  He  thought 
that  the  Committee  should  be  very  care- 
ful before  it  did  anything  which  would 
imply,  on  its  part,  a  desire  to  extend  the 
liabilityof  newspaper  proprietors.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  in  the  course  of 
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the  discussion  on  this  clanse  of  hardship 
to  private  individuals  who  were  sued  ; 
but  there  was  a  class  of  hardship  which 
had  not  hitherto  been  mentioned,  arising 
from  the  fact  that  sometimes  a  news- 
paper was  published  by  a  Company. 
The  signature  to  theoriginal  memoranda 
or  articles  of  association  might  be  that 
of  some  person  who  was  met  in 
the  street,  and  induced  to  contribute  a 
small  sum.  Although  that  person  might 
live  some  distance  away,  he  was  liaole 
to  bo  brought  from  a  distance  and  to  be 
criminally  prosecuted — nay,  to  be  fined 
or  imprisoned — unless  he  could  prove  to 
a  jury — and  this  at  his  own  cost  and  in- 
convenience— that  he  was  within  the 
ruling  in  "the  Queen  p.  Holbrook." 
The  general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
Profession  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
"the  Queen  v.  Holbrook"  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  opinion  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  that  the  words  "presump- 
tive case  of  publication "  really  meant 
nothing,  because  the  presumptive  evi- 
dence might  bo  given  by  proof  of 
some  such  act  as  signing  the  articles 
of  association,  or  memoranda,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  which,  if  it 
were  absent,  the  Judge  would  not  be 
justified  in  leaving  the  case  to  the  jury 
at  all.  He  (Mr.  Bowen  Kowlands)  was 
sensible  of  the  great  pain  and  injury 
individuals  might  suETer  from  the  abuse 
of  the  great  powers  which  the  Press  in 
the  country  poasessed ;  but  that  was  not 
sufficient  to  induce  him  to  accept,  or  to 
hope  that  the  Committee  would  accept, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling),  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  rendering  nugatory  the  clause, 
whether  in  its  original  shape  or  in  the 
altered  shape  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Uember  for 
East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan). Whether  it  was  wise  to  add  to 
the  Bill  any  clause  which  affected  the 
onus  of  proof  he  did  not  pretend  to  say ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  Oommittee  had 
already  accepted  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire,  it  would 
be  simply  stultifying  itself  if  it  went  fur- 
ther, and  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Itember  for  Dept- 
ford, which  would  render  the  prerioua 
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resolatios  of  the  Oommittee  on  the 
clause  entiiolj  nugatoiy. 

Sm  RICHABD  WEBSTER  said,  be 
was  not  eatisGed  with  the  language  of 
the  Amendment,  and  it  yras  as  well  that 
he  should  state  fairly  at  once  how  he 
regarded  the  Amendment.  He  agreed 
with  the  boD.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Weat  St.  Paacras  (Kfr.  Lawson)  that 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  were  too 
wide.  But  in  all  probability  there  was 
one  particular  claaa  of  persons  with  ra- 
gani  to  whom  some  words  should  be 
inserted.  He  thought  some  words 
shonld  be  inserted  to  meet  the  case  of  a 
newspaper  proprietor  who  wont  away 
learing  the  whole  management  and 
control  to  someone  else,  reckless  as  to 
what  might  be  the  actual  conduct  of  the 
persons  in  charge  of  the  paper. 

Mb.  DASLINQ  said,  that  after  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  be  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  agree  with  him  that  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment. The  object  he  had  in  putting  the 
Amendment  down  had  really  been 
served,  because  it  was  perfectly  obTious 
that  before  the  Bill  became  law  some- 
thing would  have  to  be  done  to  meet  the 
difficulty  vhich  he  had  in  his  mind. 
He  begged  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Amendment  be,  oy  leave, 
withdrawn. "—{J/r.  Darling.) 

Mb.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  was  sorty  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 
had  consented  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  seemed  to  him,  after 
all  was  said  and  done,  that  somebody 
must  be  made  responsible  for  these 
libels.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry— and 
he  was  sure  that  anyone  who  knew  any- 
thing of  his  past  history  would  know  he 
had  reason  to  be  sorry— to  support  any- 
thing which  would  impose  further  re- 
strictions on  the  newspaper  Press.  But 
what  some  of  them  asked  was  not  that 
there  shonld  be  further  restrictions — 
the  object  of  the  measure  was  to  remove 
restrictions  which  already  existed — but 
under  the  words  of  Clause  8,  "  such 

fierson  was  party  or  privy  to  the  pub- 
ioation  of  the  libel,"  it  would  he  diffi- 
cult, in  a  great  number  of  coses,  to  find 
out  anyone  who  was  ootuaUy  respon- 
sible for  what  took  place.  It  was  all  very 
Jfr.  BowM  Bowhnd* 


5i 

well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House 
who  were  connected  with  newspapers  to 
speak  of  newspapers  aa  though  they 
were  all  of  them  conducted  as  certain 
newspapers  were  which  one  would  un- 
doubtedly have  in  his  mind  when  dis- 
cussing this  matter.  But  there  were 
newspapers  and  newspapers,  and  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  Press  of  this  coan- 
tryknew  very  well  that  some  newspapers, 
instead  of  being  edited  in  the  ordinary 
sense,  wsre  practically  handed  over  to 
what  might  DO  called  the  "printer's 
devil,"  and  what  kind  of  respousibility 
they  could  get  out  of  that  kind  of  editing 
was  well  known.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  intimated  that  it  was 
possible  to  meet  this  difficulty  by  fixing 
the  liability  upon  someone  ;  if  anything 
was  done  so  that  the  liability  should 
be  absolutely  fixed  on  some  persons  re- 
sponsible, then  it  would  be  all  right 
enough  ;  but  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  him  to  treat  very  lightly  this 
question  of  libelling  individuals.  He 
could  quite  understand  that  many  ac- 
tions for  libel  had  been  brought  against 
newspapers  which  ought  never  to  have 
been  brought.  But  let  them  take  a 
bond  fids  case,  the  case  of  a  man  who 
had  been  robbed  of  his  good  name  and 
his  good  character,  and  hon.  Members 
would  agree  that  the  Press  possessed 
the  power  of  robbing  a  man  of  his  good 
reputation.  He  thought  it  was  a  very 
grave  thing  indeed  to  relieve  persons 
who  might  do  as  much  injury  to  an  in- 
dividual man  or  woman,  as  the  case 
might  be,  as  though  they  half  murdered 
him  in  the  streets  and  robbed  him  of  his 
watch.  In  many  instances  men  had 
been  absolutely  ruined  for  life  by  the 
way  in  which  they  had  been  libelled  by 
newspapers  which  had  escaped  penalty. 
There  was  one  instance  which  might  be 
known  to  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House, 
the  case  of  a  man  who  would  have  been 
an  ornament  to  the  Rouse  itself.  That 
man  tried  to  get  into  the  House,  but  he 
was  grossly  libelled  by  some  portions  of 
the  Ixmdon  Press.  He  referred  to  Mr. 
George  Odger.  When  that  man  was 
dead  some  of  the  newspapers  which  had 
libelled  him  so  grossly  made  much  ado 
with  regard  to  a  public  funeral.  He 
{Mr.  Howell)  wanted  to  preserve  the 
character  of  a  man  while  he  was  living, 
and  not  to  raise  a  monument  over  him 
when  he  was  dead.  He  wished  they 
could  get  rid  of  the  Law  of  Libel  in  eo 
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far  as  it  appertained  to  a  criminal  in- 
dictment, but  if  that  vere  done  there 
most  be  some  other  means  of  reaohiiig 
men  at  fault.  There  were  men  of  etmir 
connected  with  newspapers  aa  well  as 
among  those  who  took  action  gainst 
newspapers,  and,  therefore,  civil  lia- 
bilify  might  not  be  enough  to  deter  snoh 
men  from  libelling  others. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  U. 

Ub.  BATHB0N£  (CamarronBhire, 
Arfoo)  said,  he  was  as  anxious  as  anj- 
one  in  the  Hooae  that  the  Fiess  of  too 
coontr;  should  be  protected  in  its 
pablio  functions,  which,  thay  must  all 
admit,  it  discharged  with  great  power 
and  greater  advantage  to  the  publio  than 
the  ness  of  any  otiier  cotrntr^  in  the 
world.  He  thought  it  was  also  dear 
that  those  f»Dneoted  with  newspapers 
should  be  protected  against  any  crimiaal 
proaecntiou  if  they  could  show  that  they 
had  used  due  caution  in  oanjing  on 
their  trade.  He  had  preTtoualy  had  to 
consider  this  queatioa  from  the  defen- 
dant's side,  as  it  were,  and  not  from  the 
plaintiff's,  because  in  the  esse  of  ship- 
owoera  the  same  question  arose.  Ship- 
owners carried  on  a  trade  which  might 
be  dangerous  to  life,  and  what  they  had 
always  contended  was  that  they  were 
quite  ready  to  be  made  responsible,  even 
to  the  extent  of  being  imprisoned,  un- 
less tbey  could  show  they  had  used  due 
care  and  caution  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property.  Therefore,  what  be 
proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause 

"  And  it  it  be  sIiowd  Io  the  Batiafaction  of  tlie 
Court  that  thn  dsfendant  had  nied  all  reaaon- 
abls  mekiu  to  gnatd  •gajeat  aaoh  offancM." 

He  did  not  thiob  that  any  respectable 
newspaper  proprietor  would  object  to 
those  words.  It  would  be,  of  course, 
for  them  to  show  that,  if  they  had  ab- 
sented themselves  frcnn  their  businesB, 
they  had  left  it  in  charge  of  a  competent 
and  proper  person. 
Amendment  proposed, 


Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  added?' 

a»  BIOHABD  WEB8TEB  sud,  he 
thoogfat  tliat  the  words  "  to  the  satis- 


faction of  the  Court  "  were  scarcely  apt 
to  use  in  the  case  of  criminal  proceed- 
ings. Possibly  the  hou.  Member  would 
be  satisfied  if  his  Amendment  ran  "  and 
that  the  defendant  has  need  all  reason- 
able means  to  guard  against  such  of- 
fence."    Of  course,  it  was  for  the  Com- 


The  words  of  the  law  at  present  were 
"  and  that  the  said  publication  did  not 
arise  from  want  of  due  care  and  caution 
on  his  port."  If  such  a  set  of  words  were 
added,  ho  thought  that,  in  all  proba- 
bility, newspaper  proprietors  would  be 
quite  satisfied,  and  that  wonid  provide 
protection  in  cases  iu  which  proprietors 
took  no  active  part  in  the  conduct  of  the 
newspaper,  and  in  other  exceptional 
cases.  The  words  certainly  would  do 
no  practical  harm  to  those  respectable 
newspaper  proprietors  who  desired  to 
see  the  law  strengthened  in  oases  where 
there  was  careless  and  improper  con- 
Ms.  KATHBONE  expressed  his  will- 
ingness to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  and 
asked  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  wilhSraKn. 
Amendment  proposed, 
of  Clause, 
Dot  ariie  f 

hil  put."— (Jfr.  Atlenuf 
Omtral.) 

Question,  "  That  these  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Olause,  as  amended,  staud 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Ma.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
iugton,  W.]  said,  that,  of  course,  if  the 
Committee  thought  it  desirable  to  para- 
phrase a  seotiou  of  Lord  Campbell's  Act, 
as  they  did  in  this  clause,  they  were  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  In  his  judgment,  how- 
ever,  the  law  at  present  provided  a 
far  better  remedy  than  that  pro- 
posed by  this  clause  for  the  proteo- 
tion  of  newspapers  or  of  persons  who 
were  ctiminaUy  prosecnted.  This  clause 
rather  weakened  than  strengthened  the 
position  of  such  persons. 

Mr.  JENNINQS  (Stockport)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  aocept 
Uie  olause  as  amended,  because  the 
object  of  it  woe  not  in  the  least  degree 
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to  give  protection  to  newspapeis  from 
the  consequence  of  libel,  but  simpi;  to 
protect  persons  who  were  connected 
with  newspapers  from  being  sent  to 
prison  for  matters  of  which  they  had  no 
co^izanoe.  At  present  a  part  pro- 
pnetor  of  a  newspaper,  a  man  who 
might  probably  have  had  a  share  in  a 
newspaper  left  to  him,  and  who  had  no 
control  in  the  management,  might  be 
proceeded  against  criminally  by  any 
person  who  felt  himself  aggrioTed,  and 
possibly  sent  to  prison  for  a  libel  of 
which  he  bad  no  knowledge  whatever. 
It  was  to  prevent  this  that  this  claaae 
had  been  introduced.  The  objection  of 
the  Eon.  Member  for  North- East  Beth nal 
Ureen  (Mr.  Howell),  and  the  very  rea- 
sonable demand  espressed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  guilty  persons  should 
be  found  out,  were  sufficiently  met  by 
the  fact  that,  under  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  the  guilty  person  was 
punished,  and  the  newspaper  had  to 
pay  heavily  for  the  libel.  He  earnestly 
iioped  that  proviaion  would  be  made 
that  no  one  suould  be  punished  who  had 
no  knowledge  of  the  libel  complained  of. 
-    Question  put,  and  egrfed  to. 

Olause  9  (Person  proceeded  against 
criminally  and  the  husband  or  wife  of 
such  person  a  competent  witness). 

Ma.  TOMLmSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  this  clause  raised  again  a  question 
which  had  been  dealt  with  on  one  of  the 
previous  clauses — namely,  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  introduce  in  a  special 
department  of  justice  changes  of  pro- 
ceaure  which,  for  the  entire  Criminal 
Law,  were  continued  in  another  Bill? 
It  might  be  said  that  there  were  excep- 
tional circumstances  connected  with  the 
law  of  libel.  It  might  be  that  an  in- 
dictment was  sometimes  preferred  to  a 
civil  action  in  order  to  keep  certain 
evidence  out.  At  the  same  time  he 
would  like  to  hear  something  from 
some  responsible  Member  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  as  to  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
finaot  for  the  purpose  of  a  special 
department  of  law  that  which  was 
already  proposed  to  be  made  the  gene- 
ral rule  in  the  Criminal  Law. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EioHABD  Webstek)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  allow  this 
clause  to  be  inserted.  There  were  IS  or 
16  existing  Acts  of  Parliament,  in  every 
one  of  whioh  thsy  had  recognized  the  prin- 
Mr.  Jtnningt 


ciple  that  the  law  should  be  amended  in 
the  direction  of  this  clause. 
Olause  agreti  to. 

Olause  10  (Act  not  to  extend  to  Scot- 
land). 

Ma.  DAELIKG  (Deptford)  said,  his 
object  in  putting  down  the  Amendment 
that  this  Bill  should  not  apply  to  Ireland 
was  that  by  the  clause  wnich  they  had 

i'ust  passed  a  proposal  of  the  Criminal 
evidence  Amendment  Bill  became  law 
in  this  Bill.  They  knew  very  well  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  Irish  con- 
stituencies particularly  objected  to  the 
provision  which  had  just  been  inserted 
in  this  Bill — they  particularly  objected 
that  in  criminal  cases  the  defendant 
should  be  competent  to  give  evidence. 
That  had  been  objected  to  in  former  dis- 
oussions,  and  it  was  because  he  waa 
solicitous  respecting  the  prejudices  of 
hon.  Members  that  he  had  put  down 
this  Amendment.  He  put  it  down  in 
order  that,  if  the  Irish  Members  desired 
to  do  so,  they  might  give  expression  to 
their  opinions  that,  after  oil,  it  was  advis- 
able that  in  some  cases,  at  all  events^ 
the  defendants  should  be  allowed  to  give 
evidence  in  criminal  cases  in  Ireland, 
and  that  Judges  and  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land  were  a  class  of  people  who  might 
be  trusted  not  to  abase  the  rights  of  pri- 
soners to  give  evidence.  He  did  not 
himself  consider  that  Ireland  should  be 
excluded  from  the  bene6ts  of  this  Act, 
unless  the  Irish  Members  wished  it.  It 
had  been  said  by  a  Scotch  Member  that 
the  only  good  thing  in  the  Bill  waa  that 
it  did  not  apply  to  Scotland.  If  Irish 
Members  wished  it  to  apply  to  their 
country  they  would  say  so.  He  would 
not  press  his  Amendment. 

Tbe  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Richard  WEBBTza)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  sincerely  trusted  that  the  benetits 
of  the  Bill  would  be  extended  to  news- 
paper proprietors  in  Ireland,  who  ought 
to  have  those  heneGta  just  as  much  as 
any  other  proprietors.  Out  of  16  Acts 
of  Farliamentwhiohoreatednsw  offences, 
in  regard  to  which  defendants  were 
allowed  to  give  evidence,  14  applied  to 
Ireland,  and  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  if  the  Committee  were  to  exclude 
Ireland  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Darling)  to  move  his  Amand- 
ment. 
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Hb.  DABLINQ  Baid,  that  he  wonM 
not  more  it. 

Ma.  EDWAHD  HARMNGTON 
(Eeny,  W.)  Bubmitted  that  ths  hon. 
»nd  learned  Oentleman  had  moved  the 
Amendment. 

Tra  OHATRMAN :  Befor*  I  at- 
tempted to  put  it  to  the  Committee,  I 
asked  the  hoo.  and  iear&ed  Qentleman 
(Ur.  Darling)  whether  he  intended  to 
propose  it. 

Clause  agreti  to. 

Glnoae  1 1  (Short  title]  M/rttd  to. 

Mb-  SYDNEY  QEDGE  (Stockport) 
Mud,  he  had  now  to  propose  a  new  olause, 
which  had  been  eDtrusted  to  him  by  a 
Booiety  representing  many  of  the  most 
important  booksellers  of  the  country,  in 
order  to  give  them  what  they  felt  to  be 
a  necessary  protection  ixma  actions  for 
libel  to  which  they  were  at  present  sub- 
jected, under  circumBtanoes  whioh  cer- 
tainly did  not  render  them  guilty  of 
having  taken  part  in  the  libel.  It  was 
a  oommoQ  thing  for  a  gentleman  to  write 
to  a  bookseller,  or  to  go  to  a  bookseller, 
and  order  a  particular  book  to  be  sent 
&om  London  through  that  bookseller. 
The  bookseller  very  possibly  knew 
nothing  about  tbe  oontenta  of  the  book, 
and  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
any  libel  whioh  it  might  contain.  It 
had  often  been  made  a  matter  of  oom- 
plaint  against  Mr.  Mudie  and  other 
large  firms  that  they  really  selected  the 
books  which  appeared  on  their  stalls, 
eliminating  some  on  the  ground  that 
they  contained  matters  that  they  did 
not  approve  of,  matters  of  a  political, 
libelloua,  or  soandalons  nature.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Noti<%  Paper,  would  enable 
booksellers  to  sell  books  which  had  been 
printed  and  published  abroad,  and  tbe 
printer  and  publisher  of  which  could 
not  be  got  at,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
person  libelled  would  iu  such  a  cose  have 
no  remedy.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move  the  clause  in  the  following  form  : — 

"  In  an  aotiou  f or  libel  coatuoed  in  anj  book, 
DUguiDe.  pamphlet,  or  printed  document  other 
than  a  nempaper,  such  book,  magaiina,  pam- 
phlat,  or  printed  document,  hBTing  been  pnb  ■ 
liibad  within  the  United  Kiogdom,  and  bearing 
tbe  namea  and  addresBes  ot  the  publisher  and 
printer  tfaeroof,  agunat  any  penon  other 
ttiao  the  aathor  or  part  author  or  publieber  or 
joinlertbareof,  if  it  shall  appear  at  the  trial  that 
the  publiabin^  of  the  libel  complained  of  ma 
the  —I"  by  the  defendant  ol  laoh  book,  maga- 
jpiia,  nmpblet,  or  printed  doqiment. 


— therefore  they  would  always  have  a 
printer  and  publisher  iu  the  United 
Kingdom  against  whom  an  aggrieved 
person  oould  bring  an  action — 

"  And  that  <uch  aale  was  mads  by  the  de- 
fendant in  ignorance  of  the  eiiatence  of  the 
libel  complained  of,  the  plaintiff  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  recorer  an;  damagea  except  laoh 
Bpeetal  damages  na  he  can  prove  be  lua  ani- 
Cainad  by  inch  pablishing  of  inch  libal." 
Therefore,  if  a  particular  act  of  publish- 
ing or  s^e  by  any  bookseller  of  any 
book  or  pamphlet  had  done  injury  to 
the  libellM  person,  then  the  booksEdler, 
however  innocent  he  might  be,  might 
still  be  rendered  liable  for  an  action  for 
damages.  He  thought  that  with  these 
safeguards  the  Committee  would  see 
that  nothing  more  was  asked  than 
might  be  fairly  asked  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  trueted  they  would  assent  to  the 
olause  he  proposed. 

New  ClauBe~(Extension  of  tbe  Act 
to  books,  &o.)— (i/r.  Hyinty  Qtdg»,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Ma.  EELLT  (Oamberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  had  already  pointed  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that,  as  tbe  clause  stood,  if  a 
book  were  printed  abroad  and  sent  over 
here,  there  would  be  no  remedy,  how- 
ever gross  the  libel  was,  and  in  conse- 
quence its  scope  had  been  limited  to 
matter  published  ia  the  United  King- 
dom. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
this  clause  was  wholly  foreign  to  the 
scope  of  the  Bill ;  they  were  dealing  in 
the  Bill  with  the  protection  of  news- 
papers, and  he  did  not  consider  it 
proper  to  go  into  the  general  question 
of  the  Law  of  Libel.  That  part  of  the 
clause  dealing  with  the  ignorance  of  the 
person  selling  a  book  was  most  illusory, 
because,  if  a  bookseller  chose  to  state 
that  he  bad  never  looked  into  the  book, 
it  would  not  be  in  anybody's  power  to 
prove  the  opposite,  and  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  for  the  aggrieved 
person  to  obtain  any  remedy. 

Mb.  DABLINQ  (Deptford)  said,  he 
hoped  tbe  Committee  would  not  add 
this  clause  to  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  most  dangerous  clause,  be- 
cause it  provided  that  a  man  who  already 
was  liable  to  a  criminal  prosecution  for 
publishing  a  libel  should  not  be  liable 
to  a  civil  actios,  unless  the  person  hr 
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C'  lished  the  libel  about  could  prove  be 
snstained  special  damage.  The;  had 
passed  Clause  5,  vhioh  made  provision 
ConoerDing  special  damage.  He  was 
quite  certain  many  Members  of  the 
Committee  voted  for  that  clause  in  the 
belief  that  the  provision  about  special 
damage  would  somehow  or  other  be 
removed,  and  some  other  qualification 
substituted  for  it.  A  newspaper  pro- 
prietor or  editor,  or  those  who  got  up 
the  newspaper  from  day  to  day,  had  con- 
trol over  it.  The  only  reason  that  a  man 
had  for  not  selling  scurrilous  books  was 
that  he  knew  very  well  that  if  in  one  of 
them  there  was  a  libellous  passage,  he 
might  be  sued  and  liable  in  damages 
for  scattering  broadcast  a  libel.  If  the 
Committee  passed  this  clause,  anyone 
who  was  libelled  would  have  no  remedy 
against  a  bookseller,  unless  he  could 
prove  that  he  had  sustained  damage 
owing  to  tha  sale  of  the  particular  books 
the  bookseller  had  sold.  Booksellers 
ought  to  be  careful  as  to  the  kind  of 
literature  they  dealt  in.  For  these  rea- 
Bons,  and  also  for  the  reason  that  the 
clause  was  not  germane  to  a  Newspaper 
Libel  Bill,  he  hoped  the  clause  would 
not  be  read  a  second  time. 
Questioa  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  EOPEB  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  of  wbioh  he  had  given  Notice 
was  to  extend  to  writers  in  newspapers 
and  others  similarly  situated  the  protec- 
tion already  extended,  or  supposed  to 
be  extended,  to  the  proprietors  and  edi- 
tors and  other  persons  concerned  in  the 
publication.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  however,  be  would 
alter  the  exact  terms  of  the  clause,  in 
deference  to  representations  which  had 
been  made  to  him  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
that  the  wording  of  the  clause,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  was  somewhat  too 
vide.  As  he  proposed  to  move  it,  the 
clause  would  stand  thus — 

"  No  snmmoiu  tlisU  tie  iuued  by  snj  ihb^b- 
trate  sgunst  any  person  charged  nith  having 
oommitted  a  libel,  nor  ahatl  any  oriminal  pro- 
ceeding! be  initiated  in  any  Court  withoat  the 
written jtaf  of  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecu- 
tioni  in  England  or  the  Attotne;  Qencral  in 
Ireland  bmng  first  had  and  obtained." 

The  wording  that  he  had  now  adopted 
was  exactly  that  which  was  already  to 
be  found  in  the  existing  Aot,  with  the 
Jfr.  Jhrlinf 


exception  of  the  first  words,  which  ex- 
tended the  protection  of  the  law  not 
only  to  proprietors  of  newspapers,  to 
editors,  and  to  other  persoes  connected 
with  the  publication  ot  newspapers,  but 
also  to  writers  in  newspapers.  With 
regard  to  the  general  principle  of  tha 
advantage  of  there  being  a  puolic  officer 
to  stand  between  vexatious  complainants 
— between  blackmailing  euterpriEee  and 
a  writer  for,  or  proprietors,  or  editors, 
of  a  newspaper — ha  might  say  he  was 
himself  somewhat  in  the  position  of  an 
expert,  beoause,  in  the  official  position 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  hold  in 
India,  he  was,  in  a  way,  the  inter- 
mediary between  the  Oovemment  and 
Government  officers  and  the  Yemacular 
Press,  and  when  Government  offioera 
desired  to  put  into  action  the  procedure 
of  the  Toruacular  Press  Act,  the  pro- 
posals were,  in  due  course  of  ofQcioI 
routine,  submitted  to  him  for  his  opi- 
nion, in  order  that  he  could  advise  the 
Government  He  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion it  was  very  desirable  there  should 
be  a  public  officer  of  this  description, 
and  that  protection  should  not  only  be 
extended  to  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers,  but  also  to  all  writers  in 
newspapers  and  other  persona  similarly- 
situated.  He  should  have  preferred  to 
have  adhered  to  the  terms  of  the  clause 
on  the  Paper  ;  because  he  had  been  in- 
formed that,  as  the  law  in  England 
stood,  the  direction  of  the  Public  Froee- 
cutor  was  not  very  often  efQdently  exer- 
cised in  this  matter.  No  doubt,  the 
Attorney  General  would  correct  him  if 
in  that  impression  he  was  wrong.  Ha 
certainly  thought  that  the  direction,  such 
as  it  was,  should  not  be  confined  merely 
to  proprietors  and  editors  of  newspapers, 
but  should  extend  to  writers  in  news- 
papers. He,  therefore,  begged  to  move 
the  olauee. 

New  Clause — 

"  No  mmmons  ihsll  be  issued  by  any  magis- 
trate against  any  person  charged  vith  banng 
committed  a  lihef,  nor  iball  any  criminal  pro- 
ceeding! be  initiated  in  any  Court  without  the 
written  jinf  of  tha  Director  of  PubUo  Proeeoa- 
tiODi  in  Eagluid  or  the  Attorney  Qenenl  in 
Ireland  being  fint  had  and  obtained," — (Sir 
Saprr  Lttkbridji, ) 

—brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"  That  tha  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
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Thb  ATTOBNET  GENBEAL  (Sir 
SioHAKD  WsBBTxa)  (IbIo  of  Wight) 
said,  it  was  perfectl;  imposaiblo  for  nim 
to  BDpport  t£e  clauae,  and  be  hoped  he 
had  not  led  his  hon.  Friend  to  think 
that  he  had  the  slightest  intention  of 
sapporting  it.  What  he  had  done  was 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Qentlemsn  that 
the  olauae  he  had  put  down  was  one 
which  would  create  an  entirely  new 
tribunal,  and  one  which  was  practically 
incompatiblo  with  the  diatdiarge  of 
Public  Business.  Let  him  say  irny  he 
thought  the  clause  ought  not  to  be 
adopted.  The  proprietor,  publisher, 
editor,  or  peraona  responsible  for  the 
publication  of  a  newspaper,  oould  not  be 
proceeded  against  criminally,  without 
thejtof  of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  and  he 
never  heard  it  suggested  that  there  had 
been  any  unfairness  in  the  working  of 
the  existing  Act.  What  did  the  hon. 
Qentlemaa  suggest?  Why,  that  the 
exemption  should  be  extended  to  the 
writer  and  publisher  of  every  single 
libeL  He  waa  sure  there  were  some 
Hembers  of  the  Oommittee  who  remem- 
bered the  discussion  at  the  time  the  Act 
of  1881  was  passed.  It  was  felt  then 
that  some  protection  was  required  for 
newspaper  proprietors  and  editors,  and 
accordingly  exceptional  legislation  took 
place,  though  not  without  considerable 
mi^living.  Some  thought  even  then  they 
were  going  too  far.  Oonld  it  be  suggested 
that  a  man  who  sat  down  and  wrote  a 
malicious  libel,  not  only  in  newspaper 
but  in  a  letter,  should  also  be  pro- 
tected? On  what  public  grounds  could 
it  be  said  that  this  protection  should  be 
extended  to  the  writers  in  newspapers? 
In  order  to  justify  such  an  amendment 
of  the  law,  hia  hon.  Friend  must  have 
an  overwhelming  case. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  iNorthamptonl 
said,  that  when  the  Newspaper  Libel 
Bill  was  brought  in  in  1881,  it  waa 
argued  that  tus  protection  must 
limited  to  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers.  The  Attorney  0«neral 
now  said  it  would  be  perfectly  mon- 
strous that  this  protection  should  be  ex- 
tended to  a  writer  for  a  newspaper,  be- 
oauae  he  wrote  his  article  in  cold  blood. 
[Sir  S.1CHASD  WKBSTBa :  No,  no !]  The 
editor  himself  very  frequently  wrote  a 
libel,  and  wrote  it  in  cold  blood.  [CVm 
p/  "  Ob !  "J  Well,  in  hot  blood.  An 
editor  was  Bopposed  to  look  over  all  the 
artioles  whlcn  appeared  in  his  paper, 
mi  tbmt,  at  least,  he  did  is  cold  blood. 
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The  writer  of  a  libel  might  be  carried 
away  by  his  feelings;  but  the  editor  sat 
calmly  and  ooolly  at  his  desk,  and  de- 
cided whether  the  writer  had  gone  fur- 
ther than  be  ought  to.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  seemed  to  him  (l£r. 
Labouohere)  it  waa  perfectly  reasonable 
that  this  protection  should  be  extended 
to  the  writers  for  newspapers.  He 
never  before  understood  the  distinotion 
between  the  proprietors  and  editors 
of  newspapers  and  the  rest  of  the 
public.  He  had  always  asked  that  the 
same  protection  should  be  afforded  to 
the  entire  public  as  was  afforded  by 
the  Newspaper  Libel  Act  to  editors  and 
proprietors  of  newspapers. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatitsd, 

Hb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  Clause 
7  was  not  passed.  He  waa  under  the 
impression  it  would  be  passed,  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  put  down  his  own 
clause.  The  Oommittee  would  remeot- 
ber  that  when  the  discussion  en  that 
clause  waa  proceeding,  he  painted  out, 
as  one  of  the  monstrosities  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
obtain  security  for  costs  against  anyone 
who  waa  not  domiciled  in  this  country. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighehice  (Mr. 
Osborne  M(>»an)  contested  that  point 
with  him.  He  (Mr.  Labouohere)  went 
to  the  Library  and  got  an  authority 
which  he  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  would  accept ;  it 
was  a  book  by  G-eorge  Osborne  Morgan, 
aC,  M.P. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  the  hon.  Oentleman  pro- 
poses. 

Ms.  LABOUOHERE :  My  clause  re- 
lates to  the  question  of  domicile. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Oommittee 
has  refused  to  grant  any  privileges  with 
regard  to  costs,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
now  competent  to  submit  any  proposal 
for  the  security  of  costs. 

Bill  riporltd ;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Wtitutdoff  next,  and 
taUprinUd.    [Bill  294.] 

REF0RHAT0R7  SCHOOLS  ACT  (ISOS) 

AUBlfDUENT  BILL.— [Bill  161.] 

(Jfr.    BugdaU,    Mr.    Whitnun,   Mr.   WHarlen, 

(Jfr.  CwTM,  Mr.  Ditim,  Mr,  Mart  Stnetrl.) 

ooHMiTTEE.    [Progrtii  6tk  Junf."] 

Bill  eotuidtred  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
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Hia  hope  and  expectation  was  that  when 
this  Bill  was  passed,  Benches  of  Magis- 
tratee  would  have  a  re^ster  of  the 
vacanoioR  which  existed  ia  reformatory 
schools,  HO  that  when  a  child  was  con- 
victed of  an  offence  they  would  know 
where  he  could  be  sent.  The  clause  pro- 
vided for  the  temporary  detention  of  a 
child  in  some  place,  not  a  prison,  until 
a  reformatory  school  could  be  found  to 
which  he  might  he  sent.  The  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  that  the  child 
would  be  remanded  to  aprison,  and  that 
would  defeat  the  whole  object  of  the 

Bill. 

Ma.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  TTniver-  . 
sity)  said,  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Nuneaton  Division  of  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Dugdale)  was  humane  and  laud- 
able, but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  his  sentiments  had  run  away  with 
him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  made  a  confusion  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  aohools.  An 
industrial  school  was  a  place  to  which 
a  child  whom  it  was  desired  to  save  from 
crime  was  sent ;  whereas  a  reformatory 
school  was  an  establiehment  to  which  a 
child  already  criminal  was  sent.  It 
was,  therefore,  wrong  to  treat  industrial 
and  reformatory  schools  on  the  same 
footing.  The  Bill  provided  that  whea 
a  child  had  been  convicted  he  was  to  be 
sent  to  some  undefined  place.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  they  ought  to  know 
something  about  the  place  to  which 
children  were  to  be  sent,  not  oulv  ia 
the  interest  of  the  children  tbemselTes, 
but  in  the  interest  of  the  community  at 
large.  As  the  child  came  from  the 
place  of  detention,  there  was  no  hard- 
ship in  sending  him  back  to  a  place  of 
detention. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) said,  he  should  like  to  hear  fur- 
ther from  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  as  to 
what  place  they  had  in  view  in  which 
children  should  be  detained.  Did  the 
words  "  not  being  a  prison  "  refer  to  the 
lock-up  at  Petty  Sessional  Courts  ?  He 
was  quite  sure  that  if  the  offenders  were 
not  remanded,  the  only  place  they 
could  be  safely  sent  to  was  the  look-up, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  strongly  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston. 
WHARTON  (York,  W.B., 
lUpon)  said,  h^  wished  to  point  out  that' 


Olanse  2  (Youthful  offenders  may  be 
sent  to  certified  reformatories  without 
the  imposition  of  a  term  of  imprison- 
ment). 

Amendment  proposed, 
i,  to  leave 
.  ..  _[i  order  toftdd  "justioes  of 
the  peace  acting  in  and  for  the  petty  seBsioDal 
divisioiiof  the  oountv,  or  in  and  for  the  borough, 
where  the  offsader  was  convicted. " 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  io. 

Clause  3  (Temporary  detention). 

Me.  tomlinson  (Preston)  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  by  the  clause  they 
were  departing  from  what  had  been  the 
system  of  criminal  administration.  Great 
care  ought  to  he  taken  as  to  the  places 
where  peisooe  were  to  be  temporarily 
detained ;  in  fact,  there  was  an  elabo- 
rate system  by  which  all  prisons  were 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Home 
Office.  Under  this  clause  there  was 
to  be  a  system  of  private  prisons, 
which  were  to  be  under  no  super- 
vision, BO  far  as  he  could  make 
out.  He  was  quite  aware  that  such  a 
system  as  was  proposed  was  in  operation 
in  respect  to  industrial  schools ;  but  he 
did  not  think  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Dugdale)  would  dispute  his 
statement,  that  there  was  a  broad  dis- 
tinction between  industrial  and  reforma- 
tory schools.  Beformatory  schools  were 
only  intended  for  those  against  whom 
there  was  some  charge  of  a  criminal 
nature.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stoM  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 
In   page    1,  Una  98,  leave  out    the   worda 
from  "  direct"  to  "  therein"  in  psse  2, line  2, 
and   insert    "remand    luoh    offander." — (ifr. 
Tomliniini.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Me.  dugdale  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton)  said,  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  The  clause  which  had  just 
been  passed  provided  that  on  a  child 
being  convicted,  the  magistrates  might 
send  him  straightway  to  a  reformatory 
school,  and  Clause  3  was  intended  to 
provide  for  cases  where  a  reformatory 
sohool  oould  not  be  found  ttt  the  tiine. 


the  olaose  was  onlj  pennissire ;  it  w&b 
not  compulsor;  on  the  ma^strateB.  If 
tha  offence  was  safSeient  to  warrant  it, 
the  magistrate  would  order  the  culprit 
to  be  Hsnt  to  prison,  and  thence  to  a 
reformator;.  Their  object  was  to  pre- 
vent the  ohild  beooming  what  was 
hiown  as  a  "gaol  bird,"  and  to  allow 
him  to  be  detained  at  the  house  of 
the  Superintendent  or  Inspector,  or 
as  the  magistrate  might  decide,  until 
the  reformatory  school  was  ready  to 
reoiTfl  him.  That,  again,  was  simply 
a  permissive  and  not  a  compulsory 
power,  which  they  wished  to  confer  on 
the  magjetrates. 

Mb.  PICTON  (LeicestBi)  said,  there 
waa  a  tendency  among  faon.  Gtentlemen 
supporting  the  Amendment  to  exagge- 
rate the  difference  as  between  children 
sent  to  a  reformatory  school  and  those 
sent  to  an  industrial  school.  At  a  re- 
formatory the  children  had  indeed  been 
convicted  of  crime,  but  they  were  really 
of  the  same  character  as  those  sent  to 
industrial  schools.  A  large  number  of 
them  were  very  young  children,  wham  it 
was  almost  a  crime  to  send  to  gaol,  and 
there  was  in  the  country  a  growing 
feeling  against  this  being  done.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  support  the 
clause,  and  not  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson).  It  was  right, 
in  his  opinion,  that  discretion  should  be 
given  to  the  magistrates,  and  if  they 
found  before  them  a  boy  of  14  years  of 
age,  whom  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
send  to  the  workhouse,  he  thought  it 
was  well  to  allow  them  to  send  him  to 
prison.  On  the  other  hsind,  in  a  case 
where  there  was  considerable  hope  of 
improvement  in  the  future,  surely  it 
would  be  a  right  thing  to  allow  the 
magistrates  to  send  the  ohild  to  the 
workhaase  or  some  other  place,  where 
he  could  be  securely  kept  until  he  could 
be  sent  to  the  school. 

M».  T0MLIN80N  said,  if,  as  it  was 
contended,  the  power  was  optional,  the 
Bill  itself  should  say  what  the  alterna- 
tive was  to  be. 

Mb.  DTJGDALE  said,  it  was  practi- 
cally in  the  discretion  of  the  magistrate, 
andthe  words  were  taken  fromthelndus- 
trial  Schools  Act,  1866.  By  that  Act,  if 
there  were  no  poor  house  at  a  convenient 
distance,  the  child  was  to  be  detained  in 
saeh  other  place,  not  being  a  prison,  as 
the  magistrate  thought  fit.  These  words 

701,  OCCXXVIt.    [thied  bbeiss.] 
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of  the  Act  he  had  incorporated  in  the 
present  Bill.  No  doubt,  some  person 
could  be  found  to  whom  the  magistrate 
would  be  willing  to  entrust  the  ohild 
for  safe  custody  until  a  reformatory  was 
ready  for  him.  He  would  be  sent  some- 
times to  a  place  in  the  neighbourhood, 
or  sometimes  to  a  workhouse,  as  the 
case  might  be.  If  they  thought  that  the 
child  ought  to  be  sent  to  prison,  they 
could  send  him  there;  but  he  hoped  that 
in  many  oases  they  would  be  able  to  eeod 
him  direct  to  a  reformatory.  A  case  bad 
occurred  within  his  own  knowledge  of  a 
boy  who  stabbed  a  man  in  the  street,  and 
so  nearly  killed  him  that  he  would  have 
died  had  he  not  been  within  a  very  short 
distance  of  a  neighbouring  hospital. 
The  boy  was  sent  to  prison  for  14  days 
and  then  to  a  reformatory ;  but,  from 
the  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Dagdale) 
would  have  been  glad  if  he  could  have 
sent  him  to  a  reformatory  at  once,  but 
was  unable  to  do  so  owing  to  the  state 
of  the  law.  That  case,  in  his  opinion, 
showed  the  necessity  for  a  clause  of  this 
kind. 

Mr.  WHA.RTON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Preston  did  not 
take  note  of  the  fact  that  a  remand  was 
ordered  during  the  progress  of  a  case. 
But  they  were  dealing  here  with  a  case 
that  had  been  concluded. 

Mb.  tomlinson  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  was  the  alternative,  see- 
ing that  the  clause  was  optional  ?  He 
understood  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  say  a  short  time  ago  that  it  was  a 
remand,  but  now  he  said  it  was  not  so. 

Mb.  DUGDALK  said,  the  clause  gave 
power  to  detain  the  offender  until  he 
was  sent  to  a  reformatory. 

Mb.  tomlinson  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  (Gentleman  had  not  shown  the 
alteruative  to  sending  him  to  prison 
while  he  was  waiting  to  go  to  a  refor* 
matory. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  did  not 
see  the  difficulty  suggested  by  his  faon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston,  because  the  magistrate,  under 
the  Act,  would  have  power  if  necessary, 
and  if  nobody  could  be  found  to  take 
charge  of  the  ohild,  to  give  him  a  short 
term  of  imprisonment  in  order  to  keep 
him  in  custody.  As  he  understood  the 
clause  it  gave  the  magistrate  permission  to 
omit  the  sentence  of  imprisonment,  bat 
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it  did  not  prevent  him  from  inflicting  it: 
if  he  was  able  in  And  a  person  to  take 
charge  of  the  offender  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  put  him  in  prison ;  but  if  it 
be  necessarj  he  would  be  able  to  do  so. 
The  8ECEETARY  op  STATE  for 
THB  HOifE  DEPABUENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
THswa)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  in  order 
to  meet  the  doubts  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Tomiiuaon),  he  would  point  out 
that  the  Bill  did  not  repeal  the  esisting 
Beformatory  Schools  Act,  under  which 
the  magistrate  was  called  upon  to  sen- 
tence the  boy,  at  any  rate,  to  10  days' 
imprisonment  or  longer,  before  he  or- 
dered him  to  be  sent  to  a  reformatory. 
In  a  really  criminal  case  the  magistrate 
would  act  upon  that  power,  and  sen- 
tence the  boy  to  imprisonment  during 
the  time  that  a  reformatory  school  was 
being  found.  The  most  obvious  place 
to  send  him  to  was  the  prison,  and  that 
remained  in  the  clause.  If,  however, 
the  boy  was  one  who,  as  the  magistrate 
thought,  ought  not  to  become  a  gaol- 
bird, because  it  would  prejudice  bis 
ohance  of  improvement  and  progress  in 
life,  the  alternative  was  given  to  him  of 
sending  him  to  some  place  other  than  a 

Jirison,  while  a  reformatory  was  being 
ouud  which  could  receive  him  —  not 
necessarily  the  workhouse — where  he 
would  be  taken  care  of.  He  thought 
bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  was  right  in  saying  that 
if  the  boy  was  under  sentence  there  was 
no  power  of  remand — to  have  a  remand 
after  aentenoe  was  rather  a  startling 
proceeding.  He  might  be  allowed  to 
say  that  he  was  placed  in  oonsiderable 
difflculty  in  respect  of  this  Bill,  all  the 
provisioDB  of  which  he  had  already 
inclnded  in  a  much  larger  measure  that 
he  had  hoped  ere  this  to  have  laid  be- 
fore the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would, 
therefore,  excuse  him  for  saying  that 
some  of  the  points  of  the  Bill  were 
unnecessary. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked,  where  was 
the  child  to  go,  supposing  that  a  magis- 
trate sentenced  him  to  a  reformatory 
Bohool,  and  could  not  find  a  charitable 
institution  or  workhouse  to  take  charge 
of  him  while  the  school  was  being  found  ? 
Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  the 
magistrate,  before  he  sentenced  a  child  to 
A  reformatory,  might  be  expected  to  as- 
certain whether  he  could  carry  out  the 
Mr.  J.B.A.  MmdotwH 


sentence.  By  the  law  in  Scotland,  whioh 
in  this  matter  he  auppoeed  to  be  the 
same  as  in  England,  the  magistrate  had 
power  to  sentence  the  offender  to  a  few 
days'  imprisonment  in  order  to  ascertain 
some  necessary  facts.  The  position  of 
an  tmconvicted  person  in  prison  waiting 
for  trial  was  quite  different  from  that  of 
a  convicted  person.  The  character  of 
the  former  was  not  affected  in  the  same 
way  as  it  would  be  if  he  wore  convicted 
and  then  sent  to  prison. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraien, 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  the  Amend- 
ment he  was  about  to  propose  was  in- 
tended to  modify  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who  believed 
he  could  find  a  refuge  for  these  young 
criminals  in  the  workhouse.  From  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  Committee  would  understand  that 
this  was  not  a  satisfactory  proceeding. 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  Committee  to 
agree  to  this  Amendment,  which  saved 
the  rights  of  those  who  managed  work- 
houses, by  providing  that  no  master  of 
a  workhouse  should  oe  authorized  by  the 
section  to  admit  an  offender  to  the  work- 
house except  with  the  sanction  ofths 
Board  of  Guardians.  He  had  proposed 
that  this  should  be  confirmed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board;  but  apparently 
those  who  represented  the  Department 
did  not  wish  to  have  that  duty  oast  upon 
them,  and,  therefore,  be  would  move  the 
Amendment  as  it  stood  on  the  Paper, 
which  he  trusted  the  Committee  would 
accept. 

Amendment  proposed, 

lQpitge2,  lias6,  attheead,  add— "Provided 
that  no  muter  of  s  workhaoM  shall  be  aatho- 
rized  by  thij  section  to  admit  such  offbnder  to 
the  workhoase  except  with  the  waction  of  the 
Board  of  Giurdtaiu."— (Jfr.  /.  0.  Ttltet.) 

Qrueetion  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  DUGDALE  said,  this  was  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  he  was  willing 
to  accept  it. 

Sir  EOBEET  FOWLEE  (London) 
said,  that  where  a  Board  of  Guardians 
met  once  a  fortnight,  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  for  the  magistrate  to  have 
to  wait  for  10  days  or  more  before  the 
offender  could  be  sent  to  the  workhouse. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  said,  it  was  not 
meant  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
should  pass  a  reaolntion  in  eadi  particq- 
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larcoae;  it  was  intended  that  general 
consent  ahoold  b«  given. 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Olause,  aa  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Claase  4  (Bemoval  of  offender  to  cer- 
tified reform  atoTj  acbool). 

Sm  JOHN  DOBINaTON(aioncester, 
Tflwkesburj)  said,  there  did  not  appear 
to  bo  anything  in  the  clause  to  ^ow 
vho  vae  to  take  chat^e  of  the  offender 
for  the  parpoee  of  delivering  him  to  the 
enperinteudent  of  the  Teformatorj,  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  some  Amend- 
ment vas  required.  It  was  true  that 
the  clause  followed  the  wording  of  the 
old  Beformator;  Schools  Act,  in  which 
the  gaoler  delivered  the  person  into  the 
cuatondy  of  the  superintendent ;  but  the 
gaoler  was,  at  the  time  the  Aat  was 
paased,  an  officer  of  Quarter  Sessioue, 
whereaa  he  was  now  au  officer  of  the 
Crown.  The  offender,  however,  was  not 
to  be  placed  in  hii  custody,  but  in 
charge  of  eomeooe  else — the  master  of  a 
workhouse  or  a  private  individual.  Now 
it  wai  certain  that  the  Beformatory 
Schools  had  no  staff  to  send  about  the 
country  after  the  boys  committed  to 
them,  nor  had  the  workhouses  any  staff 
to  conduct  the  boys  from  thenoe  to  the 
reformatory.  He  would  therefore  move 
the  insertion  of  words  to  meet  this  point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
9,  after  the  word  "  the,"  insert  the  words 
"  of  the  police,  who  shall  deliver  the 
offender  into  the  custody  of  the." — {Sir 
Jokm  IhringUm.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

M&.DUQDALE  (Warwickshire,  Nun- 
eaton) said,  the  olanae  had  been  drawn 
on  Section  15  of  the  Beformatory  Schools 
Act  of  1866,  and  he  could  hardly  appre- 
date  the  difficulty  of  his  hon.  Friend 
with  regard  to  there  being  no  officer  of 
the  reformatory  to  take  the  child  from 
the  person  to  whom  the  magistrate  de- 
.lirered  him.  The  Act  of  1B66  provided 
that  the  gaoler,  having  in  his  custody 
any  offender,  "  should  at  the  appointed 
time  deliver  him  into  the  custody  of  the 
superintendent  of  the  reformatory 
(CDool ;  "  and  he  had  followed  it  up  by 
saying  that  the  person  to  whom  the 
offender  waa  sent — 
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or  other  person  in  charge  of  the  achool  in  which 
lie  it  to  be  dat&ined." 

Hie  hon.  Friend  wished  to  put  the  police- 
man in  the  place  of  the  superintendent 
orofficer  of  the  school  ;  but  he  did  not 
see  that  there  was  any  great  difficulty 
in  the  superintendent  or  officer  of  the 
school  taking  charge  of  the  hoy  at  the 
place  to  which  he  had  been  sent.  There 
was  no  harm,  so  far  as  he  knew,  in  the 
police  taking  charge  of  the  boy,  but 
certainly    it    seemed    to    be    unneceft- 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  tJniver- 
sity]  said,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
did  not  appear  to  see  the  force  of  the 
Amendment.  Supposing  that  a  child 
was  sent  under  the  Bill  to  the  work- 
house before  going  to  the  reformatory 
school ;  BB  the  clause  stood,  it  would  be 
for  the  officer  of  tho  workhouse  to  toke 
the  child  from  the  workhouse,  and  de- 
liver him  at  the  reformatory  school, 
which  might  be  a  long  distance  away. 
The  object  of  hie  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  was  that  tho 
child  on  his  way  to  the  school  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  an  officer  of  justice,  and 
not  of  some  casual  person  in  whose  care 
he  might  temporarily  have  been.  The 
Amendment  appeared  to  him  very 
reasonable,  and  he  hoped  the  Oommittee 
would  accept  it. 

Ub.  DUODALE  said,  he  perceived 
there  might  be  a  difficulty  in  the  case 
where  the  offender  was  sent  from  the 
workhouse  to  a  reformatory  school, 
perhaps  in  another  county,  and  was, 
therenre,  willing  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agrtid  to. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  S.  (Expense  of  oonvayanoe 
and  maintenance). 

Ua.  TOMLINSON  {Preston)  asked  if 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  bring  in  a 
Money  Bill  to  carry  out  the  provision  of 
the  clause,  that  the  expense  of  oonvey- 
ing  the  offender  should  be  de&ayed  by 
the  prison  authority  within  the  district 
of  conviction  ? 

Thx  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  ITniveraities)  said,  he  thought 
tbe  clause  was  right  as  it  stood  ;  at  any 
rate,  in  Scotland  all  the  eipense  of  con- 
veying &  prisoner  to  the  place  where  be 
wasto  be  finally  confined  was  bomebythe 
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prison  authority  of  the  district 
the  oanviction  took  plaos. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Esoapia^  from  places  of 
detention)  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Penalty  on  persons  inducing 
offenders  to  escapa). 

Mr.  J.  a  TALBOr  said,  that  two 
months  seemed  hardly  an  adequate  term 
of  imprisonment  to  correspond  to  a 
money  psoalty  of  £20,  and  as  the  maxi- 
mum term  of  imprisonment  was  rarely 
imposed,  it  would  end  in  the  practice  of 
only  a  month's  imprison  meat  being 
usually  inflicted  for  offenoea  so  serious 
as  inducing  young  offenders  to  abscond, 
or  harbouriug  them  when  they  had  ab- 
sconded. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
11,  leave  out  the  word  "two,"  and  in- 
aertthe  word  "  six."— (Jfr.  J.  G  Talhot.) 

Question  proposod,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Me.  DUGDAiE  (Warwickshire,  Nun- 
eaton) said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  hardly  be  aware  that  two 
months'  imprisonmeat  was  the  maxi- 
mum term  that  could  be  imposed  under 
the  Industrial  Schools  and  Beforma- 
tory  Schools  Acts. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdosald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Unirersities)  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  to  move  to  aubstituto  the 
word  "  Court  "  for  the  word  "  Justicss." 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  in  that  case 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee 
would  have  to  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment  by  leave  mthdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mi.o- 
SOMALD,  the  following  Amendment 
made : — In  line  1 1,  leave  ont  the  word 
"  Justices,"  and  insert  the  word  "Court." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  word  "two,"  and 
insert  the  word  "six." — (ifr.  J.  O. 
Talhot.) 

Question  propoied,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  T0MLIN80N    (Preston)   said, 

that  they  were  entitled  to  some  more 

solid  reason  against  this  Amendment 

than  had  been  given  by  hia  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  (Mr.  Dugdole),whea  he 
referred  to  the  penalty  in  the  existing 
Acts.  There  might  J>e  many  oases  in 
which  it  would  be  worth  while  to  get 
the  boy  out  of  the  way;  and  as  he  took 
it  that  the  Bill  was  intended  to  be  largely 
acted  upon,  he  thought  the  Oommittae 
ought  to  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  Universitj 
(Hr.  J.  O.  Talbot),  which  he  should  do 
if  it  went  to  a  Division. 

An  hon.  Mbubbb  said,  he  should  like 
to  point  out  that  under  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act  a  fine  not  exceeding 
£20,  or  not  exceeding  two  months'  im- 
prisonment, was  imposed  on  the  person 
who  concealed  or  assisted  an  offender  to 
escape.  If,  therefore,  the  Amendment 
were  agreed  to,  they  would  have  in  force 
two  Acts  of  Parliament  at  variance  with 
each  other. 

Mr.  DTTODALE  said,  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a 
term  of  imprisonment  different  from 
that  which  was  provided  under  the 
Act  of  1866,  and  he,  therefore,  felt  bonnd 
to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  BANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) said,  that  this  was  a  most 
merciful  Provision,  and  in  the  interest 
of  tha  childrea  themselves,  and  in  order 
that  the  system  might  have  a  fair  chance 
of  working,  the  penalty  on  anyone  who 
frustrated  the  object  of  the  measure 
ought  to  be  a  very  severe  one.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  360  ; 
Noes  61:  Majority  199.— (Div.  List, 
No.  148.) 

Preamble  read,  and  agrttd  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wtitutday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  295.] 

OATHS  BILL.-CB1LL  7-1 

(Mr.  BrsdUHfh,  Sir  Jehu   Simon,   Mr.    IfUt, 

Mr.  Cmrltuy  STemiy,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Celtridf, 

Mr.  Illingwtrth,   Mr.  Sieltard  Caiontt  Byn, 

Mr.  Jfu  Ctltingi.) 

couurrrEX. 
Bill  eontidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Affirmation  may  be  made 
instead  of  oath). 
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Hb.  NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamleta,  IJme- 
houBS)  said,  in  rising  to  move  tbe 
Amendmeiit  in  Itis  name,  be  would  not 
disguise  from  the  Committee  his  inten- 
tion to  meet  tlus  Bill  on  all  its  stages 
with  uiicom)rDmiiiag  opposition  and 
hoatilitj.  He  believ^  that  if,  unfortu- 
nately, thoBill  should  be  oarried  through 
Committee,  and  through  the  House, 
there  would  be  throughout  the  country 
a  feeling  of  intense  indignation  and 
Borrow.  On  the  present  occasion  he 
should  endeavour  to  excise  from  what 
he  had  to  aay  anything  of  a  personal 
nature.  Ha  was  obliged  to  remark  that 
it  was  the  function  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  represent  the  interests  of 
the  nation  at  large,  and  not  the  interests 
of  one  indiridual,  and  it  was  surprising 
to  him  that  so  many  days  and  hours 
ehould  have  been  wasted  on  a  matter, 
which,  except  in  a  religious  sense,  was 
one  of  inferior  importance.  He  con- 
tended that,  under  Standing  Order  63, 
the  portals  of  the  House  of  Commons 
were  open  to  men  of  every  persua- 
non. 

The  OHAISMAN  said,  he  would 
pofnt  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
must  speak  to  the  Amendment  he  pro- 
posed to  move. 

Ma.  NGBHIS  said,  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  was  speaking  to  his 
Amendment,  which  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Bill  should  not  apply  to  those 
who  stated  that  they  had  no  religious 
belief,  and  he  was  about  to  adduce  argu- 
ment on  which  that  Amendment  was 
based.  He  had  said  that  they  had 
opened  their  portals  very  widely  already, 
and  would  add  that,  for  his  part  and  on 
behalf  of  those  who  thought  with  him, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  admit  Gentlemen 
who  were  not  prepared  to  take  the  Oath, 
or  to  make  affirmation  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  now  prescribed.  He 
warned  the  House  that  irreligion  was 
spreading,  and,  as  was  shown  by  a 
Paper  by  a  Bev.  Bishop,  large  meetings 
were  held  in  Victoria  Park  on  Sundays, 
at  which  the  most  sacred  subjects  were 
discussed  with  profanity  and  ribaldry. 
Aa  he  had  said,  they  welcomed  in  their 
midst  men  of  every  religious  persuasion ; 
but  they  were  asked  in  this  Bill  to  allow 
men  who  had  no  religious  belief  what- 
ever to  make  a  solemn  affirmation. 

Mb.  BBADLATJQH  (Northampton) 
rose  to  Order.  The  word  "solemn" 
was  the  subject  of  a  later  Amendment. 


The  CHAIBUAN  said,  he  must 
impress  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
necessity  of  giving  some  point  to  his 
argument. 

Mb.  NOBBIS  said,  that  no  man  hod 
greater  deference  for  the  Obair  than 
himself,  and  he,  of  course,  bowed  to 
that  intimation.  He  held  in  hia  hand 
an  extract  from  a  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  who,  in 
1880,  said  that  no  new  law  was  neces- 
saryto  enable  a  Member  to  go  to  the 
Table  and  be  sworn.  They  had,  under 
the  Bules  of  Procedure,  the  opportunity 
of  taking  the  Oath  and  the  opportunity 
of  making  affirmation ;  what  more,  then, 
was  necessary  ?  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
were  not  prepared  to  ignore  the  religious 
feelings  inherent  in  the  people  of  this 
country,  by  whom,  from  the  Sovereign 
to  the  peasant,  the  name  of  God  was 
revered.  For  his  own  part,  he  would, 
in  the  matter  of  this  Bill,  accept  no 
compromise,  considering  it,  as  he  did, 
fVaugbt  with  evil  consequences  and  con- 
traty  to  the  first  principle  of  religion. 
Therefore,  in  defence  of  political,  moral, 
and  religious  principles,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pa^  1,  line  5,  nfter  the  word  "  person," 
to  inMrt  the  words  "  eiceptbg  those  who  it&te 
they  hsre    no    religiQai   convictioni." — (Mr, 


Ma.  BBADLAUGH  said,  it  waa  per- 
fectly impossible  that  the  House  could 
accept  this  Amendmeut,  which  went  in 
the  teeth  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  aa 
affirmed  by  a  majority  of  100  in  a  full 
House.  He  did  not  condescend  to  dis- 
ousa  what  the  hon.  Member  called  the 
reasons  for  his  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sitagain."— (fl»-..4»nfer- 
««,.) 

Ma.  BBADLAUGH  said,  it  was  of 
course  impossible  to  make  effective  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill  that  day,  and  there- 
fore, as  the  Amendment  was  of  impor- 
tance, he  did  not  oppose  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 


Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 
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Committee  repoit  FrogresB ;  to  sit 
agaia  upon  Wedneiday  next. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL.— [Bill  2.] 

(Jfr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Broadhurit,  Mr.  Bart,  Mr. 

CharUt     Cameron,   Mr.    Jtiu    CoUingt,   Mr. 

Htrbert    Gardntr,  Mr.   Haiert  Reid,  Mr.  T. 

W.  Ruutli.) 

COUUITrEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— [«r.  HiMogt.) 

Mk.  M'LABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  desired  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  it  would  be  competent  to  Mm 
to  move  in  Committee  an  Amendment 
authorizing  marriage  with  8  deceased 
husband's  brother  ?  If  not,  he  would 
move  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  object  wLich 
the  hon.  Qeutleman  baa  in  view  can 
only  be  attained  by  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  the  principle 
involved  in  the  Instruction  was  very 
important,  and  it  was  one  which  the 
House  could  not  possibly  con  aider  in  the 
four  minutes  wluch  remained  for  dis- 
cussion; therefore,  in  order  that  the 
question  might  come  forward  at  a  more 
convenient  period,  he  begged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mk.  speaker  said,  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Motion  had  not  yet  been  moved. 

Ms.  M'L&REN  said,  he  would,  in  that 
case,  merely  move  the  Instruction  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  ;  and,  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  delay  or  talk  out  the  Bill, 
he  would  not  aay  anything  further. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  bs  an  Instruction  to  the  Connnitlee 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  so  as  to  include  marriages  between  a 
woman  and  her  deceased  husband's  brother." — 
(,Mt.  WalUr  M'Larm.) 

yia..  HENEAOE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  not  used 
any  arguments  in  support  of  his  Motion, 
he  dia  not  think  it  necessary  to  offer 
any  in  opposition  to  it,  and  would,  there- 
fore, claimtomove,  "  That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  As  no  arguments 
have  been  adduced  on  either  side,  I 


cannot  consent  to  put  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford,  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  might  perhaps  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  upon  thia 
Instruction,  which  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  moved  in  language 
adequate  to  the  subject.  For  his  part, 
be  could  take  no  share  in  it.  But  ha 
wished  to  point  out  that  white  the  right 
hun.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heueage)  would,  by  his 
Bill,  pull  out  one  atone  of  the  great 
and  sacred  fabric  of  the  Marriage  Iaws 
of  the  country,  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  desirous  of  pullingout  many  others. 
It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 


PARTNERSHIP  BILL.-[Biu,  206.] 

{Cvlenil  Hilt,  Sir  Bemkard  Samutlnii,  Sir  Qtargt 

SUioi,  Sir    Charla  Palattr,  Mr.   IF/iUlef,  Sir 

Albtrt  E.  RoUit,  Mr.  Stale-Haynt.) 

OOUUITTKl, 

Bill  eontid»r»d  in  Committe. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agrttd  to. 

Clause  2  (Commenoement  of  Act). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wadne»day  next. 

RIQHTH  OF  WAT  (bCOTLANB)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Blr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Iiaw  relating  to  Rights  of  Way  in  Scotland, 
orderid  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brjce,  Ifr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Uuchauaa,  Mr.  D.Crawford, 
Sir.  Baird,  Mr.  Asqnith,  and  Mr.  Eatlamont. 
^iUpreietiltd.  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  296.  ] 

HouM  aiyoiimed  at  twenty  minvtea 
before  Six  o'docki 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
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Seiettd  /i<atfi'it;— Aogmentation  of  Benefiose  Act 

Amendment  (73). 


7f  dpm  Spocet  {Junk  t4,  1888|  (3t*trepoUg).  76 

to  open  Bpaces,  and  it  was,  Wbethei  it 
iras  their  intention  within  a  reasonable 
period  to  build  over  the  entire  ^en 
apace  at  present  adjoining  the  Lav 
Courts,  and  bounded  on  the  Western 
and  South-Western  sides  by  King's 
College  Hospital  and  Olement's  Inn; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  would  have 
any  objection  to  lay  out  and  maintain 
as  a  public  garden  such  portion  of  the 
space  as  they  do  not  intend  to  cover 
with  buildings?  Although  this  space 
was  not  a  large  one,  it  was  one  well 
worth  preserving  or  allowing  the  publio 
to  use  until  it  was  built  upon.  It  was 
the  only  spot  from  which  the  Law  Courts 
could  be  well  seen  to  advantage.  The 
district  was  densely  populated,  and  it 
was  very  badly  off  for  open  spaces. 
The  experience  of  the  Uetropolitan 
Public  Qardens  Association  was  that 
the  working  classea  could  be  trusted 
to  maintain' order  among  themselves 
and  to  preserve  property  of  which 
they  had  the  enjoyment.  He  under- 
stood the  Government  desired  to  build 
Bankruptcy  offices  in  close  proximity  to 
the  Law  Courts ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  this  site  should  be  left  in  its  present 
dilapidated  condition ;  nor  would  that 
be  a  necessary  conaeqaonce  of  making  a 
road  through  it  if  it  were  necessary  to 
do  it.  It  was  two  years  since  it  was 
said  that  Bankruptcy  buildinga  were 
going  to  be  built,  and  yet  nothing  had 
been  done ;  and  if  the  land  was  not 
going  to  be  appropriated  at  once  the 
public  might  have  the  enjoyment  until 
it  was  required. 

Tub  Earl  of  WEMTSS  said,  there 
was  an  apparent  inconelstenoy  between 
this  Question  and  the  third  on  the  Paper, 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  suggested  the 
planting  of  trees  on  the  space  near  the 
British  Museum,  which  trees  would  in- 
terfere  with  the  public  view  of  the  build- 
ing. It  appeared  that  wherever  the 
noble  Lord  saw  an  open  space  he 
deured  to  plant  trees. 

Eakl  GBANVILLE  said,  that  one  or 
two  trees  would  not  destroy  the  view  of 
either  building. 

Eakl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  would 
support  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl 
for  permission  to  use  the  Law  Courts 
space  as  a  recreation  ground,  a  privilege 
which,  to  judge  from  experience,  would 
be  greatly  appreciated  ;  the  neighbour- 
hood being  densely  populated,  Lincoln's 
Inn   Fields    being    unfortunately  still 


JKtfw-f— Land  Iaw  (IreUnd)  Act,  188T,  Amend- 
ment (1 31). 

PaoviiiOHAL  Ohdbb  Bills  —  Pint  Btaditig — 
Gas  (No.  ai*  (UB);  Local  Government 
(Highways)*  (149);  Loctd  Govemmeat 
{No.  7)»  (IfiO);  Local  Goyernment  (Port)* 
(ISl), 

Steond   Stoding  —  Public    Health   (Scotland) 


Law)  (No.  *)•  (120);  Local  Govemmeot 
(Foot  Law)  (No.  5)*  (ISl);  MetropoliUo 
Commoni  (Chiilehunt  and  St.  Paul's  Craj]  * 
(122). 
ITiird  Jtradi'v— Local  Govornmant*  (113); 
Local  Governroont  {No.  2)"  (114)1  Local 
Oovenimeiit  (Poor  Law]  *  (116)  ;  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)"  (116); 
Local  GoTomment  (Poor  Iaw)  (No.  3)  * 
(117),  andjHMMrf. 

AUOUBNTATION    OF  BENEFICES  ACT 

AUENDMBNT  bill.— (No.  7S.} 

(Tht  Lord  Chaat^ler.) 

BKOokh  aBASuia. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
HAI.BBUB7),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  explained  that 
there  were  certain  funds  at  his  disposal, 
derived  from  the  sale  of  certain  livings, 
for  the  augmentation  of  benefices.  The 
snra,  unfortunately,  did  not  now  exceed 
£5,000.  At  present  the  amount  which 
he  could  allocate  out  of  this  money  in 
augmentation  of  a  clergyman's  income 
dependedineachcaaeupon  the  number  of 
the  population  of  the  parish.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  before  the  House  was  to 
abolish  this  condition  and  to  enable  him 
to  augment  livings  which  were  below 
£200  a-year  without  paying  regard  to 
population.  A  clergyman,  he  held, 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  undertake  the 
work  of  any  parish  for  a  smaller  income 
than  £200.  The  Bill  woiild  enable  him 
to  augment  benefices  up  to  that  amount. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
~{T/m  Lord  Chaneellor.) 

Motion  agreid  to ;  Bill  read  2>  acoord- 
inglv,  and  eontmUtid  to  a  Committee  of 


the^ 


hole  House  Te-morroie. 


OPEN    SPACES    (METROPOLIS)  —  THE 

LAW  COURTS  SITE;  WESTMINSTER 

ABBET  (PABLIAMBNT  SODARE) ;  THE 

BRITISH  MUSEUM. 

<tVB»riON8.     OBSERTATIOIfa. 

Ths  Eari.  07  MEATH  said,  he  rose 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  the 
fiiBt  of  three  Questiona  with  reference 
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closed,  and  ooly  a  narrow  strip  of  om- 
banltment  eardeu  at  all  vithin  rsaoh. 

LoBB  HENNIKEB  said,  the  Bank- 
rupto;  offices  were  to  be  built  chiefly 
upon  a  part  of  the  lite  of  Clemeot'sinn 
Boquired  by  the  Oovernmeat  last  fear. 
Fart  of  this  open  apace  might  also  be 
wanted  for  these  ofGces  and  part  or  all 
of  it  might  also  be  required — and  it 
was  imposBible  to  eay  how  soon— for  the 
extension  of  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, which  be  was  told  b;  the  First 
Commissioner  was  desired  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wootsaok.  At 
the  present  time  there  were  many  de- 
mands upon  the  Office  of  Works  for 
new  buildings,  as,  for  instance,  the  War 
Office  and  Admiralty  buildings,  and 
others,  and  it  might  be  some  years 
before  the  Treasury  would  grant  all 
the  money  required  for  the  improre- 
meuts  of  the  Hoyal  Courts  of  Justice. 
If  in  the  meantime  any  expense  were  to 
be  incurred  in  making  the  land  avail- 
able for  recreation,  such  expense  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  Metropolis  rather 
than  by  the  funds  provided  by  Par- 
liament, inasmucb  as  the  benefit  was 
of  a  local  kind,  and  not  one  which 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  If  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
the  local  Vestry,  or  the  Metropolitan 
Gardens  Association,  over  which  the 
noble  Earl  presided,  desired  to  adapt 
the  land  temporarily  as  a  recreation 
ground,  the  Office  of  Works  were  per- 
kily willing  to  consider  any  scheme  that 
might  be  siAimitted  to  them,  subject  to 
tbe  imperative  condition  that  the  liberty 
of  tbe  Qovemment  to  deal  with  tbe 
land  for  their  own  purposes  at  any  time 
should  not  be  in  any  way  prejudiced. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbdbt)  said,  it  seemed  to  bim  an 
extraordinary  proposition  that  land  pur- 
chased at  great  cost  for  Courts  of  Justice 
should  be  devoted  to  other  purposes. 
Of  course,  he  had  nothing  to  say  to  any 
temporary  use  of  it  that  might  not  inter- 
fere with  its  ultimate  destlnatioa ;  but 
tbe  administration  of  justice  to  clamour- 
ing suitors  was  hampered  by  the  want 
of  Courts  to  sit  in,  and  in  these  circum- 
stances it  waa  impossible  for  tbe  Qo- 
vernment  to  commit  itself  to  devote  a 
piece  of  land  bought  expressly  for  Courts 
of  Justice  at  a  high  price  to  any  other 
purpose  whatever.  As  to  tbe  inconve- 
nience of  the  Courts  of  Justice,  it  was 
only  just  to  remember  that  they  were 
£arl  Forteieui 


planned  for  one  system  of  administra- 
tiou  and  were  used  for  another,  and  if 
any  inconvenience  resulted  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  tbe  arohitect  or  of  those  who 
adopted  the  plans ;  but,  spealiiDg  from 
personal  experience,  ■  he  did  not  find 
there  was  much  incouTsnienco,  and  he 
certainly  thought  that  the  new  Courts 
were  an  improvement  upon  the  old  ones. 
Eaki,  nelson  said,  be  thought  the 
site  in  question  was  originally  purchased 
for  the  rebuilding  of  one  of  the  churches 
in  the  Strand— St.  Clement  Danes- 
when  it  was  taken  down  for  tbe  widen- 
ing of  the  Strand. 

Loan  HERSCHELL  said,  he  hoped 
that  no  Government  would  ever  oontem- 
plate  building  upon  tbe  whole  or  the 
greater  portion  of  the  site  in  question ; 
It  would  spoil  the  view  of  the  exist- 
ing buildings  if  they  did.  The 
fiublic  would  benefit  ranch  more  from 
eaving  the  land  as  an  open  apace  than 
from  occupying  any  portion  of  it  with 
buildings.  There  was  always  a  tempta- 
tion if  you  bad  a  vacant  piece  of  land  to 
build  upon  it.  He  should  like  to  see  so 
much  of  this  laud  as  was  really  neces- 
sary to  preserve  tbe  view  of  the  present 
buildings  from  obstruction  definitely 
devoted  to  a  purpose  that  would  render 
it  in  tbe  highest  degree  unlikely  that  it 
would  ever  be  built  upon. 

The  Eabl  of  MEATH  begged,  oa 
behalf  of  his  Association,  to  thank  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Henniker)  for  the 
offer  be  had  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  He  wished,  further,  to 
ask  Her  Majesty'sGovemment,  whether 
they  would  permit  the  public  to  enter 
during  the  hours  of  daylight  the  small 
enclosure  facing  the  Abbey  and  tbe 
Houses  of  Parliament,  in  which  the 
statue  of  Canning  was  situated  ?  He 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  further  open  spaces  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  were  several  in  the  district 
around ;  but  there  was  no  spot  where  a 
foreigner  or  any  individual  who  visited 
the  Metropolis  could  sit  down  in  peaoa 
and  quiet  and  contemplate  and  study 
carefullythe  architectural  beauties  which 
surrounded  Parliament  Square.  He 
thought  that  a  few  seats  should  be  pro- 
vided. The  Association  with  which  he 
was  connected  had  placed  seats  in  the 
open  space  ia  front  of  tbe  Abbey,  but  no 
view  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  oould 
be  bad  from  them.    All  he  asked  was 
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that  the  spot  to  wbich  hii  Queetion 
referred  should  be  thrown,  as  it  were, 
into  the  roadway,  juet  as  they  uw  sach 
plBoes  in  Continental  towns,  and  that 
the  grass  and  shrubs  should  be  left  and 
seats  placed  there. 

LoHD  H£NNI£EB  said,  that  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Earl  pointed  to 
the  Square  being  thrown  open  to 
foreigners  and  strangers.  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  considered 
the  question  carefully,  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  impossible  to  reserre 
on  open  space  such  as  was  proposed  for 
any  particular  doss  of  persons,  and  he 
did  not  consider  that  this  spot  of  ground 
was  a  suitable  one  to  which  the  general 
public  should  be  admitted. 

Eart.  OBANTILLE  said,  he  did  not 
anderstand  that  the  Queetion  had  been 
put  in  the  form  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed,  to  think  it  had — namely,  as  to 
whether  this  open  space  should  be  re- 
serred  entirely  for  foreigners  and 
Btrangers,  whicn  was  obviously  impos- 
sible. The  object  was  to  have  the  spot 
thrown  open  for  the  benefit  of  all. 

Thb  RaiME  MINISTER  as 
ORETAHY  OF  STATE  fob  FOEEIQN 
AFFAJBS  (The  Uaiqueas  of  Sausbdbt) 
said,  that  reference  was  made  by  the 
noble  Karl  (the  Earl  of  Heath)  to  con- 
teniplatire  persons.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  amoll  boys  of  London  would  infest 
and  take  possession  of  the  Square  if 
they  threw  it  open,  and  their  occupations 
would  not  farouT  that  »sthetio  contem- 
plation which  the  noble  Earl  desired  to 

Eabl  F0BTESGU£  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  reconsider  his 
decision.    He  thought  that  there  were 

E laces  in  the  Square  where  seats  could 
e  placed  under  the  trees.  If  the  ex- 
isting railings  were  moved  a  few  feet 
back,  behind  the  seats,  the  hooses  would 
be  effectually  protected  from  annoyance. 
Lord  HENNIKER  said,  that  ho 
thought  there  would  be  no-  dif&culty 
in  placing  seats  in  Parliament  Square  if 
desired.  There  were  many  reasons 
which  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to 
trouble  their  lordships  with,  suoh  as  the 
question  of  which  the  noble  liarqness — 
ue  Prime  Minister— had  spoken  of,  in- 
jury to  property,  and  so  on,  which  would 
result  upon  the  throwingopen  of  this  spot. 
Thb  MjnQtrnM  OF  KIPON  asked, 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  under- 
take that  aeaU  should  be  placed  in  Fu- 
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liament  Square  where  it  was  possible  to 
do  so  7 

Lord  HENNIEER  said,  he  would 
undertake  to  submit  the  matter  to  Hve 
First  Cammissioner  of  Works. 

LoBD  STEATHEDEN  ato  CAMP- 
BELL said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Government  had  come  to  a  sound  de- 
oiaion  not  to  throw  this  space  open  to 
the  publio.  Such  a  change  woi^d  bo 
injurious  and  unjustj^to  vendors  and 
purchasers  of  property. 

Thb  Eabj,  or  MEATH  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  tbej 
would  at  the  proper  season  plant  some 
trees  in  the  open  space  in  front  of  the 
British  Museum?  He  thought  that  if 
trees  were  more  generally  planted,  as 
they  were  in  America,  where  in  some 
places  everyone  planted  a  tree  on  a 
particular  day,  it  would  be  an  excellent 
thing.  Their  Lordships  were  well  aware 
that  trees  added  not  only  to  the  beauty 
of  the  Metropolis,  but  also  to  the  health 
of  London. 

The  Eabl  os  WEMTSS  said,  he  cer- 
tainly had  no  wish  to  stop  the  planting 
of  trees  in  the  Metropolis  ;  but  he 
thought  that  they  could  have  too  much 
of  a  good  thing.  Care  should  be  taken 
not  to  plant  the  trees  too  close  together, 
and  aUowance  ought  to  be  made  for 
their  rapid  growth,  as  it  was  very  un- 
desirable  that  views  of  the  Parks  should 
be  shut  out  by  them. 

LoBD  HEKNIKER  said,  that  he 
could  not  then  give  an  answer  to  the 
Question  put  by  his  noble  Friend,  be- 
cause the  matter  was  at  present  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum,  who  had  not  yet  con- 
veyed their  views  to  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works. 

CUHFANIE8  ACTS. 

BILL  FKESBHTED.      FIBBT  REISIMQ. 

Thk  lord  OHANCELLOE  (Lord 
HALSBuaT),  in  rising  to  call  attention 
to  the  Companies  Acts,  and  to  pre* 
sent  a  Bill  to  the  House,  said :  Tour 
Ijordships  maj  remember  that  in  the 
OraciouB  Speech  from  the  Throne  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session,  it  was_  inti- 
mated that  a  measure  would  be  intro- 
duced dealing  with  the  queetion  of 
Limited  Liability  Oompanies.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  that  the  prospects  of 
Business  in  "another  place"  render  it 
impoMihle  for  na  to  deal  with  &.0  whols 


..Google 


CowyMtHUi 


ILOllDS] 


AeU. 


H 


subject  in  the  way  whieb  vonld  be  most 
satiafactorj.  By  the  moat  Batiafaotory 
way,  I  mean  by  introducing  somethiDR 
in  the  nature  of  a  OonaoTldation  and 
Amendment  Bill  at  the  same  time.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  a  subject  which 
would  be  properly  dealt  with  in  that 
manner ;  but,  aa  Z  have  eaid,  it  ia  im- 
possible from  the  state  of  Buaineas  iu 
"  another  place "  to  aasume  that  any 
Bill  of  that  character  would  have  any 
chance  of  passing  in  the  present  Session. 
The  Government  have,  therefore,  been 
compelled  to  take  what  they  believe  to 
be  the  moat  prominent  points  which  re- 
quire immediate  amendment,  and  to 
place  them  in  a  comparatively  short  and 
small  measure,  and  to  invite  your  Lord- 
ships to  af^ee  to  it.  Of  oouree  no  one 
would  suggest  that  there  should  be  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  reetriction  on  the 
varioas  industrial  asaooiatione,  colled  by 
whatever  name  they  may  be,  upon 
which  BO  much  of  me  commerce  and 
industry  of  thia  country  ia  dependent. 
Your  Lordabips  will  probably  remember 
that  in  1856,  Hr.  Lowe,  then  a  Member 
of  the  other  House  and  now  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  this  House,  in- 
troduced a  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill ; 
and  one  particular  branch  of  it  he  treated 
in  a  somewhat  light-hearted  way.  I 
think  the  then  esieting  law  was  passed 
in  pursuance  of  the  Tecommendations  of 
a  Select  Committee ;  and  Mr.  Lowe — I 
will  not  say  as  his  manner  was,  but  as 
certainly  so  me  times  occurred  iu  hi  a 
apeecbea — indulged  in  a  certain  amount 
of  sarcasm  on  those  who  had  previously 
dealt  with  the  subject,  suggesting  that 
the  Select  Committee,  which  had  set  for 
a  very  long  time,  seemed  to  be  rather 
composing  a  sensational  novel  than 
legialating;  because  in  their  Reports 
they  referred  to  the  ayatematic  plunder 
which  had  been  carried  on  and  the  fate 
of  the  unhappy  victims,  and  be  asked 
what  became  of  the  knaves.  No  doubt 
agreat  many  of  the  subjecta  which  the 
Committee  dealt  with  pointed  very  much 
to  the  existence  of  that  class  of  persons. 
I  am  afraid  it  is  not  possible  now  to 
deal  with  the  esieteace  of  the  claaa  of 
persons  who  get  up  Companies  to  de- 
fraud numbers  of  unwary  people  ;  and, 
undoubtedly  the  existence  of  such  a 
claaa  and  their  succeae  operate  inji 
ously  in  more  ways  than  one.  A  great 
amount  of  capital  has  undoubtedly  been 
employed  unce  the  paaung  of  the 
Zord  Mattitai/ 


Limited  Liability  Act  with  advantage  to 
the  State ;  but  it  ia  also  true  that  to  the 
State  a  great  amount  of  capital  baa 
been  lost  and  has  paseed  into  the  pockets 
of  fraudulent  persons;  audit  has  some- 
times been  the  experience  of  those  who 
sit  in  the  Courts  of  Law  that  the  fraudu- 
lent promoter  of  one  period  of  the  year 
is  the  wrecker  of  the  next  period  of  the 
year ;  and  that  he  may  tarn  up  in  a 
third  character  aa  the  promoter  of  a 
company  which  is  to  rise,  Phceniz-Iike, 
from  the  ashes  of  the  Company  which 
be  first  founded  and  then  destroyed  and 
took  &om  its  assets  all  that  it  possessed 
of  any  value.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  haB  been  strongly  urged  from 
various  parts  of  the  oouutry  that  some 
measures  should  be  taken,  if  possible,  to 
preventthefraudulent  initiation  of  Com- 
panies— not,  indeed,  to  protect  people 
from  rash  adventure.  I  entirely  agfee 
with  the  argiuuent  of  Mr.  Lowe  on  the 
occasion  to  which  I  have  referred,  that 
you  cannot  protect  people  from  the  con- 
sequencea  of  rash  speculation.  They 
must  look  out  for  tbemselvea.  But  you 
can  try  to  prevent  the  machinery  which 
the  State  has  invented  from  being  made 
use  of  for  improper  and  fraudulent  pur- 
poses ;  and  it  is  in  that  direction  that 
the  legislation  to  which  I  invite  your 
Lordships'  attention  is  intended  to 
operate.  The  principal  machinery  which 
is  intended  to  work  in  that  direction  is 
by  introducing  a  system  of  provisional 
registration,  which  will  impose  on  those 
who  initiate  Companies  the  necessity  of 
taking  on  themaelvea  the  responsibilitv 
which  they  now  too  often  thrust  on 
other  persons,  and  will  secure  that  there 
shall  be  some  kind  of  guarantee  that 
the  Companies  themselves  have  somo 
kind  of  foundation — solid  foundation — 
as  evidenced  by  the  best  test  that  can  be 
applied — namely,  that  there  shall  be  a 
certain  amount  of  capital  actually  ia 
hand,  and  that  those  pereons  shall  be 
made  responsible  who  are  putting  for- 
ward the  Company — who  are  the  pro- 
moters, in  fact— a  word  which  ia  very 
easy  to  use  and  understand,  but  not 
always  so  easy  to  define  when  you  come 
to  a  Court  of  Law  for  the  purpose  of 
attaching  reaponsibility.  The  provisional 
registration  having  been  obtained,  it  will 
be  an  essential conditiouof  the  Company's 
obtaining  incorporation  that  certain  oon- 
ditiona  shall  be  complied  with ;  one  of 
them  being,  b>  Ihave  said,  theneoeasitj 
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ofproTing  that  they  have  that  propor- 
tion of  thoir  capital  paid  up,  that  there 
are  such  and  euch  a  Dumber  of  hon&fidt 
Bhaieholders,  and  that  the  pereone  who 
are  taking  apon  themeelves  the  creation 
of  this  new  legal  venture  under  the 
Joint  Stock  Acts  shall  themaelves  he 
peraoDs  who  have  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  concern.  In  186?  the  defective 
ilate  of  the  law,  with  reference  to  the 
clau  of  pereone  to  whom  I  have  referred 
and  the  familiar  machinery  of  fraud 
Thick  waa  being  constantly  employed, 
induced  the  Legislature  to  pass  an  Act 
amending  the  farmer  Acts  and  to  pass 
what  we  know  as  the  38tfa  eeution  of 
that  Act.  It  is  OS  well  that  I  should 
call  vour  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
provisions  of  that  section.  It  pro- 
vides:— 

"  Every  proapectiu  of  a  Companf ,  and  every 
notice  iaviUog  pertona  to  lubacribe  for  shareB 
in  uy  Joint  Stock  Coiapaiif .  Bholl  apecify  the 
dstn  >Dd  tho  namea  of  the  parties  to  any  coa- 
Inel  eatered  iato  by  the  Compaay,  or  the  pro- 
noteia,  directora,  or  tmateei  ^breof,  before  tbo 
iMue  of  Buch  ptoBpectoB  or  notice,  whether  Bub- 
ject  to  adoption  by  the  directois,  or  the  Com- 
pany, or  otbenriBe ;  nnd  any  proipectus  or 
notice  not  (pacifying  the  eama  shall  be  deemed 
fiaadnlent  on  the  part  of  the  promotera,  direc- 
tura,  and  officeis  of  the  Company  knowingly 
ittning  the  aame  as  regards  any  person  takuiK 
ibares  in  the  Company  on  the  faith  of  such 
{vospectns,  nnlesa  he  aball  have  bad  notice  of 
such  oonlnct." 

Now,  I  cannot  congratulate  the  drafts- 
man on  the  mere  language  of  the  section ; 
but,  apart  from  the  dicing,  the  diffi- 
culties that  exist  under  that  section  are 
such  that  it  is  impossible  not  to  know 
that  almost  every  Uourt  has  expressed  a 
different  opioioo  on  the  effect  of  the 
aectioD.  First,  as  respects  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  Company  itself, 
every  contract  for  everything,  for  a 
sheet  of  paper,  a  pen,  ot  a  bottle  of  ink, 
of  course,  is  inoluded  in  those  general 
words;  and  when  you  come  beyond  that 
to  the  portion  of  tiie  aection  which  fol- 
lows, and  which  requires  the  disclosure 
of  the  particulars  of  any  contract  entered 
into  by  the  promoters  or  trustees  before 
the  issae  of  the  prospectus  or  notice, 
the  words  are  bo  general  as  to  compre- 
hend every  contract  entered  into  by 
Aem.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  drafts- 
man had  io  his  mind  that  some  limita- 
tion ought  to  be  placed  on  them,  aa,  for 
instance,  that  the  contracts  were  to  have 
relation  to  the  business  of  the  Company. 


There  was  the  absolute  difficulty  of  put- 
ting any  such  limitation  upon  it,  and 
finding,  I  suppose,  that  difficulty,  he 
got  rid  of  it  by  omitting  any  limitation 
at  all,  and  has  left  it  to  the  Courts  of 
Law  to  find  out  what  limitation  they 
could  impose.  The  Courts  of  Law  vainly 
endeavoured  to  do  so.  I  only  point  to 
this  as  establishing  this  proposition  that 
some  provision  of  this  kind,  soma  check 
of  this  sort  upon  what  the  promoters  do, 
is  necessary.  This,  of  course,  raises  the 
difficulty  as  to  what  a  promoter  is.  The 
difficulties  of  the  Courts  in  their  con- 
struction of  the  term  have  been  such 
that  I  think  it  is  very  obvious  that  some 
alteration  of  the  law  is  required.  It  is, 
of  course,  easy  to  sritioize  and  to  point 
out  that  there  is  a  defect;  it  is  not  always 
so  easy  to  supply  a  remedy.  I  do  cot 
mean  to  say  that  the  provisions,  to  which 
I  shall  invite  your  Lordships  assent,  will 
conclusively  get  rid  of  the  difficulty, 
because  it  is  inherent  in  the  nature  of 
the  thing.  The  iron  framework  of  a 
definition  is  not  capable  of  the  elasticity 
of  the  Common  Law,  and  the  moment 
you  have  caught  the  promoter  by  some 
kind  of  language,  the  moment  you  have 
something  like  a  definition  of  a  specific 
description  of  the  persons  of  the  otass  re- 
ferred to,  they  immediately  set  themselves 
to  get  outside  the  exact  wording  of  the 
clause  and  perform  the  same  operation 
which  has  Seen  prohibited  in  a  different 
way.  There  is  one  other  class  of  provi- 
sions to  which  I  invite  your  Lordships' 
attention.  One  of  the  great  oomplainls 
made  has  been  the  mode  in  which  the 
assets  of  the  Company  are  represented 
in  its  accounts.  Your  Lordships  know 
that  Banking  Companies,  under  a  spe- 
cific provision,  are  compelled  to  submit 
the  accounts  to  an  auditor  and  to  publish 
them.  That  provision  doea  not  apply  to 
joint  stock  banks  generally,  and  it  has 
been  brought  to  my  attention  that  in  a 
great  many  instances,  particularly  in 
the  North  of  England,  companies  have 
been  started  with  alleged  capital  in 
which  worn-out  machinery  is  repre- 
sented as  being  of  prime  value  and  at 
cost  price.  That  was  said  to  be  one  of 
the  great  sources  of  the  frauds  com- 
mitted by  persons  who  get  up  com- 
panies, buying  old  worn-out  machinery, 
suggesting  that  it  is  new  and  valuable, 
capable  of  turning  out  a  large  amount 
of  produce.    When,  however,  the  coa- 
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oem  oomea  to  be  worked  by  a  ^eat 
number  of  poor  and  ignoraat  persotu, 
who  place  tbeir  BariugB  in  undertakings 
of  this  kind,  it  is  found  out  in  a  veiT 
short  time  that  the  whole  aSair  ii  iasol* 
vent,  and  haa  been  founded  on.  the  wreck 
and  ruin  of  what  wu  a  former  com- 
pany. One  expedient  to  cheek  such 
proceedings  vbiob  was  suggested  was 
this.  It  is  that  it  should  baoompnlsory 
on  the  oompaniflfl  to  fumiah  something 
like  a  halanoe-aheet  and  aooonnt  of 
their  assets,  and  from  time  to  tima  a  re- 
valuation of  their  assets,  so  as  to  give 
information  to  those  who  are  anxiously 
inquiring  into  the  concern.  A  ^reat 
difficulty,  of  course,  exists  in  providing 
a  balanoe-sheet  which  shall  be  applic- 
able to  every  form  of  industry.  Some 
balance -sheets  would  exhibit  the  par- 
tionlars  required  in  a  form  which  would 
be  perfectly  intelligible  if  applied  to 
one  particular  business,  but  if  made 
compulsory  upon  all  companies  would 
be  obviously  unsatisfactory.  We  have 
thought  it  right,  therefore,  that  ptovi- 
fiion  should  be  mads  for  making  a 
balance-sheet  compulsory  and  satisfac- 
tory to  some  Government  Department 
—the  Board  of  Trade,  most  naturally. 
Those  were  the  general  linee  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  invite  your  Lordships  to  read  it  a 
first  time. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Companies  Act, 
1862— iViM«t(«rf  (The  Loed  Chak- 
orllob). 

LoBD  HERSOHELL :  I  am  satisfied 
that  on  endeavour  is  about  to  be  made 
to  meet  the  evils  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  referred.  At  the  sai 
time  I  think  experience  shows  that  it 
easier  to  see  what  the  disease  is  than  to 
find  oat  a  remedy  for  it.  However 
elaborate  your  amending  provisions  may 
bo,  it  is  possible  that  they  may  form  an 
obstacle  and  an  impediment  to  those 
whose  enterprize  we  do  not  vrish  to 
hinder,  while  at  the  same  time  they  will 
be  walked  round  or  walked  through  by 
the  very  persons  whom  it  is  our  interest 
to  shut  out.  A  measure  of  this  descrip- 
tion depends  entirely  on  the  details. 
Whether  the  scheme  is  one  which  will 
meet  with  the  approval  of  yonr  Lord- 
ships I  cannot  of  course  say,  but  I  do 
not  feel  that  it  is  possible,  after  the 
statement  just  made,  to  go  further  now 
than  to  express  my  wish  to  give  all  the 
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assistance  I  can  in  meeting  the   evils 
brought  before  the  notice  of  your  Lord- 
ships. 
Bill  read  1-.    (Xo.  163.) 

House  Bdjonmed  at  a  qnrirtar  bofore  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow  a  qaarter 
put  Ten  o'clock,    ' 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thtmiay,  lUhJune,  188S. 


Suprems  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
(1877)  Ameudmeot  [2B1]. 

Sefirni  Co  BtanJiiig  Commilltt  on  Law,  #c.— 
Emplojfert'  Liability  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
man [HG]. 

C^nuni'ffM — Local  GoTemment  (England  and 
Walee)  [182]  [Fifth  Ni/kt}-M.r. ;  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  [lS6}-H.i-. 

CoHtiiertd  m  ammdtd — National  Debt  (Snppls- 
mantol)  [284]. 

Cmtiitndaiamtndid— Third  Sta4iiiff~El«^o 
Lightiiig  Act  (18B2)  Amendment*  [233], 
and  puui. 

VrMA-awn— Juiticu  of  the  Peace*  [30}. 

PaoTiaioHAL  OnnsE  Bills — Oritrtd  —  Firtt 
itaaiin^—Looat  Oovemment  (Ireland}  (Cole- 
nuns,  *o.)  ■  [297]. 

Third  Btading-Qu,  and  Water  •  [2*7] ;  Water 
{No.  2)*[21S],andjNr«Af. 

PEIVATS  BUSmSSS. 


UNITBD  TELEPHONE   OOHFANT  BILL 

{hOrltr). 

eaaoum  KXAtmio. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Second  Heading  ofthe  Bill  be 
deferred  until  Monday  next." 

CoLONBL  MAKIN8  (Essex,  S.W.) 
said,  he  had  been  lold  that  if  the  Bill 
appeared  upon  the  Paper  that  day  there 
would  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  be 
taken.  He  had  given  Notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  He  understood  that  the  hou. 
Baronet  whose  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  was  net  able  to  be  in  his 
place,  and  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  on  Monday, 
or  some  arrangement  made  for  a  day 
on  which  it  would  be  brought  forward, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  Motion  for 
Adjoumment- 

Qaesti<m  put,  and  agrttd  to. 
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QUESTIONS. 


Hb.  OILHOOLY  (Oork,  W.)  aaked 
the  Ohi«f  Bacntarj  to  the  Lord  Liea- 
tflOBDt  of  Ireland,  Whother  Mr.  William 
Cotter,  of  Breenjmore,  Coanty  Cork, 
was  reoomm ended  for  a  gun  Hoenoe  by 
a  local  magiatrate ;  and,  whjthe  lioence 
was  refused  P 

Thb  chief  8ECEETAHT  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Bufona)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Sir, 
as  I  have  already  explained  to  the  hoa. 
Uembw,  the  licence  was  not  recom- 
mended by  a  local  magiatrate  resident 
in  the  neighbourhood.  It  vas  refused 
by  the  licensing  officer  in  the  exercise  of 
luB  difloration. 

Me.  OILHOOLY:  ITpon  what  ground 
was  it  refused  ? 

Hk.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB :  I  cannot  go 
into  the  ground  of  refusal.  The  discre- 
tion rested  with  the  lioensing  officer. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  :  Is  he  not  respon- 
sible if  he  makes  a  mistake  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ROYAL  IBISH  CONSTABULARY— DIS- 
MISSAL OF  CONSTABLE  DEANS. 
Ua.  W.  BEDHOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  (for  Mr.  J.  £.  Bbduohd)  (Wexford, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lwd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
fae  can  state  the  reasons  for  the  recent 
summary  dismissal  of  Constable  John 
8.  Deans,  who  had  served  seven  years 
and  nine  months  in  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  in  County  Clare,  and  for 
a  period  of  three  years  had  held  confi- 
dential positions  in  the  offices  of  District 
Inspectors  Kidd,  Wynne,  and  Teddal. 
to  the  satisfaction  of  &eee  officers ;  whe- 
ther, on  the  18th  of  March  last,  Con- 
stable Deans  was  summoned  to  the 
Coonty  Injector's  office  in  the  police 
barrack  at  £nnia,  and  questioned  as  to 
the  fact  that  he  had  given  evidence  for 
the  defence  in  the  proseoation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox) 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act;  whether  such  evidence 
was  of  a  purely  technical  character  as  to 
the  posting  of  public  noticsa  in  police 
hnts;  whether  County  Inspector  Heard 
informed  Mm  that  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  Oolonel  Turner  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  he  was  bow  obliged  to 


report  to  headquarters  the  fact  of  hie 
(Constable  Deans]  having  given  such 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Glare ;  and,  whether,  without 
any  further  warning  and  without  any 
other  reasons  having  been  assigned. 
Constable  Deana  was  within  a  weelc 
afterwards  summarily  dismissed  from 
the  Royal  Irish  Constsbuiarly  ? 

This  CHIEF  HEORETART  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Bai:foub]  (Macchester,  E.) :  The 
Counfy  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  he  did  not  question  the  man 
as  to  the  fact  alleged  ;  that  he  did  not 
inform  him  that  he  had  a  letter  from 
Colonel  Turner  ;  nor  did  he  say  that  he 
would  have  to  report  to  headquartere 
the  fact  of  his  having  given  the  evidence 
referred  to.  No  special  reason  was  as- 
signed on  the  discharge  of  this  man 
other  than  that  his  services  were  no 
longer  required. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.}:  If  this  man 
makes  an  affidavit  before  a  magiatrate 
BS  to  the  exact  nature  of  the  oonrersa- 
tion  that  did  take  place,  will  the  ri|;ht 
hon.  Oentleman  take  any  farther  action 
in  the  matter  f 

Ma.  A.  J. BALPOTTE :  Idonotknow 
that  any  further  action  is  required. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  :  Ma^  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  how  it  was  that 
the  Conatabulary  Authorities  in  Ireland 
only  arrived  at  the  oonolusion  that  tbia 
man  was  unfit  for  service  directly  after 
he  gave  evidence  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Clare? 

Mr.  a  ,  J.  BALFOnS  :  1  do  not  quite 
understand  the  purport  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question. 

Mr.  W.  BEDMOND :  My  Question 
is,  whether,  aa  a  matter  of  faot,  this  man 
was  not  dismissed  because  he  gave  evi- 
denoe  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Glare  at  his  trial,  and  that  nothing 
else  has  been  alleged  againat  him  P 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOtJB:  The  hon. 
Member  has  been  wrongfully  informed. 

Ma.  COX :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
on  the  Police  Estimates  I  will  raise  this 
Qaestion. 

POOR  LAW  RBMOTALS-J.  WATERS 
AND  T.  MORONEY. 
Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Wnterford,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
the  faot  that  John  Waters  and  Thomas 
Moroney,  after  a  residenoe  of  40  yean 
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The   SECRETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jaoksoh)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 


ID  Cardiff,  bare  been  deported  as  pan- 
perB  from  a  locality  vMch  for  that  long 
period  was  benefited  by  their  labour 
and   expenditure  to  Waterfoid,  which 

{ilsce  the^  originally  were  compelled  to 
eave  owing*  to  want  of  employment ; 
whether  John  Waters  and  Thomas  Mo- 
roney  have  become  a  ] 
on  a  Union  to  which 
mere  accident  of  birth ;  and,  wheiber  it 
is  competent  for  Quardiane  of  the  poor 
in  Ireland  to  send  to  the  Unions  in 
which  they  have  been  born  paupers 
from  England,'  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
who  may  be  in  receipt  of  Poor  Law 
relief  in  Ireland  7 

The  chief  8ECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfovb)  (Uancbester,  E.) :  The 
facte  are  substantially  aa  stated  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs.  The  reply  to  the 
third  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

Ma.  P.  J.  POWER  asked,  as  this 
wae  a  great  grievance,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  bo  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  removing  that  griov- 
anoe? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  suppose 
the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Qentfeman 
refers  would  be  a  Bill  which  would  en- 
able Irish  Unions  to  esport  to  England 
poor  Englishmen  who,  as  it  were,  had 
to  be  supported  out  of  Irish  rates. 
Neither  that  nor  any  other  Bill  of  the 
kind  has  a  chance  of  passing  this 
Session. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER :  May  I  ask 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  did 
not  fairly  arise  out  of  the  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

INLAND  RE7ENUE— INCOME  TAX— 
FOEEIQN  AND  COLONIiL  LOANS. 
Captain  8ELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbeaofa]  asked  Mr.  Cbancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
Treasury  Minute  allows  foreigners  re- 
Biding  abroad  to  have  their  coupons  of 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Loans  cashed  in 
London  &ee  of  inoome  tax ;  whether  the 
Board  of  laland  RcTenue  refuse  the 
aame  privilege  to  British  subjects  per- 
manently residing  abroad,  although  the 
moneys  are  not  derived  from  any  source 
in  Great  Britain,  but  exclusively  from 
foreign  sources;  and,  whether,  if  such 
is  the  case,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
Tisabilitj[  of  extending  to  British  sub- 
jects residing  abroad  the  same  privi- 
leges aa  those  enjoyed  by  foreigners  ? 


replied)  said :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  privilege 
spoken  of  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber is  allowed  to  foreigners  residing 
abroad,  and,  I  conceive,  quite  fairly. 
We  have  no  right  to  tax  foreigners 
as  such,  or  to  impose  a  duty  on  Foreign 
and  Colonial  Bonds  as  such  where  they 
are  not  held  in  this  country.  The  acci- 
dent that  the  coupons  are  payable  here 
is  not,  I  think,  sufficient  reason  for 
taxing  the  foreigner  who  holds  them 
abroad.  But  with  British  subjects  the 
case  is  different,  and  I  see  no  reaeon  for 
extending  this  privilege  to  them.  It 
by  no  means  follows  that  because  a 
British  subject  resides  permanently 
abroad  he  ceases  to  have  any  concern 
in  or  to  derive  any  advantage  from  the 
various  objects  for  which  taxation  is 
imposed  in  this  country.  He  profits  by 
our  Diplomatic  and  Consular  services; 
and  it  is  not  exclusively  those  who  live 
in  this  country  who  derive  advantage 
from  our  expenditure  on  the  Army  and 
Navy,  which  again  means  taxation.  X 
do  not,  therefore,  think  that  the  British 
subject  resident  abroad  has  a  good  claim 
to  exemption  from  the  small  amount 
of  Imperial  taxation  which  he  pays  in 
this  form. 

CmL  SERVICE  ESTABLISHMENTS 
COMMISSION-ATTENDANTS,  &c.  AT 
THE  eOUTH  EENSINQTON  MUSI^UU. 
Ma.  WHITUOBE  (Chelsea)  asked 
the  Secretar][  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
pending  the  inquiry  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  (Svil  Service  Establish- 
ments into  the  case  of  the  attendants 
and  messengers  at  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  the  Rules  relating  to  their 
sick  pay,  which  had  been  in  force  for 
upwards  of  20  years  before  their  with- 
drawal by  the  Treasury  Minute  of  1885, 
might  be  allowed  to  apply  to  those  at- 
tendants and  messengers  who  entered 
the  Office  before  that  date,  and  who 
now,  after  long  and  meritorious  service, 
find  themeolvee  subject  to  a  much  lower 
rate  of  sick  pay  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jaokbom) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  Treasury  does  not 
admit  that  the  attendants  and  mes- 
sengers are  entitled  to  the  privileges 
which  they  claim ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that,  pending  the  inquiry  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  C;vU  Service  Estftblislji- 
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manta,  it  would  be  advieable  to  make 
the  coDceaaion  iudicated  by  tbe  hon. 
Kember. 

WAR  OFFICE-&TH  BATTALION  ROYAL 
800TCH  FU81LIBE8-MAJOR  EOE. 
Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  (for  Mr. 
DixoH  -  Haetlakd)  (Middlesex,  TTi- 
bridge)  aeked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  officer  coinmanditig 
tbe  Sth  Battalion  Boyal  Fusiliers,  vho 
is  stated  tu  have  reported  UDfavourably 
Upon  Major  Boe,  is  the  comcaanding 
officer  ucaer  whom  he  actually  did  the 
duty  of  major  during  the  years  IB86-7 ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  upon  the  ad- 
verse Beport  of  an  officer  only  recently 
appointed  to  the  command  that  Major 
Boe  is  deprived  of  the  step  in  rank  to 
which  he  is  properly  entitled  by  long 
service;  and,  whether,  assuming  that 
Major  Boe  is  not  able  to  do  duties  which 
bo  has  actually  performed  for  three 
years,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  remaining 
sevea  captains  are  so  inefficient  that 
none  of  them  are  fit  for  promotion,  al- 
though the  drill  and  discipline  of  the 
batt^ion  has  been  reported  to  be  in  the 
highest  state  of  efficiency  up  to  the  date 
of  tho  honourable  Oharlea  Edgcumbe'a 
resignation  of  the  command  in  1887  ? 

The  8E0EETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.Staiteofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoaatle]: 
Tbe  selection  of  officers  for  promotion 
is  made  by  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
on  information  vhich  appears  to  him  to 
be  proper  for  his  guidanoe,  after  careful 
consideration.  As  I  have  already  stated, 
in  tho  opinion  of  the  officers  command- 
ing the  battalion,  tho  officers  command- 
ing the  Begimental  Diatrict,  and  the 
General  Officer  commanding  the  Dis- 
triot,  it  would  not  be  for  the  good  of  the 
Service  to  promote  Major  Roe.  No 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to  aa  to  how 
the  vaoancy  shall  be  filled. 

HOUSINa  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASS— 
CX>STERHONa£RS'  DWELLINU8~ST. 
LUKE'S. 

Mb.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finabury,  E.) 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Knnts- 
ford  Diviaiou  of  Cheahire,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Worka  haa 
gruitM  a  site  in  the  pariah  of  St.  Luke'a 
for  ooatermongera'  dwellinga ;  and,  if  so, 
vhat  are  the  terms  upoa  which  it  has 
liowi  granted  ? 
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Me.  TATTON  EQEBTON  (Cheshire. 
Knuteford) :  The  Board  has  sold  to  a 
committee  of  coBtermongers  a  plot  of 
ground  on  the  south  aide  of  Dufferia 
Street,  in  the  pai-ish  of  St.  Luke,'s  for 
costormoDgere'  dwellings.  The  ground 
waa  sold  for  21  years'  purchaap,  at  a 
rent  computed  at  \d.  a  foot,  and  on  con- 
dition that  the  ground  should  be  used 
for  the  erection  of  costermongers'  dwell- 
ings. 


Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  new  valisea  auppliod 
to  the  3rd  Bedford  Begiment  in  the 
autumn  of  1885  have  been  officially  re- 
ported aa  unaerviceable ;  whether,  by 
Begulation,  these  870  valises  ehould 
have  lasted  for  20  trainings,  whereas 
they  have  only  been  in  wear  three 
trainings  ;    whether,  besides  being  re- 

Sorted  unaervioeable,  the  paint  baa 
ropped  off  and  ruined  tbe  men'a  coata ; 
and,  who  ia  the  officer  reaponaible  for 
paasing  theae  valises,  and  the  name  of 
the  contractor  ? 

Thb  SECBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaatle): 
The  Beport  of  a  Board  of  Officers 
atating  that  the  valisea  of  the  3rd  Bed- 
ford Begiment  were  "not  waterproof 
and  therefore  uoaervioeable "  was  re- 
ceived at  the  War  Office  thia  morning. 
Thia  ia  the  first  Official  Beport  that  haa 
been  received  on  thia  subject.  Nothing 
is  said  in  it  about  damage  to  the  men's 
coata.  Talisea  ahould  laat  the  Militia 
20  yeara ;  but  those  referred  to  in  this 
Qaeation  were  of  a  new  kind,  and  their 
iaaue  was  of  an  experimental  character. 
Until  some  of  them  have  been  received 
and  examined  I  cannot  say  anything 
more  about  them. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON:  But 
who  waa  the  contractor  ? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  How  in  tbe 
world  cisQ  my  hon.  Friend  expect  me  to 
tell  him  this  until  I  have  read  the 
Beport,  which  waa  only  received  this 
morning  ?  I  must  have  time  to  examine 
the  Baport. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OP  WORKS- 

THE  EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  KENTON  (Denbigh,  &o.)  asked 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo 
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Department,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
recent  evidence  given  before  the  Boyal 
Comniifision  on  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  he  can  suggeat  any  method 
of  limiting  their  povers  as  to  oxpendi- 
ture  of  ratepayers'  money  during  the 
existence  of  their  present  functions  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxts)  (Birmingham,  E.):  No, 
Sir ;  I  am  unable  to  suggest  any  method 
of  limiting  the  ezistiog  statutory  powers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
I  apprehend  that  the  legality  of  any 
expenditure  of  public  money  by  the 
Board  can  be  caUed  is  question  before 
the  Auditor  on  the  oomplunt  of  a  rate* 
payer. 


CRIHIKAL     LAW    AHD 

(IKELAND)  ACT,  1887— EVIDENCE  ON 

uaARQES  OP  OONSPIRAOY. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  can  assure  the 
House  that,  in  every  case  vhere  an  in- 
dividual has  been  oonvioted  under  "  The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  18S7,"  of  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
induce  some  person  not  to  deal  with  or 
work  for  some  other  person  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  business,  or 
occupation,  evidence  has  been  taken  to 
prove  not  only  the  refusal  of  the  in> 
dividual  to  work  or  deal  as  above,  but 
to  prove  that  he  waa  implicated  in  a 
conspiracy  fur  some  one  of  the  said 
purposes? 

Tax  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balpoitk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  all 
the  cases  described  by  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  evidence  has  been  taken  to 
prove  the  oonspiraoy  referred  to.  In 
one  case,  that  of  Sullivan,  the  evidence 
so  tendered  did  not  appear  to  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  to  be  of  a  character  to 
prove  the  offence  of  criminal  conspiracy. 
This  arose  from  an  error,  not  of  sub- 
stance, but  of  procedure,  in  the  Court 
of  First  Instance ;  where  evidence  im- 
plicating five  men  in  the  charge  of 
criminal  conspiracy,  though  given  in 
Court,  was  not,  as  it  should  have  been, 
entered  separately  against  each  of  the 
defendants. 

Me.   W.   E.   GLADSTONE:   I   am 

afraid  that  some  misapprehension  has 

arisen  between  us  as  to  the  meaning  of 

my  Question.    Is  it  not  the  fact  that 

Mr.  iTnijrm 


evidence  of  conspiracy  was  not  given, 
but  simply  of  refusal  to  deal  with  parti- 
cular cases?  But  I  shall  bring  the 
matter  to  an  issue  by  asking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  not  to-day,  but  I  will 
put  the  QuoBtioa  down  for  to-morrow 
or  Monday,  whichever  he  may  think 
beet — Whether,  in  the  case  of  Thomas 
Buley,  who  was  convicted  on  the  3  let  of 
May,  at  Castlemartyr,  of  conspiracy,  and 
sentenced  by  Resident  Hagistrates ■ 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  there  is  a  Rule  of  the 
House  agfdnst  giving  NoUce  in  thia 
way. 

Mh.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg 
pardon.     I  will  give  Notice  tor  Monday. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.):  May 
I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  only  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy in  any  single  case  has  been  the 
evidence  of  the  refusal  of  the  person 
prosecuted  to  supply  the  goods  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALTOUR :  I  think  that 
is  not  so;  but  if  the  hon.  Gectlemaa 
will  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  will 
be  in  a  position  to  answer  him. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Most  decidedly  I 
will. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PBOCEDDRE 
(IBELAND)  ACT,  1B8T— CHAKQES  OF 
CONSPIBAOT. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  oases  of  con- 
spiracy under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  it  is  compul- 
sory on  the  Magistrates  to  state  a  case 
if  required  ?  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  mention  that  the  Question  has  been 
altered  since  I  sent  it  in,  and  words 
have  been  left  out  showing  that  I  put 
the  Question  because  of  certain  Ian- 
guageheld  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
reason  why  the  Question  was  altered 
was  that  it  asked  one  Minister  if  what 
another  Minister  had  stated  on  the  pre- 
vious day  was  true.  Therefore,  there 
was  something  invidious— or  it  might 
be  taken  to  be  invidious— in  the  form  of 
the  Question. 

The  SOLICTTOB  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  statement  ia 
perfectly  correct  The  Justices  are  bgund 
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by  itatate  to  state  a  case  on  the  appli- 
cation of  any  parson  dissatisfied  with 
their  decisioa  as  being  erroneons  in 
point  of  law,  nnleas  they  are  of  opinion 
that  the  application  is  merely  frirolous ; 
and  their  judgment  as  to  this  latter 
matter  is  liable  to  be  oontroUed  by  the 
Queen's  Bench  PiTision,  which  may 
order  them  to  state  a  case. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (DublinOo.,N0:  May 
I  ask  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
Wbetber,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  magis- 
trates did  not  refuse  to  state  a  case  in 
the  case  of  Brosnan,  the  nevsvendor,  of 
Tralee,  not  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
friTolous ;  and  alio  in  the  case  of  the 
Keny  blacksmith  ;  and  may  I  ask,  also, 
vhettier  the  then  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  did  not,  before  the  Ooart  of 
Qaeen's  Bench,  oppose  those  appli- 
eationaP 

Ma.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  avare  of 
the  facta  of  the  particular  cases  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes ;  but  if  he 
wishes  to  get  more  speoifio  information 
as  to  either  case,  I  shall  be  prepared, 
if  he  ^ves  Notice,  to  answer  him.  The 
Qaestiou  was  addressed  to  me  as  to  the 
law,  and  I  stated  the  statutory  require- 
ments ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
information  as  to  particular  fasts  I  will 
glire  it  to  him  on  Notice  being  given. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  May  I  a^,  whether 
there  is  a  single  case  in  which  magis- 
trates have  refused  to  state  a  case  on 
the  groand  that  the  application  was 
fri*oTouB  ? 

Ms.  MADDEN :  I  must  request  the 
hon.  Qentleman,  if  he  asks  me  a  Question 
on  a  matter  of  fact,  to  put  it  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  MAO  NEIUj  ^onegal,  8.] : 
ArisiDg  out  of  the  Questions  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newoastle-npon- 
Tjne,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  oat  of  the  58  Resident  Magistrates 
who  have  tried  oases  under  the  Crimes 
Act,  including  oases  of  conspiracy,  12 
only  have  been  called  to  the  Bar,  and  of 
these  1 2  how  many  have  been  practising 
barristers  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  I  wholly  faU 
to  see  how  the  Question  arises  from  the 
Questions  pat  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
Question  itself  has  only  been  put  into 
my  hands  five  minutes  ago.    I  believe, 

yOL.  OOCXXVn.    [third  skbms.] 


as  a  matter  of  fast,  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
will  find  most  of  the  information  which 
be  requires  in  the  Hetum  already  laid 
before  Parliament  with  regard  to  Resi- 
dent Magistrates.  If  that  Return  doea 
not  give  all  the  information,  I  will  be 
happy  to  give  it  to  him  if  he  gives 
Notice. 
Me.  MAONBILL:   I  will. 

INDIA-FBONTIEB  DEFENCES— 
HUMOURED    LOiN. 

Mr.  SLAGG  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  SecreUry  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  7K« 
TimM,  that  the  Government  of  India 
contemplate  the  raising  of  a  special  loan 
to  meet  the  cost  of  the  Frontier  de- 
fences? 

TBI  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Government  of  India  do  not  propose 
to  raise  a  special  loan  in  order  to  meet 
the  cost  of  the  Frontier  defences.  It 
has  been  decided  not  to  impose  taxation 
for  this  purpose,  and  hence  the  Financial 
Statement  shows  a  deficit  in  the  Budget 
for  1 88B-9 ;  hut  the  charge  can,  accord- 
ing to  the  Estimate,  be  met  from  tha 
CBAh  balances. 

Mb.  SLAGG :  Then  the  statement  ia 
2%«  Timu  is  incorrect  ? 

Sib  JOHN  OORST  :  I  have  not  seen 
the  statement  in  7!t«  TV'mm. 


8m  THOMAS  BSMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What 
was  the  oertifioate  given  by  the  Recorder 
of  Dublin  to  Constable  Ourrey,  of  the  F 
Division,  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police, 
on  the  oooasion  of  the  trial  of  the  aotion 
"  Smyth  r.  Madden  and  Carrey  "  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions  held  on  April  IS,  1887, 
at  Kingstown ;  also  the  amount  of  the 
costs  paid  by  the  Grown  for  the  defen- 
dant Currey ;  and,  whether  the  nominal 
verdict  of  10*.  and  the  fee  to  the  jury 
is  included  therein  ? 

ThbCHIEF  SEOEETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Commissioner  of  Police  informs  me 
that  the  oosts  referred  to  amounted  to 
£13  6«.  lad.,  which  included  the  sum  of 
lOi.  %d.  awfu^od  as  damages,  and  after- 
wards, by  direction  of  the  Recorder,  given 
to  the  jnry.    With  regard  to  the  oerti, 
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vlietlier  the  ma^trates  did  not  admit 
tbat  the  aesault  had  been  oominitted? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  iiaid,  the  facts 
vere  as  he  had  already  stated. 

Mr.  8HEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.) :  Does 
the  right  hoa.  Oeatlemaa  say  that  the 
oharra  against  the  sergeant  waa  not 
heard  at  Petty  Ssauons  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  eaid,  he  had 
stated  the  infonnatioa  he  had  reoeivad. 
If  the  hoQ.  Qentleman  would  put  a 
Question  on  tlie  Paper  lie  would  in- 
quire. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  said,  he  would  re- 
peat the  Question  on  Friday. 


floats,  I  am  informed  that  application 
Kaa  already  been  made  for  a  copy  of  it, 
with  a  view  to  its  use  ia  prirate  litiga- 
tion, and  that  it  has  bean  refused.  On 
these  grounds,  and  under  these  oiroum- 
stanoes,  I  do  not  think  I  should  state 
the  terms  of  the  oertifioato  on  official 
authority  here. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
Under  what  Act  of  Parliament  are  those 
costs  paid  by  the  Crown  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  ton. 
Gentleman  moat  put  that  Question  on 
the  paper. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— KIL- 
LARNEY  PETTY  SESSIONS- CHARUB 
AGAINST  CONSTABLE  KEARNEY. 
Mr.  SHEEKAN  (Kerry,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  at  Killarney 
Petty  Sessions,  on  the  5th  instant,  on 
the  hearing  of  a  charge  of  assault 
against  Constable  Kearney,  the  com- 
plainant, Timothy  Croain,  and  four 
witneasaa,  deposed  to  the  constable 
having  struck  Cronin,  and  pushed  him 
off  the  Sag-way,  for  no  apparent  reason ; 
whether  the  presiding  Justices,  Messrs. 
Herbert  andOrpen,  while  avowing  there 
was  no  obstruction  of  the  foot-way  by 
Cronin,  still  diamisaed  the  case  against 
the  oonstable,  without  requiring  hia 
solicitor  to  make  any  defence,  on  the 
sole  ground  that  they  considered  the 
assault  trivial ;  and,  if  these  allegations 
are  true,  would  he  cause  the  re-bearing 
of  this  case  T 

The  chief  SEORETAHY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  In- 
Bnector  Qeneral  reports  that  the  oom- 

Slainant  and  three  witnesses  did  not 
epose  to  the  oonstable  having  struck 
Cronin;  but  they  did  swear  to  his 
having  pushed  him  off  the  foot-path. 
Oronin,  however,  admitted  that  he  did 
not  feel  the  assault.  The  magistrates 
considered  that  there  had  been  no  real 
assault,  and  dismissed  the  case.  The 
oharge  against  Cronin  was  not  heard 
before  the  magistrates  at  Petty  Sessions, 
but  before  the  Town  Court. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  whether,  when  the 
case  was  before  the  Petty  Sessions,  a 
previous  case  had  not  beeu  before  the 
Town  Court,  and  that,  at  the  instance  of 
the  policeman,  a  summons  weis  served 
for  obstrnotion  of  the  foot-path;  and, 
Jfr.  A.  J.  .Sd^Mfr 


CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDUBB 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PROCEEDINGS 

AT  LANE8B0R0TIGH. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secreta^  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  report 
in  Ths  fVeeman't  Journal  of  June  6,  of 
the  proceedings  of  a  Special  Court  held 
at  Lanesborough,  under  the  provisionB 
of  the  Oriminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  for  the  trial  of  prisoners 
on  a  charge  of  intimidation,  in  which 
evidence  was  given  by  a  sergeant  of 
police  that  he  saw  the  local  band  drum- 
ming before  the  gate  of  a  Mr.  Russell, 
which  was  a  sign  that  he  was  Boycotted ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  re- 
port, that  Mr.  Hill,  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  composed  the  Court, 
threatened  the  prisoners  and  everyone 
listening  to  him  that  if  there  were  any 
more  drumming  at  these  places,  or  at 
evictions,  or  at  Courts,  he  would  have 
their  drums  smashed,  and  every  man 
present  sent  to  gaol  for  six  months ;  in 
making  use  of  this  threat  from  the 
Bench,  was  Mr.  Hill  acting  in  his 
judicial  capacity  as  a  magistrate,  or  as 
an  agent  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
and,  is  Mr.  Hill  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  have  been  in  attend- 
anoe  on  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  in  Dublin 
Oaetle. 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manohester,  E.)  :  The 
Resident  Magistrate  reports  that  the 
band  referred  to  had,  on  the  occasion  of 
evictions  and  trials  at  Petty  Sessions, 
collected  disorderly  crowds,  which  inter- 
fered with  the  administration  of  the 
law ;  and  he  took  the  first  opportunity 
which  woa  presented  by  the  oopontH)  iq 
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question  of  waroiDg  them  against  cod- 
tintiiag  tlieir  course,  aod  the  probable 
consequeooes  which  would  ensue  should 
the;  disregard  this  warning.  He  gave 
this  womiDg  advice  in  his  ju£aial 
capacity,  not  as  a  threat. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— APPUCA- 

TIONS      FOR      FAIR      RESTS  —  00. 

ANTRIM. 

Tbb  LOED  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextok)  (BeWaet,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
M'Cabtan)  (Down,  B.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  can  stats  how  many 
applications  to  fix  fair  rent  in  the  County 
of  Antrim  were  remaining  unheard  on 
the  let  inetant;  how  many  of  these 
applications  are  from  the  Poor  Law 
Union  of  Ballyoastle;  when  a  sitting 
was  last  held  to  hear  applications  from 
this  Union  ;  on  what  date,  and  in  what 
town,  the  first  sitting  of  a  Sub-Commis- 
sion will  be  held  for  the  County  of 
Antrim ;  and,  whether  he  can  give  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  who  will  con- 
stitnte  the  Sub- Commission  ? 

Tea  CHIEF  8E0EETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfohb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Iiand  CommisBJoners  inform  me  that 
3,057  cases  remained  unheard  on  the  Ist 
instant,  of  which  378  were  from  the 
Union  of  Ballyoastle.  The  date  of  the 
last  sitting  at  which  oases  from  the  Bally- 
castle  Union  were  beard  was  July,  1887. 
The  Commissioners  are  not  in  a  position 
to  state  the  date  at  which  the  next  sit- 
ting for  oases  from  the  Ballyoastle 
Union  will  be  held;  nor  can  they  at 
present  say  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
who  will  oonatitute  the  Sub-CommiBsion. 
The  place  of  sitting  will  be  Ballyoastle. 
I  answered  the  Question  only  a  few  days 
ago. 

POOR  LAW  (IHBLAND)— BALLYUENA 
BOARD  OF  anARDIANS-COLONGL 
STDDDEHT. 

Tbb  lord  HATOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Soton)  (Belfast,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
M>Cabtar)  (Down,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Besolution  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  atBallymena,  County  Antrim, 
on  the  3nd  instant,  expressing  want  of 
confidence  in  Colonel  Studdert,  the 
Local  Qovernment  Board  auditor,  and 
le^ueotin^  that  aaofhw  auditor  should 


be  sent  down  there  instead  ;  whether 
Colonel  Studdert  had  publicly  certified 
that  the  sureties  of  Believing  Officer 
Duffin  were  alive,  and  whether  he  had 
since  written  to  the  Board  of  Guardians 
on  Saturday  last  to  know  if  these  suretieB 
were  alive;  whether  he  can  state  it 
these  sureties  are  dead  or  alive;  and, 
if  dead,  the  dates  of  their  deaths,  and 
also  the  date  of  the  last  certificate  in 
which  this  auditor  certified  that  they 
were  living  ;  whether  the  Guardians 
telegraphed  to  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  on  Saturday  last,  calling  for  a 
new  auditor  to  be  sent  down  to  them  ; 
whether  a  new  auditor  will  be  sent  there, 
and  if  he  can  give  the  name  of  the  new 
auditor  ;  and,  whether  Colonel  Studdert 
is  the  same  gentleman  who  audited  last 
year,  and  for  some  years  past,  the 
accounts  of  the  Belfast  Town  Council  f 
The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauouk)  (Manoheeter,  E.)  :  The 
Local  Government  Board  would  not  be 
prepared  to  take  so  serious  a  step  as  the 
supersession  of  an  auditor  upon  the 
vague  grounds  suggested  by  the  Bally- 
mena  Guardians;  but  they  have  asked 
the  Guardians  to  state  the  specific 
grounds  upon  which  they  base  their 
complaint  of  careless  audit,  and  they  are 
willing  to  investigate  the  matter,  it  the 
Guardians  are  prepared  to  substantiate 
their  charges.  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  the  Relieving  Officer  Duffin,  it  appears 
that  the  auditor  was  misted  by  false  in- 
formation given  to  him  by  the  late  clerk 
of  the  Union  (who  has  become  a  de- 
faalter],  and  who  reported  to  him,  at 
successive  audits,  that  the  man's  sureties 
were  living,  notwithstanding  tiiat  they 
had  been  dead  for  some  years.  The 
answer  to  the  last  paragraph  is,  Yes. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— RELEASE  OF  ALBERT 
TRAVIS,  CONVICTED  OP  MURDER, 
Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  the  papers  of  Tuesday, 
that  Albert  Traria,  sentenced  to  death 
886,  has  been  proved  to  be  innooeut 
of  the  crime  of  which  he  was  oonvioted ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  he  has  been  un- 
conditionally released ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Government  intend  to  compen- 
sate him  for  his  unmerited  imprison- 
ment; and,  whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported, that  Hm  police  at  the  tim«  of  the 
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trial  had  information  in  their  poSBeBsion 
shoniD);  that  TraTie  was  not  (guilty  ? 

Mb.  TATTON  EQEKTON  (Cheehire, 
Knutaford)  alao  aaked,  Whether,  as 
stated  in  Tka  Pail  Mall  Gautlt  of  Tues- 
da;,  it  is  true  an  unconditional  release 
of  tiie  convict  Albert  Travis  has  been 
made,  and  on  what  grounds;  whether  it 
is  truo,  as  also  stated,  that  at  the  time 
of  trial  the  police  knew  that  Travie  did 
not  commit  the  murder ;  and,  whether 
the  release  is  due  to  reconsideration  of 
the  same  papers  in  the  Home  Office  at 
the  time  of  the  commntatioa  of  the 
capital  punishment  ? 

The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MAiTHEwa)  (Birmiiigham,  E.)  It  is  true 
that  the  remainder  of  the  sentence  on 
Albert  Travis  of  penal  servitude  for  life 
on  a  charge  of  murder  has  been  re- 
mitted after  two  years,  on  the  ground 
that  there  is  too  much  doubt  in  the  case 
to  justify  his  further  detention  in  prison. 
There  is  no  intention  to  grant  him  any 
compensation.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  at 
the  time  of  the  trial  the  police  knew 
that  Travis  did  not  commit  the  murder, 
or  that  they  had  information  in  their 
possession  showing  that  he  was  not 
guilty.  Since  the  commutation  of  the 
eentence  of  death  fresh  information  has 
been  received,  which  has  led  me  on  two 
occasions  to  reconsider  the  whole  of 
this  most  intricate  and  singular  case. 
X  arrived  at  my  final  decision  after  con- 
sulting more  than  one  eminent  Judge, 
from  whom  I  have  received  valuable 
assistance.  The  difficulties  of  the  case 
are  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  learned 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  is  still  satisfied 
with  the  verdict. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  a  statement  made  by  Major 
Barker,  Chief  Constable  of  Birkenhead, 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  known  to  the 
Police  Authorities,  after  the  case  had 
been  fully  investigated  before  the 
Justices,  that  Travis  did  not  commit  the 
murder,  and  that  it  was  agiunst  the 
judgment  of  the  Police  Authorities  that  a 
prosecution  was  instituted  at  the  Assizes  ? 
Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  seen 
that  statement,  nor  am  I  aware  that  it 
is  authentic.  As  far  as  I  know,  the 
only  matter  in  the  knowledge  of  the 
police  that  did  not  come  out  at  the  trial 
was  evidence  which  the  police  have  since 
laid  before  me,  contradicting  unexpected 
statements  of  a  woman  named  Piatt. 
Mr.  W.  S«dmn4 
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Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET 
(Derby)  :  May  I  aek  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  whether  the  Eule  is  still  observed 
by  which,  in  all  cases  of  capital  charges, 
the  prosecution  shall  be  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  ease  in  which  that  Eule  has  not 
been  observed;  but,  off-hand,  without 
searching  for  documents  at  the  Home 
Office,  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  positively 
that  the  Eule  has  always  been  observed. 
The  Public  Prosecutor  is  directly  re- 
sponsible for  such  cases,  although,  in 
many  instances,  he  has  employea  local 
agents  as  hia  representatives. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  whether  it  was  not  usual 
in  cases  where  a  man  had  suffered  un- 
merited imprisonment,  to  give  him  com- 
pensation  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir ;  on  the 
contrary,  to  give  compensation  is  with- 
out  precedent. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked,  if 
it  was  not  a  foot  that  compensation  was 
given  to  a  man  named  Habron,  whoso 
cose  stood  on  exactly  parallel  lines  with 
the  present  one  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  would  Uke 
Notice  of  that  Question. 

MUHIOIPAL  BOROUQHa  (IBELAND)— 
BALLINA8L0B. 
Mb.  HAEEIS  (Galway,  E)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretan  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe  suffer 
great  inconvenience  for  want  of  a  Town 
Hall  that  could  be  used  as  a  place  for 
the  transaction  of  public  business ;  that 
there  are  two  halls  in  the  town — namely, 
the  Agricultural  Hall  and  the  Fanning 
Society  Building,  both  of  which  were 
erected  for  public  uses  and  in  a  great 
degree  by  public  money,  but  have  now 
passed  into  the  haods  of  the  ground 
landlords,  who  have  rented  them  to  pri- 
vate individuals ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
have  been  unable  to  secure  the  A^cul- 
tural  Hall  as  a  Town  Hall,  though  they 
offered  to  give  the  same  rent  for  it  as  is 
paid  at  present ;  and,  if  so,  would  the 
Local  Government  Board,  by  their  ad- 
vice or  otherwise,  aid  the  townspeople 
of  Ballinaaloe  in  their  legal  efforia 
to  get  possession  of  this  hall  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked,  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that . 
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in  the  most  central  poaition  in  Ballina- 
sloe  tbere  are  iheds  which  are  used  as 
slaughter-houBM,  which  emit  k  most 
o£FeDniTe  odour,  dangerous  to  the  health 
of  the  town ;  that  the  iohabitants  of 
Ballinasloe  and  the  Town  Com  mission  ers 
signed  a  requiution  asking  Lord  Clan- 
cartj  to  remove  those  sheds,  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  a  pablie  nuisance, 
an  impediment  to  the  traffic,  and  a  die- 
figuremant  to  the  town  ;  that  his  Lord- 
ship refused,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  a  market  house,  in  whioh  his 
family  had  a  vested  interest  of  such  a 
nature  that  he  had  no  legal  right  to 
disturb  it,  especially  as  it  had  relation 
to  the  tolls  and  customs;  and,  if  so, 
would  the  Local  Government  Board  in- 
terfere and  cause  the  removal  of  these 
sheds,  and  thus  prevent  the  expense  of 
a  law  suit  F 

The  CHTBF  SEOBETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  these  Questions  required  local 
inquiry,  and  he  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  hoQ.  Member  to  postpone  them  until 

Mb.  HABBIS  :  I  ahaU  be  engaged 
HBjit  Tuesday  at  the  Law  Courts. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFODB  said,  he  might 
putdown  the  Questions  for  Monday ;  but 
he  conld  not  promise  to  be  in  a  position 
to  answsr  them  by  that  day. 

MDNIOPAL  B0B0UGH8  (IHBLAND)- 
T0LL8  AND  CUSTOMS  OP  BALLINA- 
SLOE. 

Mb.  HARRIS  (Oalway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretanto  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  toUa  and  customs  of  Ballina- 
sloe, whioh,  owing  to  the  great  fairs 
held  in  that  town,  come  to  a  large 
amount  of  money,  are  paid  to  Lord 
Clancarty ;  that,  out  of  the  money  thus 
received,  his  Lordship  contributes  no- 
thing towards  the  cleansing,  lighting,  or 
other  municipal  expenses  of  the  town ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Oovemment  give  an 
instruction  to  the  I^yal  Commission  on 
Market  Bights  and  ToUs  to  hold  a 
public  inqut^  in  Ballinasloe  P 

Tot  OHIBF  8ECRETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  knowledge  as  to  the  matters  of  fact 
referred  to.  I  understand  that  Ballina- 
sloe is  one  of  the  towns  selected  by  the 
Royal  Commission  at  which  a  public 
inquiry  will  be  held  by  the  Assistaut 
CoramisBioneTe  for  Irelaad  in  due  course. 


MERCHANDIZE  MAKES  ACT,  18ST— 
BEC.  3,  SUB-SEC.  2. 
Mr.  0.  Y.  MOBQAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.Whether  Section  3,  Sub-section  2, 
of  "The  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  1867," 
is  intended  to  apply  to  domestic  as  well 
as  to  foreign  manufacturers  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, under  Section  2,  a  man  would  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  who  sold  goods 
of  British  manufacture,  hearing  hie 
name,  but  not  actually  manu&ctured  by 
him? 

The  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Braoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said:  The  hon. Member  aaksme  to  place 
an  interpretation  on  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  have  no  power  to  do  so.  I  am 
not,  however,  aware  of  any  such  limita- 
tion of  the  application  of  Sub-section  2 
of  Section  ^  of  the  Merchandize  Merits 
Act  as  he  alludes  to  in  the  first  part  of 
his  Question.  With  reference  to  the 
second  part,  I  would  call  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  the  words  "or  mer- 
chandize "  in  the  last  line  of  the  sub- 
section, which  were,  I  understand,  in- 
serted to  meet  the  oontiogency  referred 


COAL  MINES— COLLIERY  ACCIDENT 
AT  DDSTON,  LANARKSHIRE. 

Mr.  D.  OEAWFOED  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
(for  Mr.  Philipfs)  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  takea 
before  the  TJdstoo  Colliery  Inquiry  ? 

The  SECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  pages  10  to 
14  of  the  Report  he  will  see  that  they 
contain  an  abstract  of  the  evidence  given 
by  the  principal  witnesses,  both  as  to 
the  facts  and  the  causes  of  the  explosion, 
Under  these  ciroumetances,  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  me  to  incur 
the  serious  expense  of  printing  a  ver- 
batim copy  of  the  evidence,  which  is 
very  bulky.  I  ehall  be  happy  to  show 
it  to  the  hon.  Member. 

BRITISH  OniANA— THE  SILVEft  CDB- 
RBNOY. 
Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  representations 
hafe  been  received  from  British  Quiana 
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with  reference  to  the  vom-ont  condition 
of  the  ailver  currenoy  in  use  throughout 
the  Colony;  and,  if  not,  whether,  iu  the 
event  of  Buoh  reproBentations  being 
made,  the  QoTemment  will  favourably 
oonuder  the  question  P 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Hbnbt  ds  Wokus) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth)  :  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  baa  received  no  ofiBcial  re- 
presentations oa  the  subject;  but  the 
Colonial  Govemmeat  have  the  remedy 
in  their  own  hands,  as  arrangom 
were  made  by  the  Treasury  in  1879  by 
which  new  coin  would  be  shipped  to  any 
Colony  using  British  currency  free  of 
charge.  The  Imperial  Trsasuiy  will 
also  pay  the  full  nominal  value  of  all 
worn  British  silver  sent  in  to  the  Mint. 

POOH  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND   WALES)— 

MEDWAY      UNION      WORKH0D8E  — 

CASE  OF  THOMAS  WARD. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovernment  Board,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  the  result  of  his  inquiries  into  the 
case  of  Thomas  Ward,  a  pauper  inmate 
in  the  Medwav  Union  Workhouse  ? 

Th8  PHE8IDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Ceorge's) :  I  hare 
made  inquiry  respecting  Thomas  Ward, 
an  inmate  of  the  workhouse  of  theMed- 
way  Union.  He  was  allowed  leave  of 
absence  from  the  workhouse  on  the  Ist 
of  November  last.  He  returned  about 
8  o'clock  and  went  to  his  ward.  He  was 
while  there  drunk  and  disorderly,  causing 
a  great  disturbance,  swuaiing  and  using 
bad  language.  Tbe  oircutnsCances  were 
reported  to  the  House  Committee  the 
next  day ;  and  they,  having  examined 
several  of  the  men  in  the  ward  and 
ascertained  the  facts,  directed  that  he 
should  bechargsd  before  the  magistrates. 
He  was  accordingly,  on  the  following 
day,  given  in  charge  of  the  police. 
Before  leaving  the  workhouse  he  was 
requested  to  change  the  workhouse 
clothing  for  his  own ;  but  he  refused  to 
do  so,  and  the  clothing  was  forcibly 
changed.  This  took  place  at  12'30  in 
the  daytime,  and  not  at  1230  at  night, 
as  suggested.  Ward  was  charged  before 
the  Justices,  was  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced to  21  days'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  The  wife  cf  Ward  died 
in  the  infirmary  in  March,  1886,  having 
been  an  inmate  for  many  years.  Ward 
was  with  her  till  late  in  the  evening,  the 
Mr.  Watt 
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matron  having  given  permiasioo  that  ha 
should  visit  his  wife  at  any  time  during 
the  day  until  8  o'clock,  and  he  had  been 
continually  in  the  infirmatr.  As  there 
were  21  other  patients  in  the  ward,  the 
matron  did  not  feel  justified  in  allowing 
a  male  visitor  after  8  o'clock.  Watd 
was  informed  of  his  wife's  death  early  in 
the  morning.  It  does  not  appear  to  me 
that  any  further  inquiry  as  to  the 
management  of  the  workhouse  is  neoes- 
aary. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  -  IN- 
TERFERENCE  WITH  NEWSVENDOES 
AT  CORK. 

Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
following  cases  of  police  interference 
with,  and  intimidation  of,  street  news- 
paper vendors  hare  occurred  in  the  City 
of  Cork — namely,  Denis Desmond(young 
lad),  who  refused  to  sell  to  a  policeman 
a  copy  of  Uitit*d  Irtland,  arrested  by 
Sergeant  Kennedy,  and  detained  for  a 
shorttimeinBridewell;  DenisM'Caithy 
(roung  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
The  Cork  Examiner  to  Police  Sergeant 
Power,  arrested  by  Sergeant  Power, 
taken  to  the  Bridewell,  and  detained 
there  for  some  time ;  John  Radley 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
Unitid  Ireland  and  Cork  Jizattiintr  to 
policeman,  arrested  by  Sergeant  Power, 
taken  to  Bridewell,  and  detained  there 
for  some  time ;  Cornelius  Ooakley  (young 
lad),  arrested  for  refusing  to  sell  to 
policeman  a  copy  of  United  Ireland  and 
CorkExaminery  by  Sergeant  Power,  taken 
to  the  Bridewell,  and  detained  there  for 
some  time ;  Patrick  Bradley  (young  lad), 
arrested  under  circumstances  similar  to 
the  above  by  Sergeant  Power ;  Patrick 
CarlctoQ  (young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  Cork  Herald  to  policeman,  ar> 
rested  by  Sergeant  O'Leary,  and  lodged 
in  Bridewell  for  some  time ;  Michael 
Murphy  (an  old  man  of  70),  he  refused 
to  sell  a  copy  of  Tke  Examiner  to  police- 
man  on  beat,  and  the  policeman  kicked 
the  old  man's  box  about,  scattered  his 

Eapers,  cuffed  the  old  man,  and  warned 
im  against  selling  the  newspaper ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  these  occurrences  he 
will  order  an  independent  inquiry  into 
these  matters  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALFona)(UaDohoster,  £.):  Sir,  I  am 
making  special  inqairlea  into  the  ooaes ; 
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*ai  if  tho  hon.  Uomber  will  pat  the 
QuBBtiona  on  Taeaday  next  I  wilt  try  to 
give  him  an  answer. 

Hs.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
diffe)  asked  whether,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
made  his  epeech  at  Battenea  on  the 
16th  of  May,  he  was  unaware  of  the 
circnmatancee  there  detailed,  which  took 
plaoe  in  December  laet. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  has  yet  to 
be  proved  that  the  cironmstanoes  did 
take  place. 


asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
What  is  the  present  position  of  tiie  rail- 
way  (of  about  100  miles  in  length,  be- 
tween Wady  Haifa  and  Sarraa,  in  Egypt) 
oonstructed  by  War  Departments  at  a 
ooet  of  about  £140,000;  who  is  in  con- 
trol ;  ie  the  railway  worked  or  aban- 
doned; and,  what  has  become  of  the 
lolling  stock  prorided  for  it  ? 

The  8E0EETABT  oy  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  STABHOPK)(Linca]  nshire)  ( Homcaetle): 
The  hon.  Baronet  is  under  some  misap- 
prehension as  to  this  line  of  rulway 
from  Wady  Haifa  to  Sarras.  It  is  only 
33^  miles  in  length,  and  was  constructed 
by  the  Egyptian  Ooremment  between 
1873and  1877.  At  the  time  of  the  Nile 
Expedition,  and  for  military  purposes, 
some  expenditure  was  incurred  in  im- 
proTing  the  line ;  but  nothing  approach- 
ing the  sum  named  in  the  Question.  On 
the  abandonment  of  the  country  south 
of  Wady  Haifa  the  line  was  transferred 
to  the  oontrol  of  the  Egyptian  Govera- 
ment,  to  whom  the  rolling  stock  was 
lent,  so  far  as  it  had  been  proTided  from 
Britiah  funds.  The  sale  of  the  stock  is 
now  under  consideration. 

COAL  VINES  —  BSPLOSIONB  —  EVI- 
DENCE BEFOSE  THE  COBONEBS' 
JUEIE8-THB  8T.  HELEN'S  EXPLO- 
BION. 

Mk.  W.  OEAWFOED  (Durham,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  Stats  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  is  aware  that 
some    of    hia    Predecessors    have    had 

E'nted  and  issued  a  verbatim  report  of 
minutes  of  evidence  taken  before 
Coroners'  Courts  in  cases  of  explosions 
in  mines ;  if  he  ia  aware  that  in  the  case 
of  Bttnhnm.  in  the  County  of  Durham, 
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where  168  lives  were  lost,  and  the  in- 
quest lasted  12  days,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  printed  in  a 
Blue  Book  a  full  report  of  all  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Coroner  and  jury, 
although  the  workmen  had  not,  or  ever 
did  attribute  negligence  as  the  cause  of 
the  disaster ;  if  he  knows  that  in  the 
of  the  explosion  at  St.  Helen's  Col- 
liery, in  Cumberland,  the  workmen  do 
allege  negligence  of  management  aa  the 
direct  cause  of  so  many  lives  being  lost, 
and  that  they  contemplate  taking  legal 
action  under  the  provisions  of  ue  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  to  recover  com- 
pensation for  the  relatives  of  the  de- 
ceased; and,  whether,  under  these 
exceptional  oiroumstances,  he  will  order 
a  verbatim  report  of  the  evidence  ten- 
dered before  the  Coroner's  Court  or 
Courts  in  the  St.  Helen's  inquiry  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Maitiiews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
answer  to  the  first  Question  is  in  tho 
affirmative.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
men  allege  negligence  of  management 
as  the  direct  cause  of  losa  of  life,  or  that 
they  contemplate  taking  legal  action.  I 
am  unable  to  lay  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  evidence  upon  the  Table,  as  there 
was  no  shorthand  writer  present  at  the 
Coroner's  inquest ;  but  the  Report  which 
I  have  juet  received  and  will  shortly  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  specifically 
refers  to  the  important  witnesses,  and  to 
the  facts  to  which  they  deposed. 

COAL  MINES,  &o.  HEQULATION  ACT 
18B7-8PECIAL  RULES. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  received  from  the  Leicestershire 
district  objections  to  Special  Rules; 
and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  any 
steps  to  see  that  the  wishes  of  the  work- 
men are  duly  and  properly  attended 
to? 

Ths  SECRETARY  oy  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  received  such  objections. 
With  the  view  of  meeting  the  wishes 
of  the  workmen  in  this  district  certain 
amendments  of  the  Special  Rule  were 
prepared  by  the  Inspector,  approved 
by  me,  and  proposed  to  the  owners,  by 
whom  they  have  genwally  been  ac- 
cepted. 
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THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— COLLEC 

TION  OF    MONEY    IN   80UTHWARK 

PARK. 

Me.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  th«  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  a  summons  has  been  served  on  a 
Mr.  Fairbairn  for  collecting  money  after 
a  political  speech  in  Southwark  Park ; 
and,  if  this  is  the  first  summons  that  has 
been  served  under  this  bje-lav  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  f 

Ths  SECRETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MatthetsJ  (Birmingham,  E.);  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  am  informed  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  that  the  fact  is  as 
stated.  Mr.  Fairbairn  ia  the  first  per- 
son vho  has  broken  the  bye-lav,  and, 
consequently,  he  is  the  first  peri)on  who 
has  been  summoned  under  it. 

Mb.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM  : 
Seeing  that  the  Government  apparently 
are  about  to  suppress  political  meetings 
in  London  under  pretexts,  had  we  better 
not  pass  a  Coercion  Act  for  London,  as 
for  Ireland  F 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  Mr. 
Fen  wick. 

POST  OFFICE  (CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE)- PAYMENT  OF  SALARIES. 
Ma.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  aaked  the  Postmaater  Gene- 
ral, Whether  he  will  give  the  staff  of 
the  Central  Telegraph  Offlce  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  wishes  as  to 
the  present  system  of  payment  of  sala- 
riea,  in  the  same  manner  as  was  done 
recently  on  the  question  of  long  and 
short  duties ;  and,  whether,  if  a  large 
number  of  the  staff  are  found  to  be  in 
favour  of  weekly,  instead  of  fortnightly, 
payment  of  wages,  he  will  take  steps  to 
comply  with  their  request  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbb)  (Cambridge  Unvversity),  in 
reply,  said,  that  any  officer  in  the  Post 
Office  was  at  liberty  to  apply  to  him 
through  the  usual  official  channel ;  and 
should  the  staff  at  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office  submit  an  application  be 
would  give  it  attentive  cdnsideration.  It 
would,  of  course,  be  premature  to  give 
any  promise  as  to  future  action  until 
the  requirements  of  the  Service  and  the 
wishes  of  the  officers  had  received  fuller 
oonaideration. 


POST   OFFICE    [SC0TLAND)-80RTIN 

TANS  BETWEEN  BURNTISLAKD  AND 

DUlfDBE. 

Mr.  PRESTON  BEHCE  (Fifeahire, 
W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  disrjsntinuance  at  the  beginning  of 
this  month  of  the  sorting  van,  which 
for  the  last  two  or  three  years  has  been 
running  between  BumtislaDd  and  Dun- 
dee, and  which  has  proved  to  be  a  very 
great  public  convenience  in  respect  to 
tbc  interchange  of  letters  locally  in  the 
County  of  Fife ;  whether  the  discon- 
tinuance of  this  van  is  the  act  of  the 
North  British  Railway  Company,  and 
connected  with  differences  between  that 
Company  and  the  Post  Office,  now  the 
subject  of  arbitration;  whether  the  Post 
Office  has  made  any  attempt  to  arrange 
temporarily  for  the  oontinuanoe  of  this 
van,  so  as  to  obviate  the  derangement 
and  delay  of  mails  which  must  result 
from  its  suspension  ;  and,  whether,  fail- 
ing  agreement,  he  has  power  to  compel, 
and  will  compel,  the  Company  to  restore 
this  sorting  van  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University] :  The 
facts  generally  are  as  stated  by  the  bon. 
Member.  The  Poet  Office  did  attempt, 
but  unsuccessfully,  to  arrange  for  the 
continuance  of  the  sorting  carriages  in 
Fifeshire.  Until  the  umpire  in  the 
pending  arbitration  has  made  his  award, 
I  shall  not  be  prepared  to  re-enter  on 
the  consideration  of  this  Question.  I 
believe  the  last  sitting  of  the  umpire 
and  arbitrators  is  fixed  for  the  latter 
part  of  this  week,  so  we  may  hope  be- 
fore long  to  have  the  award. 

CRIMINAL     LAff     AND      PROOEDDRE 

(IRELANXt)  ACT,  1887— SEC.  1— STATE 

OP  DUBLIN  COUNTY. 

Ma.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.)  aaked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  following  extraot 
from  the  report  in  Th«  Fra»man'i  journal 
of  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  on 
the  6th  instant,  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  County  of  Dublin : — 

' '  The  Coimtf  Inspector  had  rumuhed  him 
with  B  list  of  the  crimiaal  oflencM  tbat  hsd 
occurred  since  the  last  commi^oe,  and  he 
reported  that  the  conntj  irat  in  a  perfectly 
■atufactory  ttate ;  " 

and,  whether  the  Report  of  the  Oountj 
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Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  T  do  not  bnoT 
that  I  can  grve  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
information  he  desires ;  but  I  may  say 
that  the  County  of  Dublin  is  in  an  ex- 
ceptional position  in  Ireland,  as  offences 
might  be  committed  there  which  irould 
blossom  into  crimes  in  other  parte  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  MUKPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked,  vhetber  the  object  of  this  section 
of  the  Grimes  Act  was  not  to  disoorer 
orime ;  and  vhether  Mr.  Justioe  John- 
son, on  the  same  occasion,  did  not  say 
that  the  amount  of  crime  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  was  very  inconsiderable  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  B  ALPOUB :  I  have  abeady 
told  tha  hon.  Qentleman  that  the  neoos- 
Bity  for  nsing  the  powers  of  the  section 
does  not  depend  on  tho  amoant,  but  on 
the  character  and  circumstances  of  the 
crime  which  has  to  bo  inreitigated. 

Uk.  DILLON:  But  what  is  the 
crime  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gtostleman 
say  that  there  is  any  crime  in  the  City 
or  County  of  Dublin  of  such  a  character 
aa  requires  to  be  inTostigated  under 
Section  1  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  afraid  I 
should  not  bo  able  to  satisfy  the  hoc. 
Qentleman  witii  any  answer  I  might 
sive.  I  hare  nothing  to  add  to  what  I 
hare  said. 

The  LOED  MATOE  op  DUBTIN 
(Mr.  Skitom)  (Belfast,  W.):  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  by  a  plain  answer, 
enable  the  House  to  understand,  with 
regard  to  the  County  of  Dublin,  whe- 
ther or  not  any  ioformatiou  has  been 
Bwom  that  a  orime  has  been  committed  ; 
or  whether,  in  fact,  any  orime  has  been 
committed  which  renders  it  desirable, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Qtivemment,  to 
apply  the  prOTiaiana  of  Section  1  of  the 
Coercion  Act? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Of  oourae, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  if  in- 
formation had  been  sworn  that  a  crime 
had  been  committed  there  would  be  an 
investigation  under  Section  1.  I  am 
afraid  beyondthatlhave  nothing  to  add. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand, then,  that  no  crime  has  been  com- 
mitted  in  the  County  of  Dublin  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AMD  POLICE  (IBELAND)— JOHN 

MAQUIBE. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 

the  Chief  Seoretiu?  to  the  Lord  Lien- 

teoout  of  Ireland,  Whether  John  Ma- 


Inspector  referred  to  correctly  represents 
the  state  of  Dublin  County  as  regards 
orime  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  for 
applying  to  the  County  of  Dublin  the 
1st  section  of  "The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887  ?" 

Thb  chief  8ECEETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.   Balfocb)    (Manchester,    E.)  :    The 

Enteral  state  of  crime  is  not  abnormal, 
ut  I  wonld  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  section  cannot  be  put  in  force 
aniens  a  crime  has  been  committed ;  and, 
further,  that  the  necessity  for  using  the 
section  does  not  depend  on  the  amount 
of  crime  committed,  but  on  the  character 
and  circumstances  of  the  crime  which 
has  to  be  iuTestigated.  The  Ghorern- 
meat  desire  to  be  in  a  position  to  put 
the  section  in  force  without  delay  if  the 
neceasity  for  it  should  arise. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked,  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  the  reason  why  this 
section  had  been  applied  to  the  County 
of  Dublin  was  that  ^ssibly  something 
in  the  way  of  crime  might  arise  in  future 
requiring  the  aid  of  the  section  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  hon. 
Qentlemaa  mnst  not  he  too  hasty  in  his 
iuferenoee. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  can  now  ex- 
phun  to  the  House  why  this  prorision 
of  the  Crimes  Act  has  been  applied  to 
the  City  of  Dublin,  when,  since  it  was 
applied  to  the  City  of  Dublin  four  weeks 
ago,  DO  steps  have  been  taken  under  the 
section  ?  Now,  as  I  think  its  applica- 
tion to  the  City  of  Dublin  is  extremely 
unnecessary,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
some  explanation. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  It  was  applied 
to  ttie  City  of  Dublin  as  included  in  the 
County;  and  my  answer  as  regards  the 
City  of  Dublin  is  precisely  the  same  as 
the  answer  to  the  hon.  Qentleman  in 
relaUon  to  the  County  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  point  out 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  giren 
absolutely  no  answer  to  the  Questions 
put  to  him.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  giren  a  purely  hypothetical  state- 
ment that  posubly  the  Qovemment 
might  require  the  power  of  the  section 
in  case  neoesaity  might  arise.  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  press  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  ^r  some  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  the  County  and  the  City  of 
Dublin  are  included  under  this  section  ; 
because  we  are  entitled  to  suppose  that 
the  Coennon  Aot  would  not  be  applied 
vithont  some  Eeaaoa  for  it 
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gaire,  of  Sworde,  County  of  Dublin, 
against  whom  a  wariant  for  arrest  was 
iaau^  for  the  second  time  early  in 
March  laat,  but  vbo  still  remained  at 
lai^e  at  the  end  of  April  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  police,  has  yet  been  oom- 
tnitted  to  pneon ;  if  so,  when  was 
Maguire  arrested ;  and,  what  is  the 
justification  for  delaying  the  execution 
of  the  warrant  7 

Thk  chief  SECRETAKY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baij^ub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  Maguire 
was  arrested  on  the  10th  of  May.  The 
execution  of  the  warrant  was  delayed 
pending  the  result  of  inquiry  by  the 
Ldrd  Lieutenant  into  a  Hemorial  by 
Maguire.  The  magistrates  ordered 
that  the  arrest  should  not  take  place 
until  the  Lord  Lieutenant  gave  his 
decision  on  the  Memorial. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  May  I  ask,  is  there 
any  precedent  for  delaying  the  execu- 
tion of  a  warrant  on  such  grounds  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  Queatloa  without 
Notice. 

Subsequently, 

Ub.  OLANOY  said,  as  he  did  not 
hear  the  answer • 

Mb.  8PEAKEH :  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  practice,  which  is  a  growing  one, 
after  the  Questions  have  been  twice  gone 
over,  of  Members  reviving  Questions 
which  have  been  answered  some  time 
ego,  and  raising  a  series  of  further 
Questions  upon  them.  I  think  Uiat 
practice  is  cauung  serious  inconvenience 
to  the  House. 

Mb.  CLANOY:  With  your  permission, 
Sir,  I  may  state  that  I  was  about  saying 
that  I  had  not  heard  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Mb.  SPEAKEIR  :  Order,  order !  That 
is  hardly  a  reason,  under  the  circum- 
stances, for  repeating  the  Question. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  EETtJRN  OF 
CARBTAKBaS. 

Mb.  a.  E.  PEASE  (York)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  When  the  Betum  of  Gare- 
takere  evicted  in  Ireland,  promised  in 
February,  and  stated  subsequently  to 
be  almost  ready  for  presentation,  will 
be  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thk  chief  SEOHETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALFonB)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Mr.  CUnuy 


Return  was  presented  on  May  31,  and 
circulated  this  morning. 

Mb.  a.  £.  PEASE  asked,  whether 
that  Return  was  not  one  that  dealt 
solely  with  evicted  tenants  —  tenants 
reduced  to  the  position  of  caretakers 
under  Clause  7  of  the  Land  Act ;  and, 
whether  it  was  not  a  different  Return  to 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promised  in  February  lastf 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  under  a  misappre- 
hension. The  Return  in  question  did 
deal  with  caretakers. 

Mb.  a.  E.  PEASE:  Not  with  the 
eviction  of  caretakers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Yes,  Sir.  U 
the  hon,  Gentleman  will  look  at  the  Re- 
turn, he  will  see,  on  the  first  and  second 
pages  of  it,  that  it  does  refer  to  the 
eviction  of  caretakers — of  ez-tenanta 
who  are  caretakers. 

MINEa— CERTIFICATES  OF  TINDER 
MANAGERS. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Deport- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  heen 
called  to  complaints  that  persons  who 
have  acted  as  under  managers  of  mines 
for  many  years  have  been  refused  cer- 
tificates of  service ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  in  oases  of  refusal  to  grant  such 
certificates  no  reason  or  explanation  has 
been  given  to  the  applicant;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  diesadsfactloa  that 
exists  and  the  interest  that  is  taken  in 
the  subject,  he  will  state  the  method  of 
procedure  and  the  principles  that  guide 
the  Home  Office  in  dealing  with  certifi- 
cates of  service? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  Otr. 
Matthkws)  (Birmingham,  E,):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  received  such  complaints. 
In  the  first  instance  no  reason  for  re- 
fusal is  given ;  but  if  remonstrance  is 
made  the  reasons  are  set  forth  in  detail. 
I  consider  my  duty  to  be  limited  to 
ascertaining  whether  the  candidate 
possesses  the  statutory  qualification — 
namely,  whether  he  has  exercised 
functions  substantially  corresponding  to 
those  of  an  under  manager.  I  have  no 
right  to  exercise  any  discretion  as  to 
whether  the  candidate  is  otherwise  per. 
Bonally  qualified.  The  method  of  proce- 
dure is  to  refer  each  application  to  the 
Inspector  of  the  district,  who  reports  to 
me  whether,  in  fact,  the  candidate 
poBseaees   the    statuttny   qualifiofttion. 
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Tbo  two  main  prinoipl^s,  speaking 
generally,  hy  irhion  I  have  been  guided 
are — first,  that  the  applicant  abalT  have 
been  next  in  autborit;  to  a  oeitificated 
manager ;  and,  secondly,  that  be  sball 
have  exercised  control  over  a  separate 
mine,  or  aach  part  as  might,  untfer  tbe 
Statute,  have  oonstituted  a  separate 
mine. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  {MBTH0POLI8)— 
ABKEST  OF  JOHN  UABA. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-iQ-Fnmssa) 
asked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  a  man  named 
John  Uara,  a  printer,  was  arrested  on 
June  2,  in  Hyde  Park,  by  two  detectives, 
on  suspicion  of  being  a  piakpooket;  if 
at  tbe  time  of  bis  arrest  he  was  dressed 
in  bis  working  clothes,  his  bands  being 
covered  with  printer's  ink,  with  other 
marks  of  his  trade  to  show  that  be  was 
what  be  represented  himself  to  be;  if 
be  stated  at  tbe  Police  Court  that  be 
has  been  employed  by  Ur.  T.  Sharp, 
17,  Qrest  Titobfield  Street,  W.,  for  the 
last  10  years,  whose  foreman  has  been 
to  Marlborough  Street  Fohce  Court  to 
testify  to  hia  good  character  and  respect- 
ability and  to  offer  bail;  if  thia  ball 
was  refused  by  Mr.  Newton  ;  and,  if  so, 
for  what  reason ;  if  John  Mara  is  under 
farther  remand  till  Saturday  next,  to 
enable  the  police  to  bring  forward  wit- 
nesses who  "  saw  him  wuking  about  in 
a  snspicious  manner ; "  if,  as  tbe  matter 
stande  at  present,  John  Mara  remains 
in  prison  on  suspicion  only,  the  only 
charge  against  bim  being  the  unsup- 
ported evidence  of  two  detectives ;  and, 
if  he  will  at  once  order  John  Mara's 
release  on  bail  f 

Thi  SEOKETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  tbe  magiatrate  that  tbe 
facts  as  stated  in  the  Question  are  sub- 
stantially correct,  and  that  the  prisoner 
is  under  remand  on  the  evidence  of  two 
reliable  witneases,  while  utber  witnesses 
are  to  be  produced  on  Saturday.  I 
have  no  hatbority  to  order  his  release 
OQ  bail. 

Mb.  CATNE  :  Does  it  require  a  fort- 
night for  two  detectives  to  produce  cor- 
roborative evidence  of  picking  packets 
in  Hyde  Park ;  and  is  there  anything 
beyond  the  suspicion  of  thoae  detectives 
that  this  man  was  engaged  in  piokisg 
pockets? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Gentleman  all  tbe  information  that 
I  possess. 

Mb.  CAINE  :  Well,  I  shall  pat  down 
other  Questions  on  this  sabjeot  to- 
morrow. 

LOOAL  QOTEENMBNT  (BNQLAND  AND 

WALES)     BILL  —  THE      LICENBINO 

CLAUSES— THE  COUNTY  00UNC1L8. 

Mb.  STJUUERS  (Huddersfield)  asked 

the  President  of  the  Local  Oovemmmt 

Board,  Whether  be  intends  to  persevere 

with  the  proposal  to  hand  over  to  the 

County  Councils  the  proceeds  of  the 

licences    for   tbe    sale    of  intoxicating 

liquors? 

The  president  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorgs'a):  We 
do  not  intend,  Sir,  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  our  proposals  in  this  regard. 

HOUSE  OP  C0MM0K8-THE  BBADINO 
BOOM. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verbampton,  E.)  asked  tbe  First  Com- 
misaioner  of  Works,  Whether  he  will 
place  some  additional  furniture  in  tbe 
Reading  Room,  so  that  tbe  newspapers 
may  be  arranged  in  a  convenient  and 
available  manner  for  the  use  of  the 
Members  of  tbe  House  ? 

Thb  first  commissioner  (Mr. 
Pluitket)  (Dublin  Univeralty):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  will  endeavour  to  see  whether 
better  arrangements  cannot  be  made  in 
tbe  Reading  Room. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Asbton-nnder-Ljrne) 
asked,  whether  it  might  not  be  possible 
to  get  a  better  newspaper  room  alto- 
gether; and,  also,  wnetber  tbe  First 
Commissioner  could  not  cause  a  more 
adequate  supply  of  newspapers,  par- 
ticularly French  and  Belgiaa  news- 
papers, to  be  procured  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKBT:  The  supply  of 
newspapers  does  not  come  within  my 
Department.  I  should  like  to  see  a 
better  Reading  Boom  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
it  is  not  possible  to  obtain  one,  consider- 
ing tbe  oooommodation  of  tbe  building. 

WAR  OFFIOB  (AUXILIAEY  FOaCES)- 
THE  YEOMANRY— LIMITATION  OP 
AGE. 

ViscouHT  EBKINQXON  (Devon, 
Taviatoek)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  be  will  extend  to  the 
YooDUUu;  the  Order  reoently  iaiiied  to 
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the  Volunteers,  which  limits  the  age  for 
seirioe  in  that  Force  to  the  years  be- 
tween 17  and  50  f 

The  8E0EETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£,  Staiteopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastie): 
It  is  proposed  to  fix  a  limit  of  age  for 
service  in  the  Yeomanry,  subject  to  ex- 
ceptions in  rery  special  cases. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDtJBE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  188T— REFUSAL  TO  GIVB 
EVIDENCE. 

Kb.  W.  BEDUOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretarj  to  the 
Lend  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing in  Th»  Dmilir  Nnet : — 

"At  FsloBTraghCriiiiei Court  yeiteTday  fonr 
piiioQen  WHTS  ramaaded  for  the  foarth  tima 
to  Derry  Oftol  for  u*en  dnya  for  refusing;  to 
(pTe  evide&co.  An  old  num  nuood  Shime 
O'DoDnell  fainted  on  his  third  jonmA;  from 
g«oI.  Ho  was  with  great  difficnity  remuoilatad, 
and  ma  eventually  diadiarged ; 
how  long  has  this  old  man  O'Donnell 
been  in  prison  altogether ;  and,  has  he 
been  charged  with  or  convicted  of  an; 
crime  f 

Tkb  chief  SECRETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfocb)  (Manchester,  E.},  ia  reply, 
said,  that  the  Question  only  appoarea  on 
the  Paper  that  morning ;  but  if  it  were 
repeated  on  Monday  he  would  endeavour 
to  answer  it. 
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Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afi'airs,  Whether  he  has  yet  re- 
ceived an  answer  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministsrat  Washington  as  to  the  reason 
why  shippers  from  England  to  the 
United  States  are  charged  a  declaration 
fee  of  2*.  6rf.  on  each  invoice  in  addition 
to  the  Consul's  fee,  while  shippers  from 
Germany  to  the  United  States  pay  no 
declaration  fee  P 

Tkb  under  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Johw  Gobbt) 
(Ohatbam)  (who  replied)  said :  A  letter 
containing  tJie  substance  of  the  Report 
on  the  subject  received  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Washington  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  hon.  Member  yesterday. 
If  he  requires  any  further  information 
I  would  surest  that  he  shonid  commu- 
nicate again  with  the  Foreign  Office, 
where  the  matter  is  receiving  attention. 
Ftteount  £brington 


VENEZUELA— DUTIES    AD   VALOBEU. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (BethnalGreen.N.E.J 
(for  Mr.  Watt)  (Glasgow,  Camlaohie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  additional 
30  per  cent  ad  vulor*m  duty  apon  all 
(toods  imported  is  still  enforced  by 
Venezuela ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  txade  between  Trinidad  and 
Venezuela  has  now  virtoally  ceased  to 
exist  P 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobbt) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said :  We 
have  no  information  that  this  additional 
duty  has  ceased  to  be  levied.  It  is  not 
a  fact  that  trade  between  Trinidad  and 
Venezuela  has  now  virtually  ceased  to 
exist;  but  there  was  a  falling  off  in 
18S7,  as  compared  with  1886,  of 
£10,246  in  value  of  imports  to  Trinidad 
(excluding  bullion  in  transit) — namely, 
from  £179,274  to  £169,02H;  and  m 
exports  of  £26,722  —  namely,  from 
£168,585  to  £141,863. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  —  BRITISH 
AND  FOREIGN  MINISTRIES  OF 
COMMERCE. 

Ma.  GAUSTON  (Soathwark,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  have  instituted  any 
inquiry,  or  obtained  any  information 
from  Foreign  Governments,  showing 
the  difference  of  organization  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  this  country  and 
the  Ministers  of  Commerce  of  Foreign 
Administrations;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  will  do  so  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  INDIA  (Sir  Johm  Goest) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said:  No  suon 
inquiry  has  been  recently  instituted ; 
but  if  the  hoQ.  Member  will  furnish  the 
Foreign  Office  with  particulars  of  the 
information  he  desires  to  obtain,  and 
the  countries  from  which  it  should  be 
procured,  Reports  will  be  called  for. 

NATIONAL  BIFLE   ASSOCIATION— RE- 
MOVAL OF  THE  VOLUHTBBE  CAMP 
FROM  WIMBLEDON. 
Mb.    NORTON    (Kent,   Tanbridge) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  the  removal  of  the 
Volunteer  Camp  from  Wimbledon,  and 
in  consideration  ot  the  great  adrantaga 


..Google 


121 


ZmoI  SattmwuHt         {Juhb  14,  1688}  (fWybNJmi  Wain)  Silt.     Hi 


to  the  oountry  And  tlie  Tolunteen  gene- 
rally if  the  annual  meetinK  could  oon- 
ttnue  to  be  held  near  Loudon,  and  alao 
the  desirability  of  having  a  permaQont 
range  available  for  the  Metropolitan 
Uorpa,  Whether  the  Govemment  will 
take  atepe  to  inquire  as  to  the  suitability 
of  the  luohmond  Park  site  ? 

The  FIH8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  un- 
derstand that  a  deputation  from  the 
National  Sifle  Assooiation  waited  upon 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  this  morning  on  the 
subject  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Goremment 
oarefully  to  consider  the  representation 
which  was  made  to  the  First  Goromis- 
flioner,  and  they  will  to  da  so  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible,  having  regard  to 
the  importance  of  the  question.  But  I 
must  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
if  only  the  annual  rifle  meeting  is  sanc- 
tioned in  Richmond  Park,  it  wiU  involve 
the  exclusion  of  the  public  from  a  por- 
•  tion  of  the  Park  for  a  fortnight  every 

J'ear,  and  neoeesitate  the  removal  of  a 
arge  number  of  trees  in  the  line  of  fire ; 
while  if  the  butts  were  to  be  available 
as  a  permanent  range,  the  public  would 
have  to  be  permanently  excluded  from 
an  area  amounting  to  about  one-half  of 
the  entire  Park. 

THE  ADltlRALTT  ASD  THE  WAS 
OFFIOE— HTPOTHBTICAI.  INVASION 
OF  THIS  OOUNTRy. 
8iB  JOHN  OOLOUB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow,  ftp.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  be  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Ifarquess  the  Member  tor  Bossendale 
(the  Marquees  of  Hartington)  will  in- 
quire into  the  relations  between  the  Ad* 
miralty  and  War  Office,  aa  regards  the 
conflicting  statements  made  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  Adjutant 
General  of  the  Army,  respecting  the 
transport  required  and  available  in 
French  ports  for  the  sudden  invasion  of 
this  oountry  by  100,000  men ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  will  inquire  into  the 
relations  between  the  Admiralty,  the 
War  Office,  and  the  Treasury,  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Treasury  sanations  an  annual 
expeoditare  by  the  War  Offioe  of  over 
£14,000  a-year  for  militaiy  intelligence, 
beaidea  over  £4,000  a-year  for  military 
attvhSe,  whilo  tbe  aonual  expenditure 


by  the  Admiralty  for  naval  intelligence 
is  under  £6,000  a-year,  and  under 
£1,000  a-year  for  a  naval  attach^,  as 
shown  by  Parliamentary  Betuma  re- 
cently presented  to  the  House  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Myhon. 
and  gallant  Friend  is  aware  of  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  ;  and  it  ia  for  the  Commission,  as 
a  body,  to  determine  what  points  they 
will  or  will  not  deal  with.  No  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  can  ^ve 
any  instructions  to  or  interfere  with  the 
proceedings  of  a  Royal  Commission ; 
and,  under  thebe  oircum stances,  it  is 
impossible  for  ma  to  give  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  any  definite  information 
on  the  point  which  he  has  raised. 

LOCAL  GOVEBSMBNT  (ENCiLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  —  THE  LICEN8INU 
CLAUSES  —SUSPENSION  OP  NEW 
UOBNCES. 

8m  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  withdrawal  of  the  lioensing 
Clauses  of  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
the  Govemment  would  be  willing  to  in- 
troduce into  that  Bill  a  clause,  or  to 
bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  suspend  for  13 
months  the  issue  of  all  new  licences  for 
the  sale  of  intoxioatine  liquors,  aa  was 
done  in  1871,  pending  further  ooasidera- 
tioD  of  the  question  r 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Siuth]  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  OoTemment  are  not  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  any  arrangement  or 
engagement  with  the  House  to  introduce 
a  BiU  suspending  for  13  months  the 
issue  of  all  new  licences  for  the  sate  of 
intoxicating  liquors. 

Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) : 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  ^ntleman,  I  beg  to  aak  him  wne- 
ther,  after  the  declaration  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board  in  introducing  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  the  House  is  to  understand 
that  the  Qwemment  intend  to  postpone 
indefinitely  dealing  with  the  <^uestions 
of  Local  Option,  Sunday  Closing,  and 
the  confemog  of  powera  for  granting 
lioenoes  upon  Bodies  to  be  euioted  by 
the  ratepayeiB  ? 
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Uk.W.  H.  SMITH:  ThehoD.  QenUe- 
m&n  must  draw  bia  own  inference  from 
the  course  which  the  GoTdrnment  have 
lieen  compelled  to  take. 

Subsequently, 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAItC01JRT(Derby ): 
With  leferesoo  to  the  Notice  giren  by 
the  Oovemment  of  their  intention  to 
omit  certain  clauses  of  the  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Bill,  I  beg  leave  to  give  Notice 
that  when  a  Motion  is  made  to  omit 
Olauso  9,  relating  to  Sunday  Closing,  I 
shall  oppose  the  omission  of  that  clause. 

QBEENWICH    HUSPITAL   E8TIUA.TE8. 

Oaptaki  price  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Vint  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Qreenwich  Hospital  Eetimates 
will  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Navy  Estimates  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  {Mr.  W. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Weatminster) :  The 
Qreenwich  Hospital  Estimatea  will  not 
be  within  the  terms  of  the  Reference  to 
the  Select  Committee  00  Navy  Estimates. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Osbobhb  Moxoah 
(DenbigUBbire,  E.), 

The  first  LORD  or  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SfflTH)  (Strand, 
Weslminster)  said,  that,  in  the  present 
condition  of  Fubiio  Business,  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Qoveroment  to  £x  a  date 
for  taking  the  two  Bills  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  tithe  rent-charge. 

In  reply  to  Sir  William  Hakcoubt 
(Derby)  and  Mr.  Bbadlauoh  (North- 
ampton), 

Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH  add,  there  would 
be  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  for  the 
Local  Gtorernment  Bill.  It  might  be 
necessary  to  take  Supply  one  day  next 
week — he  hoped  not  more  than  one  day 
— and  the  other  days  would  be  devoted 
to  the  Loosl  Qovemment  Bill ;  but  he 
would  state  definitely  to-morrow  if  it 
would  be  neoeaaary  to  take  Supply,  and, 
if  80,  on  what  day  it  woi^d  be  taken. 

QEEMAST-HEALTH  OF  HIS  IMPERIAL 
MAJESTY  FREDERICK  in. 
Ma.  HO  WORTH  (Salford,  S.) :  In 
view  of  the  alarming  news  about  the 
Oenuau  Emperor's  health,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Ooremment  whether  they 
hare  received  any  information  of  a  more  i 


[OOMHONSI     {Sngtmdmil  Waht)  Bill     124 
re-assuring  character  than  ie  contained 


in  to-day's  newspapers  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  deeply  that  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Government, 
nor  in  my  power,  to  give  the  Honse  any 
re-assuring  information.  We  have  not 
received  any  telegram  from  Berlin  since 
the  early  morning,  and  all  the  infor- 
mation that  has  reached  ua  is  of  the  cha- 
racter to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said :  About  an 
hour  and  a  half  ago  I  was  asked  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  a 
Question  with  reference  to  the  condition 
of  the  Gterman  Emperor.  At  that  time 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  had  received 
no  telegram  from  our  Ambassador  at 
Berlin ;  but  we  have  since  reoelved  a 
telegram,  dated  3  o'clock  to-day,  from 
Berlin,  informing  us,  I  regret  to  say, 
that  the  Emperor's  condition  is  much 
worse  than  it  has  been,  and  ihat  there 
is  now  very  little  hope  entertained  of  his 
reoorery.  Inflammation  of  the  lunga 
has  set  in  ;  but  the  Ambaseador  informs 
us  that  His  Imperial  Highness's  intel- 
lect is  perfectly  clear,  and  that  he  ia 
suffering  no  pain.  It  is  with  very  great 
regret  that  I  make  this  oommunloatioQ 
to  the  House ;  but  it  is,  at  least,  some 
consolation  to  know  that  His  Imperial 
Highness  ia  free  from  pain,  and  that  his 
intellect  remains  unolouded. 


Mh.  BAETLBY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  When 
he  proposes  to  take  the  Wheel  Tax  Bill ; 
or  whether  they  were  to  understand  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  meanttogive  it  upF 

THEOHANOELLOBoPTHBEaiOHE. 
QUER  (Mr.  Qosohbk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  thought  I  had 
several  times  informed  the  House  that 
that  tas  has  not  been  given  up.  The 
time  when  it  will  be  taken  will  depend 
on  the  progress  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Bill.  It  stands  in  the  same  category  as 
other  n 
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(Tower  Hamlets,  8t.  George's)  an- 
nounced that  he  hoped  a  Paper  woald 
be  in  the  Vote  Offloe  this  evening  (tiving 
the  suggested  numbers  of  the  County 
Councils.  This  might  be  a  oonvenienoe 
to  hoa.  Members  in  view  of  the  disoua- 
aion  on  the  subject. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Uohtrsd  Kat-Shot- 
TLBwttHTH  (Lanooshire,  Clitheroe), 

He.  GITCHIE  said,  that  he  hoped 
the  Amendments  to  the  Bill  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  to-morrow. 

0SBSS8     OF   TSS    DA  T 


NATIONAL  DEBT  (SUPPLEMENTAL) 

BILL.— [Biu.  3S4.] 

{Mr,  CknunUar  ef  thi  Extiegufr,  Mr.   William 

Stnry  Smith,  Mr.  faeknm.) 

COITBIDEBATIOII. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eotuidtratl. 
8iE  WILLIAM  HAROOUET  (Derby): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  upon  the  third  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  ike  will  tell  the  House 
what  he  proposes  to  do  with  that  portion 
of  the  Three  per  Cent  Consols  which 
etill  remains  unconverted  ?  At  present, 
there  is  a  considerable  difference  be- 
tween the  price  of  the  old  Consols  which 
have  not  been  converted  and  those 
which  have  been  oonverted,  so  that  the 
persona  who  did  not  take  the  advice  to 
convert  have  got  a  good  deal  better 
treatment  than  the  people  who  did  con- 
vert. Therefore,  there  is  a  considerable 
Sortion  of  Stock,  the  amount  of  which  I 
o  not  know,  which  is  worth  20<.  more 
than  the  converted  Stook. 

ThxOHANOELLOB  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosohih)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cannot  admit  that 
becanae  for  a  tew  weeks  the  converted 
fitook  has  fallen  below  par,  therefore  it 
is  true  that  those  who  have  not 
converted  have  got  a  better  thing  than 
those  who  have  converted.  The  Three 
per  Cent  Stock  is  now  in  such  a  position 
that  it  can  be  paid  off  on  12  months' 
notice.  Whether  they  will  be  in  as 
aatisfaotory  a  position  as  those  who  have 
got  a  Stock  on  whioh  2^  per  cent  or 
2}  per  cent  is  guaranteed  for  a  certain 
number  of  years  is  a  question  for  the 
Tight  hon.  (Gentleman  and  others  to  de- 
termine. If  they  are  paid  off  at  par  In 
fhe  opnrse  of  a  ^ear,  and  sbotlM  not  be 
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able  to  invest  as  well  as  they  ean  at 
this  particular  moment,  I  should  say 
that  they  will  not  be  in  so  favourable  a 
position  as  the  holders  of  the  New 
stock.  I  think  it  is  premature  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  at- 
tempt to  mar  the  snocess  of  the  opera- 
tion. 

Ma.  SPEAEEB:  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  Question  be- 
fore the  House.  No  debate  can  arise 
at  this  stage,  and  the  third  reading  will 
be  taken  to-morrow. 

Ma.  G08CHEN ;  I  will  answer  the 
qaeetion  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
specifically  and  exactly  on  another  occa- 
sion ;  but  I  may  say  now  that  out  of  a 
total  of  about  £590,000,000  and  more, 
the  amount  still  outstanding  is  about 
£47,000.000. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork,  Co.  Mid.)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whe- 
ther, in  connection  with  the  Bill,  Clause  I , 
which  spoke  of  the  market  price  of 
the  Three  per  Cent  Stock,  relerred  to 
annuities  or  assets  iu  the  case  of  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  in  respect 
of  trustee  savings  banks? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  [ 
There  can  be  no  discussion  upon  this 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Db.  tanner  intimated  that  he 
would  put  the  question  to-morrow. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To' 
morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

NATIONAL  DEFENCE  [BBMUNBBA- 
TION,  *c.] 

OOHUITTEB. 

Mattek — eontidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
■  That  it  is  expedient  to  auUiorizs  the  pay. 


8Ute  OF  the  Admi' 
nlty,  and  of  oompeaaation  to  any  pereon  iuffec- 
ing  loaa  for  anything  done  under  aucb  aatba- 
rity,  in  pnranancs  of  any  Aot  of  the  present 
Seoiion  Ut  make  better  provision  reepeotiDg 
National  Dotenoa."— (ifr.  Sierilary  SlanAept.) 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  there 
had  been  no  explanation  of  the  neces- 
sity for  this  Resolution.  There  waa 
nothing  to  justify  such  a  Resolution, 
except    some  expectation  of  invasion 


Oiuiomt 
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that  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  moet  im- 
probable thing.  Such  a  Resolution  was 
calculatsd  to  excite  a  great  deal  of  alarm. 
If  such  a  monatrously  improbable  con- 
tingency were  to  arise,  he  supposed  that 
any  GoTemment  would  seize  the  rail- 
ways in  case  of  necessity,  and  ask  for  a 
Bilt  of  Indemnity  afterwards.  He  pre- 
sumed it  would  bs  impossible  that  there 
would  be  any  inTasion  of  this  country 
without  some  amount  of  previous  ru- 
mour or  expectation .  If  such  a  difficulty 
were  to  arise,  Bills  could  be  passed 
through  the  two  Houses  within  24  hours, 
or  even  less,  in  oaae  of  neoeasity.  He 
could  not  see  that  any  good  ground  had 
been  ehown  for  the  Beeolution,  and  he 
hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  would  give 
some  information  to  the  House  npoathe 
Bubjeot. 

The  SECfRETAET  op  STATE  fob 
WAE  (Mr.  E.  Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire. 
Homcastle):  This  is  only  a  formal 
Resolution  on  vhich  a  Bill  would  be 
founded.  When  the  clause  comes  on  in 
Committee,  the  hon.  Member  will  hare 
an  opportunity  for  raising  the  question. 
Although  we  oertainly  do  not  anticipate 
an  invasion,  we  believe  that  the  best 
way  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  such  a 
thing  is  to  be  prepared.  We  are  only 
asking  for  sucn  powers  as  we  deem 
reaeonable  and  neceseair,  and  which  we 
might  have  to  use  in  the  ease  of  emer- 
gency. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

CUSTOMS  (WINE  DDTT)  BILL 

(Jfr.  Courtnty,  Mr.  CAanetllor  tf  the  Exthtquer, 

Xr.  Jatktan.] 

[bill  293.]      BBOOKD  KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Thk  SEOEETAET  to  the  TREA- 
SURY {Mr.  Jaoksok)  (Leeda,  N.)  :  In 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stances which  have  rendered  it  necessary 
to  introduce  it.  It  wili  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Cosohea),  in  introducinghis  Budget, 
asked  the  Houae  to  sanction  a  tax  upon 
bottled  wines  to  the  extent  of  5*.  per 
dozen.  The  House  on  that  ocoasian 
was  good  enough  to  grant myiight  hon, 
Mr.Pieton 
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Friend's  demand ;  but  in  the  cooree  of 
the  discussion,  and  on  the  Report  stage 
of  the  Bilt,  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Craig)  moved 
a  Resolution  and  ^.initiated  a  discus- 
sion, suggesting  the  exemption  &om 
the  tax  of  all  wines  under  30f.  a  doxen 
That  proposal  met,  I  may  say,  with  a 
very  large  amount  of  acceptance  in  the 
Houae,  and  it  met  also  with  what  I  may 
venture  to  call  a  benevolent  recsptioa 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  was  pointed 
out  most  forcibly  that  the  proposal  to 
tax  all  bottled  wines  at  the  same  rate  of 
5i.  per  dozen  would  fall  very  heavily  od 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  wine  which 
was  imported  into  this  country  in  bottles 
of  a  very  nseful  character,  but  which 
cornea  in  at  a  very  moderate  price.  Itwaa 
quite  reoognized  that  if  any  plan  could 
be  found  by  which  exemption,  or  partial 
relief,  could  be  given  to  this  class  of 
wines,  it  was  the  duty  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  it,  and,  if  possible,  to 
^ve  effect  to  it.  As  the  result  of  ihat 
disoussioQ,  my  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
mised  to  the  House  a  plan  by  wiiich. 
some  relief  might  be  given  to  wines  of 
that  character.  The  diffioultiea  were 
recognized  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
when  he  had  to  consider  them  previously 
to  the  introduction  of  his  Budget  to  this 
House.  It  was  pointed  out  at  the  time 
that  there  were  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  very  few  figures  which 
enabled  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  form  a 
very  accurate  estimate,  either  as  to  the 
quantity  of  bottled  wines  imported  into 
this  oountry,  and  stilt  less  of  the  quan- 
tity of  the  proportions  of  those  bottled 
wines  which  would  have  to  be  exempt 
because  they  wero  less  than  S0«.  a  dozen. 
I  believe  that  for  some  oonsidarabla 
time  there  have  been  no  separata 
atatisties  kept  at  the  Cuetoma  with 
refsrenoe  to  the  importation  of  bottled 
wines.  But  the  opportunity  which 
had  been  offered  has  enabled  soma 
figurea,  which  I  believe  may  be  taken 
to  be  reliable,  to  be  obtained,  ahow- 
ing  not  only  the  total  import  of  bottled 
wines  into  thia  oountry,  but  also  afford- 
ing an  approximate  estimate  as  to 
the  proportion  of  sparkling  wines  and 
still  wines  comprised  in  that  total.  I 
have  said  that  there  were  no  statistics, 
and  perhaps  it  may  be  thought  by  soma 
hon.  Memben  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  Department  qtw  whii^  he  pre- 
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sides  are  to  blame  becnase  those  etatia- 
tioB  are  not  fortIicomiD(f.  Let  me  point 
oat  to  ton.  Membera  what  the  obviona 
answer  to  that  is.  After  the  atatement 
I  have  made  that  no  separate  statiatios 
have  been  keptof  the  quaotitj  of  bottled 
winee  imported  into  this  couiitT7,  it  is 
obvtona  to  every  Member  of  this  Hoase 
that  to  have  entered  into  an  investiga- 
tion, and  to  have  called  for  statistics 
from  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  would 
have  been  moat  effectually  to  have  in- 
formed the  public  beforehand  what  was 
in  the  mind  of  my  right,  hon.  Friend  pre- 
viously to  the  introduction  of  his  Budget, 
and  I  think  that  I  may  say  that  there  is 
not  the  smallest  evidence  to  phow  that 
in  the  inqniries  which  have  been  made, 
nocOBsarily  limited  as  they  were,  the 
secret  wae  not  well  kept  by  the  Depart- 
ment, and  it  was  absiuntely  unknown  to 
the  publio  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
GOQtemplatod  imposing  a  duty  on  bottled 
wine.  The  investigation  whioh  has  taken 
place,  and  I  may  say  that  it  took  place 
both  at  home  and  abroad — has  not 
only  furnished  us  with  what  I  believe  to 
be  reliable  figures,  but  it  has  also,  I 
may  say,  at  the  ontset,  considerably 
facilitated  the  task  which  my  riaht  hon. 
Friend  had  sat  before  himself.  The 
figures  which  have  been  obtained  show 
that  the  original  estiraate  was  under 
the  mark,  and  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  a  aonaiderable  margin  in 
whioh  to  work  in  his  endeavour  to  find 
a  method  of  giving  exemption  to  those 
wines  whioh  are  under  30(.  a-dozen.  I 
will  give  to  the  House  a  few  figures 
whioh  have  been  obtained  as  the  result 
of  the  investigatioQ.  These  figures, 
although  an  estimate  only,  have  been 
eheoked  in  various  ways,  and  are  be- 
lieved to  be  approximately  aocarate. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  total  import  of 
bottled  winee  into  this  country  is  in 
round  figures  2,500,000  gallons.  Of 
those  2,500,000  gallons,  about  two-fifths 
or  1,000,000  gallons  are  represented  by 
still  wines,  and  about  three-fifths,  or 
1,500,000  gallons  may  be  taken  to 
represent  the  quantity  of  sparkling 
wines.  Of  the  still  wines,  of  which  the 
total  is  said  to  be  about  1,000,000 
gallons,  it  is  believed  that,  at  a  liberal 
estimate,  about  one-fourth— or  about 
250,000  gallons  —  consists  of  w 
worth  mors  than  30f.  per  dosen,  while 
the  remaining  three-fourths,  or  750,000 
galloDS  will,   it  is  estimated,  oome  in 
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below  the  limit  of  30t.  per  dozen.  Then, 
Sir,  with  rei^ard  to  the  sparkling  wines, 
at  which  the  total  import  is  estimated 
at  1,500,000  gallons,  about  two-thirds, 
1,000,000  gallons  will,  it  is  estimated, 
come  in  over  the  limit  of  30f.  a-dozen, 
while  about  one-third,  or  600,000,  will 
oome  in  below  the  limit  ofSOt.  Isfaoold 
like  to  point  out  to  the  House  one  very 
important  fact  that  has  come  to  our 
knowledge  and  been  impressed  upon  us 
in  the  course  of  these  investigations— 
that  is,  that  the  customs  and  the  habits 
of  the  people  of  this  country  in  the 
direction  of  drinking  wine  appears  very 
largely  to  have  changed,  and  changed 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  particular 
wines  which  they  drink,  hut  also  with 
regard  to  the  quantity  of  wine  they 
drink.  While  the  total  quantity  of 
wine— not  bottled  wine  only — imported 
into  this  country  and  retained  for  home 
consumption  is  now  only  about  the  same 
as  it  was'in  the  year  1666  the  proportion 
of  sparkling  wines  whioh  is  imparted  into 
this  country  has  enormously  increased. 
Therefore,  the  importation  of  sparkling 
to  still  wine  imported  in  bottle  bears  to- 
day a  much  larger  proportion  to  the 
total  than  it  did  in  1866,  or  in  any 
subsequent  year.  This  change  which 
has  been  going  on  appears  from  the 
figures  to  be,  at  all  events  for  the  pre- 
sent, continuous,  and  so  far  as  we  are 
able  to  judge  it  is  likely  to  continue. 
I  will  give  the  House  the  figures.  While 
in  1866  the  total  white  wine  imported 
into  this  country  was  taken  at  956,000 
gallons,  in  1867  it  had  risen  to  1,S3S,000 
gallons,  or  an  increase  of  very  nearly 
60  per  cent.  This,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
was  the  case  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  total  of  wine  imported  into  this 
country  for  home  consumption  was  in 
1866,  13,226,000  gallons,  and  in  1887, 
13,694,000  gallons.  These  figures  go  to 
show  that  the  quantity  of  sparkling 
wine  imported  into  this  country,  and  of 
course  imported  in  bottle,  has  shown  a 
very  considerable  tendency  to  increase 
to  even  a  larger  extent  than  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  estimated.  Now,  Sir, 
on  these  figures  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  to  ask  nimaelf  how  he  could  grant 
relief  to  the  cheaper  wines,  and  thus 
meet  what  he  believed  to  be  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  and  I  hope  I  may  also 
add  the  claims  of  Bordoaux.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  had  to  consider,  first,  how 
to  protect  and  preserve  his  estimat«4 
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revenue;  seoondlv,  how  to  relieve  the 
cheap  wines;  and,  thirdly,  how  to  do 
this  without  giving  the  least  incentive 
to  fraud  and  friction.  Several  plans 
were  suggested  and  were  open  to  him. 
The  first  which  I  will  mention  was 
one  which  naturally  presented  itself — 
namelj,  to  exempt  generally  all  wines 
from  the  tax  which  were  under  the  value 
of  30».  a-dozen.  But  when  this  ques- 
tion came  to  be  examined  it  was  found, 


wines  were  ooncemed,  leave  but  a  very 
small  proportion  of  the  whole  upon 
which  the  tax  could  be  calculated.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  a  general 
exemption  of  that  kind,  or  even  a  special 
exemption,  as  applied  to  some  wines 
would  necessitate,  of  course,  not  only 
that  an  examination  with  endless 
forms  of  procedure  should  be  gone 
through  with  regard  to  wines  on  which 
the  duty  was  to  be  calculated,  but  also 
an  examination  of  all  the  wines  im- 
ported which  were  exempt.  It  would 
follow,  Uierefore,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me,  that  for  the  purpose 
of  raising  the  comparatively  limited 
amount  of  revenue  which  would  have 
been  obtained  &om  still  wines,  it  was  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  impose  upon  the 
traders  any  more  irksome  condition  of 
dealing  with  it  than  was  absolutely 
necessary  inthe  interests  of  the  Kevenue. 
I  will  point  out,  further,  that  so  far  as 
still  wine  iaooncemed  there  is  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  in  fixing  or  making 
regulations  by  which,  in  a  reasonably 
easy  manner,  the  value  of  the  wine  can 
be  readily  determined  and  a  tax  levied. 
In  the  first  place,  in  regard  to  still  wine, 
it  is  net  even  enough  to  rely  on  the  brand, 
even  though  that  brand  be  Chateau 
LaGte,  or  Chateau  Latour,  or  Chateau 
Margaux,  because,  I  am  told,  that  it  hap- 
pens that  the  vintage  in  certain  years  is 
not  worth  nearly  bo  much  as  in  others. 
These  winea,  which  are  known  as  high 
class  vintage  wines,  have  their  bad 
aeaeone,  and  the  wine  of  a  partioular 
vineyard  might  be  inferior  and  not  worth 
so  much  as  wine  grown  outside  of  it  in 
the  same  year.  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  pointout  also  in  regard  to  these 
still  wines  that  there  is  this  important 
difficulty.  There  are,  practically,  none 
of  these  wines  which  cannot  be  imported 
in  cask  into  this  oountir,  and,  therefore, 
if  yon  impose  a  duty  of  2t.  $d.  a  gallon, 


or  St.  a  dozen  on  all  wines  over  30j.  a 
dozen  in  value,  you  will  be  ofiering  a 
strong  temptation,  in  the  first  place,  to 
fraudulent  declaration,  and  a  strong 
temptation,  in  the  second  place,  to  im- 
port such  wioos  into  this  country  in  casks 
and  so  evade  the  duty  altogether.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, taking  all  these  circumstances 
into  consideration,  and  also  the  import- 
ant fact  that  he  had  a  margin,  to  give 
an  exemption  to  all  still  bottled  winea. 
With  regard  to  sparkling  wine  the  case 
is  very  difi'erent.  In  the  first  place,  a 
much  larger  portion  of  the  whole  comes 
to  this  country  aa  wine  of  a  value  beyond 
30f.  a  dozen,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
it  is  believed  that  such  wine  cannot  be 
imported  into  this  country  except  as 
bottled  wine.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
received  many  suggestions,  even  from 
high  authorities,  that  if  this  duty  is  im- 
posed as  it  is  proposed,  attempts  will  bs 
made  to  evade  the  tax  by  sending  spark- 
ling  wines  into  this  country  with  false 
corks  and  replacing  them  when  tbey 
come  here  with  corks  representing  their 
real  character.  But  I  do  not  attach  very 
much  importance  to  that,  and  my  right 
bon.  Friend  has  arrived  at  what,  I  be- 
lieve, to  be  a  happy  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty— namely,  to  put  a  tax  of  2t.  6rf. 
per  gallon  upon  all  sparkling  wine  over 
SOi,  per  dozen  in  value,  and  a  tax  of  li. 
per  gallon  on  all  sparkling  wine  under 
•<0«.  per  dozen  in  value.  He  is  of  opinion 
that  that  will  fairly  meet  the  difficulty, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  it  secures  the 
Itevenue,  and,  in  the  second  place,  re- 
moves all  temptation  to  fraud,  because 
the  di£Ferenoe  between  2t.  per  dozen  and 
Si.  per  dozen  does  not  leave  a  sufficient 
reward  or  a  sufficient  incentive  to  induce 
anyone  to  undergo  the  enormous  risk 
which  would  be  involved  in  attempting 
to  evade  the  Bevenue  and  in  incurring 
penalties  by  falsely  declaring  the  value 
of  wine.  I  may  also  remind  the  House 
that  while  we  hear  so  much  about 
temptation  to  commit  fraud,  no  business 
firm  of  reputation  could  lend  themselves 
to  such  fraudulent  practices  without 
placing  themselves  entirely  at  the  mercy 
of  their  servants  by  whom  the  practices 
would  have  to  be  performed.  The  Bill 
now  before  the  House  makes  two  altera- 
tions in  the  existing  conditions  of  things. 
It  corrects  what  I  cannot  but  feel  was  a 
mistake  in  the  previoui  Ppl— namely, 
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tbat  the  duty  was  imposed  upon  the 
dosen  bottles  iDstesd  of  the  gallon  of 
wine.  Tliat  hae  been  remedied  in  the 
preHnt  Bill.  The  other  alter atton 
ifl  that  it  ohaDgee  the  method  of  im- 
pouDg  the  dutj,  that  it  exempts  alto- 
gether all  itiU  wine  from  the  additional 
duty,  and  that  it  moderateeand  modifies 
the  dnt;  upon  those  cheap  obampagnes 
of  which  we  have  already  heard  eome- 
thing  in  this  House.  I  hope  that  the 
proposata  of  taj  right  hon.  Friend  will 
meet  with  the  general  acceptance  of  the 
Honse.  I  will  only  ee;,  in  conclusion, 
tbat  I  shall  hope  to  have  the  support  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
good  enough  to  say  on  the  Beport 
etage  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Be. 
venue  Bill,  and  in  referenee  to  this  par- 
ticular question — 

'*  If  ILs  right  hon.  GsntlomBD  nndBitook  that 


■Dthority  of  FaTliament,  wonld  carry  ont  the 
principle  of  relieving  the  lover  oIon  winei, 
that  would  be  mo«t  Mtuifactory." 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Cbildets)  was 
also  good  enough  to  say — 

"  If  the  Government  wonld  nndertaks  to 
tBing  in  >  Bill  ■■  rapidly  m  they  coald  sfter 
they  had  obtained  informatiDn  as  to  which  par- 
ticnlar  winea,  if  imported  in  bottle,  wonld  pay 
the  lower  rate  of  duty,  they  onsbt  to  place 
confidence  in  tbe  Btatemect  of  the  ri)(ht  hon. 
GtnUemaii  that  that  would  be  done,  but  tbe 
malter  woold  nut  boar  much  longer  delay.  If 
hia  Hgbt  hon.  Friend  gave  an  auiinuice  that 
no  time  Bhould  be  loft  in  formolating  a  Bill 
nndei  which  the  cheaper  winea  ihould  come  in 
at  a  ohaaper  nte,  he  thought  the  Hoom  might 
b«  tatiafled." 

The  Government  have  eadeavoared  to 
cany  out  that  undertaking.  They 
have  fonunlated  this  plan,  which  they 
eubmit  to  the  House  with  confidence, 
and  I  beg  now  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — (ifr.  Jaekion.) 

Hr.  CHIIiDEBS  [Edinburgh,  8.) : 
The  quotation  which  the  hon.  Qentle- 
nsn  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
read  from  my  speech  is  not  steictlr 
sccurate.  What  I  did  say  was  that  I 
hoped  the  Bill  wonld  be  formulated  as 
aeon  as  possible  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
that  it  would   D«    acceptable   to   (he 
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House,  and  that  we  would  do  what  we 
could  to  build  a  bridge  for  him,  con- 
sidering the  retreat  which  he  has  to 
make.  The  position  in  which  we  stand 
at  this  moment  ia  that  the  right  hos. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  other  day  gave  the  Honse  at 
some  length  the  new  plan  he  proposed 
with  respect  to  the  Wine  Duties,  and 
when  he  had  placed  that  new  plan  at 
great  length  before  the  House,  I  ven- 
tured to  say  that  I  thought  so  novel  a 
proposal  ought  to  be  accompanied  by 
some  Papor-TRid  before  Parliament.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  it  was  not  a 
novel  proposal,  and  he  justified  that 
statement  by  a  reference  to  what  was 
done  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) in  1880,  and  also  by  a  reference 
to  the  first  arrangement  of  the  Wine 
Duties  for  some  years  after  1860.  Now, 
those  proposals,  and  particularly  that  of 
my  i^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Listhian,  had  reference  generally  to 
bottled  wines,  and  there  wae  nothing 
novel,  however  it  mightbe  objectionable, 
in  the  first  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Eichequer;  but  the  novelty  of 
the  present  propoeal  in  the  first 
place  is,  that  the  additional  duty  is 
only  to  be  imposed  on  sparkling  wines, 
and  the  other  and  more  important 
novelty  is,  that  all  sparkling  wines  are 
not  to  bear  the  same  duty,  hut  there 
are  to  be  two  duties — one  with  respect 
to  the  more  valuable  wine,  and  the  other 
with  respect  to  the  wine  which  is  of  less 
value.  Both  of  those  proposals  contain 
elements  of  absolute  novelty  in  our  re- 
cent legislation  on  this  subject.  Tbe  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  only  brought 
in  and  circulated  this  morning,  and  I 
regret  that  it  has  not  been  accompanied 
by  some  document  which  woula  have 
been  of  interest  to  all  of  as.  Of  course 
we  have  not  had  time  to  consider  the 
atatisttoal  statement  which  has  just 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Let  me  state 
in  a  few  words  how  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  strike  hon.  Members.  In 
the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  £bcchequer  madea 
proposal  in  the  Budget  of  a  perfectly 
plain  and  simple  character — namely,  to 
add  Si.  a-dozen,  or  about  2t.  6d.  a  gallon, 
to  the  duty  on  all  wines  coming  int» 
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tbis  oouotry  in  bottle.  Let  me  remind 
the  Houee  of  the  reasoD  for  takiag  that 
Goune,  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
frare  at  the  time  the  proposal  was  made. 
He  said — 

"  It  IB  very  possible  that  an  extra  tax  impoBed 
upon  these  high-cUBsedwinea  maj  lead  to  some 
remonetrancea  from  Forejgu  Povara  ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  remonBtranoas  of  ours  to 
Foreign  Powers  with  regard  to  impositiona  of 
duties  on  British  goods  have  not  been  so  en- 
tirely successful  as  to  make  it  necessary  for  us, 
more  than  is  absolutely  compatible  with  our 
own  interesta,  to  look  beyond  the  fiscal  merits 
of  the  question,"— [3  Hamari,  [314]  313.) 
That  was  the  first  excuee  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  not  un- 
naturally cheered  by  Fair  Traders  and 
others  who  looked  upon  retaliation  as 
not  an  unwiee  act.  Without  iu  the 
smallest  degree  approving  of  retaliation, 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  that  feel- 
ing was  exhibited.  Then  my  right  hon. 
Friend  went  on  to  say,  further — 

"  I  propose  a  tax  of  Si.  pet  dozen  on  bottled 
'wines,  which  is  equivalent  to  2i.  M.  a  ^talloo. 
....  I  estimate  this  tax  to  bring  in  an  addi- 
tional revenue  of  £126,000.  1  take  note,  in 
maHng  this  estimate,  of  the  probable — nay, 
certain — diminution  of  the  amount  of  wine 
which  may  at  piesent  be  imported  in  bottles, 
and  which  will  in  future  be  imported  in  casks. 
It  is  possible  that  the  bottling  trade  in  England 
may  receive  a  certain  impetus,  but  I  cannot 
conceive    that   that   is    an    objection    to   the 

plan I    trust  hon.   Members  will  not 

grudge  the  imposition  of  this  tax  ;  but  I  admit 
that  the  greater  portion  of  this  additional  tax 
will  have  to  be  borne  by  aparkling  wines." — 
[Ibid.  313-11.) 

ThbOHANOKLLORof  the  EXCHE- 
GUBE  (Mr.  QosoHBif)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  left  out  the  reasons  I  gave 
for  imposing  the  tax. 

Mr.  CHILDES8 :  I  am  stating  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemau's  answers  to  the 
objections  which  be  anticipated  would 
be  made,  and  to  objections  which  had 
already  come.  He  made  a  statement 
on  bringing  forward  his  proposal,  and 
iu  anticipation  he  met  the  objections  to 
it.  I  would  point  out  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  his  present  proposal  will 
not  give  one  iota  of  encouragement  to 
the  bottling  trade.  All  that  has  gone 
entirely.  No  additional  duty  is  to  be 
impoeed  on  still  wines,  however  valu- 
able, and  of  course  sparkling  winee 
always  oome  to  this  country  in  bottle ; 
so  that  the  bottling  trade,  to  whose 
support  he  appealed,  will  gain  by  the 
present  proposal.  Then,  at  any  rate,  the 
Mr.  Childn-t 
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advantages  which  were  so  much  cheered 
in  a.  particular  quarter  of  the  House 
have  disappeared  altogether.  Then,  in 
respect  of  foreigners,  let  me  point  ont 
how  different  is  the  tone  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  now  from  the  language  he 
used  before.  Although  he  anticipated 
that  objections  would  oome  from  Foreign 
Powers,  and  particularly  from  France, 
he  made  very  light  of  those  objectionB. 
But  now  eveiTone  knows  that  this  fresh 
proposal  has  been  made  in  consequence 
of  the  objections  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment. The  French  Government  are 
now  satisBed  with  the  arrangement  made 
bymyright  hon.  Friend  ;  and,  therefore, 
all  that  he  said  about  our  being  entitled 
to  disregard  the  remonstrances  of  Fo- 
reign Powers  because  they  disregard 
ours  was  mere  tall  talk.  The  arrange- 
ment has  been  made,  as  everybody 
knows,  after  the  most  careful  communica- 
tions with  Foreign  Powers,  and  especially 
with  the  French  Government,  and  it  is 
no  secret  that  the  French  Government 
are  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  That  is  the  first 
intimation  that  I  have  received  that 
the  French  Government  is  perfectly 
satisfied. 

Mb.  CH1XDER3 :  I  think  I  can  in- 
form him  that  if  he  ie  not  aware  of  it, 
it  is  apparent  to  99  out  of  every  100 
persons  who  are  interested  in  the  matter, 
and  is  perfectly  notorious  in  France, 
What  I  wish  to  point  out,  however,  ie 
that  all  the  boast  of  disregardiug  the 
protestations  of  Foreign  Powers  has 
now  gone,  and  so  has  everything  Id 
reference  to  the  encouragement  of  the 
bottling  trade.  The  Houee  will  fully 
underetand  that  we  have  now  to 
deal  with  my  right  hon.  Friend's  pro- 
posal on  the  basis  of  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  stated  to. night,  and  we  have  to  cast 
aside  the  Budget  speech  and  come  to 
the  simple  fact  whether  it  is  desirable 
or  not  to  pick  out  a  certain  class  of  wine 
— namely,  sparkling  wine,  and  to  say 
that  because  that  wine  contains  a  certain 
amount  of  carbonic  acid  gas  it  should 
be  taxed  at  a  higher  price  than  other 
wines  which  do  not  contain  that  amount 
of  gas.  It  is  also  to  be  taxed  at  a 
higher  rate  if  it  is  above  a  certain 
vfJne,  and  at  a  lower  rate  if  it  is 
below  that  value.  I  do  not  think  the 
Houee  will  be  very  well  satisfied  with 
the  farther    explaoatiot}   pf  thf)  fion, 
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Gentleman  tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury. 
Lst  the  House  remember  this— we  abo- 
lisUed,  nut  off-band,  but  nflor  careful 
oonsideratioD,  tbe  wbole  of  our  system 
of  ad  valorem  dutiee.  Tbe  reeulta  of  a 
century's  experience  of  the  evil  work- 
ing of  ad  valorem  duties  are  now  to  be 
forgotten,  and  the  system  is  to  be 
applied  to  an  article  probably  the  worst 
fitted  for  the  change.  But  in  one  point 
tbe  former  system  is  altered  for  the 
worse.  When  ad  valorem  duties  were  in 
force,  tbe ralue  was  set  bytheimporter ; 
but  to  protect  tbe  revenue,  the  Oustoma 
had  the  power  of  purchasing  the  goods 
at  an  addition  of  10  per  cent  to  that 
value.  This  is  tbe  rule  adopted  by  all 
foreign  countries  which  still  levy  ad 
valorem  duties.  But  if  we  claim  to  pur- 
chase without  any  addition  to  value 
declared,  will  not  they  retaliate  ?  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  point  has 
occurred  to  my  right  hoc.  Friend, 
but,  to  my  mind,  it  is  one  worthy  of 
consideration.  What  wUl  be  tbe  result 
of  the  plan  now  put  before  the  House  ? 
The  plan  of  the  Budget,  though,  in  my 
opinion,  grievonsly  objectionable,  and 
glad  as  I  am  that  my  right  bon.  Friend 
has  given  it  up,  had,  at  any  rate,  one 
advantage,  that  it  had  the  support  of 
the  trade,  and  also  that  it  added  simply 
so  much  to  the  duty  on  all  wine  in 
bottle.  The  change  now  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  insteai]  of  having 
the  support  of  tbe  trade,  bas  its  strong 
opposition ;  tbe  trade  has  expressed  its 
opinion  that  tbe  plan  is  practically  un- 
workable. The  hon.  Oentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  doubts  whether 
it  is  unworkable,  but  he  will  not  deny 
that  the  trade  has  expressed  that  opi- 
nion. If  carried  into  effect,  we  shall 
have  tiiree  classes  of  dutjj  on  wine — 
namely,  a  duty  varying  vitb  alcoholic 
strength  on  all  wine  not  in  bottle,  a 
higher  rate  on  all  wine  imported  in 
bottle  below  a  certain  value,  and  a 
third  rate  on  all  wine  imported  above 
a  certain  value.  Further,  if  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  original  proposal,  as  con- 
tained in  the  Budget,  had  been  carried 
out,  he  would,  no  doubt,  have  received 
a  large  amount  of  revenue.  But 
worth  while  to  disturb  our  Customs 
BTstem  for  the  sake  of  so  small  a  sum  as 
this  will  produce,  and  to  bring  back  for 
such  a  tnfle  the  ad  vlorem  duty  prin- 
oiplef  Besides,  if  you  Introduce  this 
principle  aa  affecting  wine,  will  you  not 


asked  to  treat  spirits  similarly? 
Brandy  imported  from  North  Germany  is 
worth  only  a  few  pence  a-galJon,  whereas 
brandy  imported  from  the  Charente 
is  worth  as  many  shilliugs.  I  know 
the  answer  to  that  will  be  that  that  is 
much  more  difBcult  matter,  because 
we  have  home-made  spirits  to  deal  with 
also,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  dis- 
turb tbe  Excise  as  well  as  the  Cuatoma' 
system.  I  presume  that  tbe  same  thing 
can  be  said  in  regard  to  beer ;  but  there 
are  two  in  our  list  of  dutiable  articles 
to  which  the  answer  would  not  apply 
— namely,  tea  and  tobacco.  If  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  a  small  amount 
of  revenue  you  are  to  introduce  tbe 
\d  valorem  principle  with  regard  to 
wines,  you  will  certainly  be  asked  to 
introduce  the  same  principle  in  the 
case  of  tea.  The  higher  class  teas 
are  |worth  several  shillings  per  pound 
more  than  the  inferior  qualities,  which 
may  not  be  worth  more  than  6tf.  a 
pound,  and  if  you  disturb  the  rule 
which  has  been  hitherto  adopted  for 
such  a  email  matter  as  this,  you  may 
have  ad  valorem  duties  in  regard  to  tea, 
by  which  the  higher  class  tea  would  be 
taxed  at  double  and  treble  the  rate  paid 
by  the  lower  class  tea,  instead  of  the  pre- 
sent uniform  duty.  Again,  with  respect 
to  tobacco,  experiments  havo  been  tried 
recently  in  relerence  to  growing  tobacco 
in  this  country.  There  ia  no  doubt  now, 
after  those  experiments,  that  tobacco  can- 
not begrown  in  this  country  witbcommer- 
cial  advantage  if  it  pays  the  regular 
rate  of  duty.  Then,  what  may  follow  ? 
Tbe  result  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
proposal  may  be  that  you  will  be  asked 
to  tax  tobacco  ad  valorem.  Tbe  inferior 
kinds  of  foreign  tobacco  are,  I  am  aware, 
for  tbe  most  part  now  imported  into 
Qermany,  whereas  the  more  expensive 
kinds  come  to  this  country  and  France; 
but,  for  the  sake  of  encouraging  the 
inferior  home  produce,  you  may  have 
the  strongest  pressure  to  do  what  would 
ruin  the  revenue — namely,  to  impose  two 
or  three  different  duties  on  tobacco,  vary- 
ing with  its  value,  to  tbe  utter  destruc- 
tion of  the  present  trade.  For  these 
reasons,  I  warn  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  his  propossl  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  BO  small  an  amount  of  additional 
revenue  is  not  worth  the  disturbance 
it  will  create.  I  hope  that  he  will 
even  now  see  the  necessity  of  with- 
drawing it. 
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Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  wished  to  state 
the  objections  which  he  entertained 
to  the  Bill,  and  which  were  also  urged 
not  only  by  the  trade  assooiations  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
eat  down  had  mentioned,  but  also 
generally  throughout  the  country  It 
was  a  great  misfortune  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  should  have  departed 
from  hie  original  proposals  which  had 
been  accepted  by  the  trade  uDiversAlly, 
and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  by  the  country 
generally.  There  might  have  been  a 
question  whether  or  not  the  duty  should 
be  levied  so  high  as  St.,  but  he  believed 
that  everybody  throughout  the  country 
would  have  been  glad  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple. But,  of  course,  the  Cbancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  to  deal  with  the 
opposition  of  right  ben.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite,  who  would, 
no  doubt,  have  objected  to  any  proposal 
made  by  the  Government.  Their  great 
object  was  to  get  his  right  hon.  Friend 
out  of  Office  and  secure  it  for  them- 
selves. That  was  a  very  natural  feel- 
ing; but  after  having  read  very  care- 
fully the  debate  which  took  place  on 
the  subject,  and  haviug  studied  the 
official  records  of  that  debate,  he  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  had  been  only  two  tangible 
objections  made  to  the  original  pro- 
posals. The  hist  was  the  fear  of  offend- 
ing France  and  other  foreign  countries, 
and  the  other  was  lest  injustice  should 
be  done  to  the  consumers  of  the  cheaper 
and  lighter  wines.  Now,  nobody  had 
greater  respect  for  Fiance  than  he  had, 
and  he  bad  no  desire  to  say  anythiogin 
disparagement  of  its  Government.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  had  always  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  the  entenUcordiaU, 
and  to  promote  a  good  understanding 
with  France.  At  ^e  same  time,  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth),  who 
appeared  to  be  always  wanting  to  run 
away  from  France.  He  had  seen  a 
good  desl  of  that  sort  of  thing  in  hia 
time,  and,  no  doubt,  the  hon.  Member 
had  also ;  but  we  ought  always  to 
stick  up  for  our  rights,  and  be  believed 
that  if  we  took  that  attitude  in  this 
matter,  there  would  not  have  been  any 
disturbance  in  our  commercial  relations 
with  the  French,  which  had  much 
more  to  lose  than  we  had,  and  would 
find   the   tetalialion    policy   disadvan- 


tageous in  the  long  run.  If  the  French 
took  offence,  they  would  hare  to  give 
way  in  the  end,  and  the  views  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  have  pre- 
vailed.  He  believed  that  the  wine 
introduced  from  Germany  was  com- 
psratively  small,  but  might  there  have 
been  some  complaint  from  that  coun- 
try. He  very  much  regretted  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  stuck  to 
hia  guns.  He  now  came  to  the  other 
objection,  which  was  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Graig),  and 
that  was,  whether  any  injustice  or  in- 
jury  would  be  done  to  the  consumers  of 
cheap  wines.  He  maintained  that  no 
injury  or  injustice  would  be  done.  He 
thought  it  was  a  moat  unfortunate  thing 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  givea 
up  his  proposal  to  tax  still  wines,  espe- 
cially when  they  were  told  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  still  wines  now  imported 
were  worth  more  than  30«.  a-doKen  and 
three-fourths  were  under  30j.  a-dosen. 
If  that  were  so,  there  was  a  stronger 
reason  for  adhering  to  the  original  pro- 
posal. If  the  figures  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  were  absolutely  correct, 
on  his  own  showing,  of  the  still  wine 
introduced  into  this  country  1,000,000 
gallons,  or  three -fourths,  were  under 
30f.  per  dozen  in  value,  and  therefore, 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
kept  to  the  original  proposal,  three- 
fourths  of  that  wine  would  have  escaped 
duty.  He  thought  the  Government  had 
committed  a  great  mistake  in  the  matter, 
without  giving  any  advantage  whatever 
to  the  consumers  of  light  wine.  He  was 
informed  by  those  who  were  acquainted 
with  thesubject  that  there  was  no  reason 
whatever  why  still  light  wines  should 
not  be  imported  in  cask,  and  that  itwaa 
very  much  better  that  they  should  be. 
The  importation  of  still  wines  in  bottle 
was  notning  more  than  a  premium  upon 
adulteration.  Many  cheap  wines  which 
were  imported  in  bottle  were  the  result 
of  mixture ;  whereas  it  was  more  diffi- 
cult to  deal  in  that  manner  with  the 
wine  imported  in  cask. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinhnrgh, 
Mid  Lothian):  No;  they  oame  prin- 
cipally in  cask. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
said,  he  was  informed  that  there  waa 
at  Cette,  in  France,  a  large  manufac- 
turer of  cheap  still  wine  for  importation 
to  this  country  which  consisted  of  a 
mixture  of  three  descriptions — a  wina 
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grown  in  Fiance,  mixed  T^ith  a  Spanieli 
port,  and  a  coarse  wine  impoited  from 
Naples.  These  were  all  mixed  together, 
aodcame  to  this  country  under  the  name 
of— well,  perhaps,  it  would  bo  hardly 
fair  to  state  the  name,  but  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would 
be  familiar  with  it.  It  was  difficult  to 
adopt  that  course  in  regard  to  wine 
imported  is  cask.  It  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  stuck  to  his  original  pro- 
posal, there  would  have  been  an  ad- 
ventage  to  the  consumer  as  well  as  to 
the  Treasury.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal as  to  sparkling  wine,  be  entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers).     The 

5 resent  proposal  was  for  an  ad  valorem 
uty.  It  made  it  2i.  6d.  per  gallon 
in  one  case,  and  li.  in  the  other,  ac- 
cording to  the  value.  He  believed 
that  to  be  an  unsound  principle,  and 
be  was  very  sorry  that  it  should  have 
emanated  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  could  not  imagine  for  the  life 
of  him  hon  the  Custom  House  officers 
were  to  discriminate  between  the  value 
of  wines.  He  was  old  enough,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  to  remember  the  time 
when  works  of  art  coming  into  this 
country  from  the  Continent  were  sub- 
ject to  an  ad  talorem  duty,  and  in  that 
case,  if  there  waa  any  difficulty,  the 
owner  declared  the  value,  the  Custom 
House  officers  charged  10  per  cent  upon 
it,  and  there  waa  an  end  of  the  matter. 
How  that  was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of 
wine  he  could  not  imagine.  The  right 
hon  Gentleman  had  adopted  a  very  un- 
fortunate principle,  and  one  which  he 
could  not  support.  He  should  not  pre- 
tend to  divide  the  House  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
should  feel  it  bis  duly  to  bring  forward 
some  Amendments  in  Committee,  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  give  ample  time  for  that 
Eurpose.  He  could  assure  his  right 
on.  Friend  that  the  matter  was  being 
navely  considered  by  the  whole  trade 
tbrougbout  the  country.  It  was  no 
light  queation,  or  one  that  ought  to  be 
decided  in  a  violent  hurry;  but  while 
he  entertained  objections  to  the  Bill,  he 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 

five  way  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 


Edinburgh,  that  he  should  withdraw 
his  proposals  altogether,  because  he 
thought  it  was  possible  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  Committee,  and  it  was  better 
that  only  sparkling  wines  should  be 
taxed  than  that  there  should  be  no 
taxation  at  all.  He  thought  there  might 
be  some  advantage  to  the  bottled  trade, 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the 
principle  established  waa  not  at  all  in- 
consistent with  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade  to  put  small  taxes  upon  manu- 
factured articles  for  purposes  of  revenue. 
He  wished  that  the  proposals  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  remained  as  they 
originally  stood;  because  he  believed 
they  would  be  acceptable  to  the  country 
at  large.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  tell  the  House  when  he 
proposed  to  take  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE;  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  bas  just 
sat  down  complains  of  is  this— that,  as 
the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer first  appeared  before  us,  it  un- 
doubtedly contained  a  protective  element, 
and  that  protective  element  has  now  dis- 
appeared. Hence  arises  the  hostility 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
proposal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that  he  had  obtained  from  a 
distinguished  supporier  of  Free  Trade 
a  concession  which  was  a  sort  of  incipient 
conversion,  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  acting  contrary  to  the  principles 
of  which  he  bad  always  been  a  distin- 

fuished  advocate.  His  hopes  had  been 
isappointed,  and  consequently  he  now 
opposes  the  plans  of  the  right  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  need  not  say  that  that  is  not  an  induce- 
ment to  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  vote  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  me,  with  a  singular 
absence  of  tact,  to  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  prevent  us  from  voting  with 
him  ;  because  he  bas  taken  occasion  to 
introduce  into  his  speech  the  unneces- 
sary expression  of  his  conviction  that  on 
this  side  of  the  House  we  never  open 
our  mouths  to  criticize  any  proposal  of 
the  Government,  either  great  or  small, 
except  for  the  purpose  of  putting  the 
Government  out  of  Office.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  it  necea- 
aarr  to  lash  ua  with  the  indignation 
which  he  bas  used  on  many  previous 
occasions,  even  on  this  somewbut  iusig- 
niiioBnt  occasion.    I  wish  now  lo  eay  a 
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word  upon  the  proposal  of  the  (Jovem- 
meut  aa  it  now  Btanda  before  the  House, 
as  I  feel  it  mv  dut;  to  take  part  ia  the 
diacusBiou  and  to  express  a  very  decided 
Opiaion  on  the  plaa  as  originally  Bub- 
mitted.  I  cannot  quite  share  the  super- 
lative  exuberance  of  the  Secretory  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson).  Doaa  he 
really  suppose  that  there  has  been  aome 
vonderf  ul  neir  device  formulated  by  the 
Uhancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by  which 
he  has  extricated  himself  from  a  aerious 
and  awkward  dilemma?  The  new 
vention  is  simply  in  itself  a  retractive 
measure — a  falling  back  on  the  mea 
of  nd  valorum  duties,  which,  after  much 
experience,  was  abandoned  aa  the  prin- 
ciple of  our  trade  legislation,  I  cannot, 
therefore,  go  the  length  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  or  say  that  I  am  pleased 
with  the  proposal  of  which  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  has  pointed  out  the  iu' 
venience  and  danger.  I  should  be  glad 
indeed  if  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  could  persuade  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  recede  from 

plan  altogether,  which  I  believe  to 

by  far  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the 
subject.  It  is  only  fair,  however,  to  the 
Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that, 
as  between  two  evils,  he  has  chosen  the 
lesser.  For  my  own  part,  I  regard  the 
mischief  contained  in  the  proposal  as  of 
an  entirely  different  order,  and  of  a  very 
much  milder  character  than  the  danger 
and  mischief  which  seemed  to  attend  the 
original  plan.  What  we  had  then 
view  was  the  serious  apprehension 
the  disturbance  of  our  trade  relations 
with  one  of  the  most  important  coun- 
tries of  the  Continent,  and,  possibly,  by 
example  and  by  contagion,  with  other 
countries  on  the  Continent  also.  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  to  be  able  to  congratu- 
late my  right  hon.  Friend  sincerely  on 
the  fact  that  he  has  bo  modified  hie  plan 
that  we  may,  I  think,  dismiss  all  appre- 
hension of  this  kind  from  our  minds. 
The  danger  which  was  to  be  feared  from 
the  £rst  proposals  arose  in  part  from  the 
augmentation  of  the  duty  which  was 
imposed,  and  partly  from  the  protective 
element  involved.  The  original  plan  ap- 
peared to  bringthoae  very  seriousdangers 
into  view.  The  danger  which  we  have 
now  to  conBider  amounts  to  this — that 
the  proposal  may  lead,  or,  at  least,  it  is 
conceivable  that  it  may  lead,  to  under* 
valuing  and  &aud,  and  to  the  dlstnib- 
Mr.  W.  E.  eiadttoM 
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ance  and  confusion  of  trade  which  is 
connected  with  fraud,  and  indirectly  in 
that  way  to  the  loss  of  revenue  sooner 
or  later.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  told  us  that  of  the  sparkling  wines, 
two-thirds  are  above  the  value  of  30t. 
and  one-third  below  that  value.  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  an  inquiry  has  bean 
carefully  made,  and  we  may  take  those 
figures  to  be  absolutely  correct.  But  I 
think  it  will  not  be  at  all  hazardous  to 
predict  that  in  future  years,  the  propor- 
tion of  wine  entered  below  that  value 
will  increase ;  while  the  proportion  of 
that  above  will  have  a  tendency  to 
diminish.  But  what  I  should  like  to 
say,  however,  iB  that  having  had  very 
great  and  serious  injuries  in  view  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  now  find  those  evils 
reduced  and  brought  within  a  manage- 
able compaas.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  last  long  or  not ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  if  inconvenience  is  found  to  arise, 
it  will  be  within  our  own  discretion  to 
remove  it,  as  the  proceeds  he  expects  to 
realize  are  not  of  a  very  important 
character.  We  shall  not  be  creating 
disturbances  in  our  relations  with  trade 
in  a  foreign  country,  which,  when  once 
created,  it  would  have  beeu  impossible 
for  us  to  escape  from,  because  it  would 
not  have  depended  upon  our  free  will 
and  independent  agency  to  abandon  the 

Eroposal — but  once  the  mischief  had 
een  done,  the  mere  abandonment 
under  such  circumstances  may  have  been 
totally  ineffectual.  Well,  what  the 
House  has  now  before  it  ia  an  experi- 
ment of  some  hazard.  I  am  sure  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows  oU 
about  the  history  of  the  wins  trade,  and 
how  the  difficulty  of  the  ad  valortm  duty 
was  alwaya  regarded  ae  an  insurmount- 
able difficulty.  I  am  inclined  to  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the 
difGculty  would  not  be  so  great  in  the 
case  of  sparkling  wines  as  if  the  dnlr 
were  applied  to  wine  in  general.  Stilt, 
I  cannot  dismiss  the  apprehension  that 
the  ingenuity  of  trade  would  not  be 
satisfied  by  this  imposition  upon  wines 
of  a  higher  value  than  30<.  a  dozen  if 
there  was  nothing  of  a  magical  or  even 
of  a  determinate  character  in  the  kind 
of  value  BO  fixed.  It  may  be,  and  I 
think  it  ia  far  from  improbable,  that  it 
will  be  found  that  a  door  will  be  opened 
to  fraud 'under  the  modified  scheme; 
but  I  am  glad  to  think  that  ii  that  be 
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•o,  the  necessity  of  retracing  our  steps, 
slthoagb  perhaps  inconTenient,  vill 
not  be  a  national  misfortune.  In  my 
opinion,  at  an  earlier  stage  of  ike 
matter,  we  were  really  withia  danger 
of  a  national  miBfortune,  and  that 
danger  has  only  been  lemoved  in 
eeqaence  of  the  judicial  changes  made 
hj  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  direction  in  which  he  has  moved. 
Should  Parliament  find  that  objection- 
able praoticea  are  resorted  to,  it  will  b( 
in  its  power  to  apply  a  remedy.  I, 
therefore,  offer  a  rel&tiTe  congratulation 
tu  the  QoTemment  upon  the  plan  they 
have  proposed,  and,  undoubtedly,  a 
R  portion  of  my  own  anxiety  having 
been  removed,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  as  it  now  stands, 
and  I  venture  to  hope  that  it  may  be 
found  to  work  well. 

Ma.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.)  aaid,  he  was  sorry  that  he  was 
unable  to  find  himaelf  in  accord  with 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ifember  for 
-Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
with  respect  to  the  scheme  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  removing  the 
objections  which  were  raised  to  the 
■obeme  in  its  original  form.  Kow,  it 
would  do  so  partly,  but  it  would  still 
remain  a  considerable  drawback  and 
disadvantage,  and  he  should  be  glad 
indeed  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would,  eveu  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
be  induced  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  He 
had  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  would  have  pro- 
ceeded with  a  little  more  vigorous 
decision,  and  would  have  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  at  tkis  stage.  If 
the  Chaucsllor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  at  his  wit's  end  bow  to  raise  the 
money  on  a  great  emergency,  he  oould 
not  have  fiJlen  into  a  worse  plan  than 
the  form  in  which  the  Bill  was  originally 
preeeuted  to  Parliament.  What  was  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
seeking  to  acoomplisb.  He  was  trying 
to  Bcrape  together  from  most  objection- 
able Baurces  a  sum  of  money  that  would 
enable  him  to  make  up  a  surplus 
.whereby  he  would  be  able  to  reduce  the 
Income  Tax  by  Id.  in  the  pound.  He 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  could  not  imagine 
that  the  right  boQ.  Gentleman  seriously 
meant  to  retain  the  proposition  that  was 
oontained  in  tha  original  scheme,  and 
he  should  like  to  a^   the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  whether  its  inception  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  ocnstruction  of 
a  weapon  which  might  he  used  against 
Francs  in  reference  to  the  Sugar  Duties? 
[Mr.  GoecHEN  said,  the  Government  had 
no  such  desire.]  He  was  glad  to  find 
that  there  had  oeen  no  such  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  He  was, 
nevertheless,  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
imposed  a  tax  of  this  character.  It  was 
said  that  this  was  an  ad  valortm  tax,  but 
it  did  not  even  stand  on  that  footing 
pure  and  simple ;  because  if  it  had  been 
a  tax  on  wines  above  a  certain  value,  it 
would  have  applied  to  still  wines  as  well 
as  to  sparkling  wines,  whereas  it  was 
a  tax  which  was  to  be  levied  only  on  a 
certain  olasa  of  wine.  Hitherto,  the 
tax  had  been  levied  on  foreign  wines 
according  to  their  alcoholic  strength, 
but  a  new  principle  was  was  now  about 
to  be  introduced.  In  reality,  this  tax 
would  be  known  in  the  future  as  the 
bubble  tax.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  discovered  where  the  bubble  lay 
iu  the  wine,  and  had  made  it  a  basis  of 
increased  taxation.  It  was  said  on  that 
side  of  the  House  that  4he  French  Go- 
veiDmeut  were  satisfied  ;  but,  curiously 
enough,  the  Government  did  not  seem 
to  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  altera- 
tion of  their  scheme  had  given  satisfac- 
tion to  the  French  Government.  He 
confessed  that  some  of  the  objections  to 
the  original  scheme  had  been  removed ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  say  that  the 
French  Government  or  the  French 
people  could  be  entirely  satisfied  with  a 
proposal  which  imposed  increased  taxa- 
tion upon  French  wines,  and  not  on  the 
wines  of  Germany  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment. He  thought  the  French  people 
had  a  right  to  complain,  and  the  fact  that 
the  imposition  of  the  tax  might  produce 
a  coolness  in  our  international  relations 
was  a  question  which  oould  not  bo 
lightly  passed  over.  He  still  enter- 
tained a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  find  an  easy  way  of  withdrawing 
their  proposal,  seeing  the  objections 
that  wero  taken  to  it,  and  haviug  regard 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  in  the  teeth  of  all 
the  previous  convictions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  listen  to  the 
appeal  which  had  been  mads  to  him 
from  that  side  of  the  House,  and  the 
opinion  which  had  been  exprossed  by 
Gentlemen  on  tha  other  aide  uiai  it  woa 
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not  a  eatisfactoTy  meaeure.  In  tbat 
caae,  he  might  find  a  method  of  escaping 
the  difficulties  and  inccnTeniencea  which 
might  possibly  arise  from  standing  by 
the  measure.  Nothing  could  be  mora 
injurious  to  this  country,  standing  as  it 
did  at  the  bead  of  the  commercial  world, 
than  to  set  an  example  that  would 
operate  injuriously  upon  the  trade  of 
any  country.  We  had  adopted  Free 
Trade  principles,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  either  to  stand  by  them,  or  in  a 
straightforward  manner  to  abandon 
them.  The  present  scheme  did  neither 
one  nor  the  other,  and  it  gave  no  satis- 
faction to  anybody.  It  invited  a  spirit 
of  retaliation  from  other  countries,  and 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  in  levying  the 
tax  did  not  attempt  to  give  any  counter- 
balancing  advantage  to  France.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  given  no  ex- 
planation, or  entered  into  any  details, 
aa  to  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  by  France,  but  it  was  satisfactory 
to  find  tbat  a  better  feeling  had  now 
been  established,  and  that  the  most 
obnoxious  part  of  the  proposal  had  been 
removed. 

_Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  Bill  was  a  concession  by 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  far 
as  it  went,  to  objootions  raised  from  tbat 
side  of  the  House  and  initiated  by  him- 
self on  the  earliest  mention  of  these 
wine  duties.  Without  entering  upon 
the  questionof  sparkling  wines,  of  which 
be  would  eay  nothing  whatever,  he  felt 
bound  to  thaak  the  Chancellor  of  the 
.Kxohequer  for  having  made  this  concea- 
eioa  as  to  still  wines,  more  especially  as, 
from  communications  which  had  reached 
him,  he  bad  reason  to  believe  that  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  sub- 
jected to  pressure  from  the  trade  not  to 
make  it. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  that  quite  apart  from 
the  main  question  of  these  duties  he 
wished  to  express  his  satisfaction  tbat  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  been  able  tomaki 
the  change  proposed  in  the  Bill,  which 
was  to  introduce  an  experiment  in  the 
direction  of  an  ad  valorem  duly.  He  re- 
joiced at  what  had  been  done,  not  only 
on  account  of  the  wine  trade  of  the 
country,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
wider  reasons  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  He  had  always  thought  it  was 
ifr.  UUngiterlh 


right  to  differentiate  between  the  irine 
of  the  rich  and  the  wine  of  the  poor.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  carried  out  this  experi- 
ment with  regard  to  wine,  in  which  he 
sincerely  hoped  he  would  succeed,  and 
in  that  event  the  principle  of  ad  valorem 
duty,  which  bad  on  account  of  practical 
difficulties  only  not  been  applied  before, 
might  be  resorted  to  with  regard  to  other 
articles  also.  He  approved  the  system 
under  which  the  officers  of  the  Eevenuo 
might  take  wine  at  its  declared  value, 
which  system  bad  been  in  use  in  India 
in  his  time  and  was  found  to  be  a  most 
useful  check. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  bare  to  thaoktba 
various  speakers  who  have  addressed  the 
House  for  the  conciliatory  tone  which 
they  have  adopted  towards  this  proposal. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck),  although  he  objects  entirely  to 
the  chants  made,  was  still  very  con- 
ciliator in  his  language,  and  I  would 
especially  thank  my  right  hon.  Friend 
tho  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  for  what  ho  called  bis  relative 
congratulation  on  my  proposal.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  objects  on  the  whole  to  taxes 
on  bottled  wine,  but  less  to  the  present 
proposal  than  that  which  was  previoualy 
made.  There  are  three  points  which 
have  been  discussed  with  reference  to 
this  matter  of  duty;  one  bearing  on 
the  wine  imported  from  France,  an- 
other the  introduction  of  the  ad  valorem 
principle,  and  the  third  the  exemption 
of  cheap  wino  from  duty  eltogotber. 
The  main  objection  urged  in  lettais 
received  from  the  wine  trade  is  that 
the  modified  proposal  is  too  favour- 
able to  cheap  wine.  It  appears  for  the 
most  part  that  the  trade  do  not  like 
cheap  wines  at  all.  But  I  understand 
that  there  is  a  feelina;  in  the  House  that 
cheap  wine  should  be  [admitted  on  as 
favourable  terms  as  possible.  It  has  been 
stated  to  me  by  wine  merchants  that  they 
liked  the  previous  tax  of  S«.  on  cheap 
wines  because  it  discouraged  the  impor- 
tation of  a  great  deal  of  nasty  stuff  which 
ought  not  to  be  sold.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  this  has  not  made  a  strong  im- 

EreesLon  on  my  mind,  because  I  believe, 
owever  much  we  may  wieji  to  reach 
what  is  legitimately  called  a  luxury, 
there  is  no  disposition  in  the  Honse  to 
tax  unduly  what  are  called  cheap  wines. 
My  original  proposal  would  have  had 
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the  effect  of  lazing  the  cheaper  bottled 
wines,  but  I  am  glad  to  eaj  that  I 
sow  feel  able  to  exempt  all  etUl  bottled 
wineeaad  to  reduce  thedutj  on  Saumur. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ghildera]  suggested,  that 
b;  this  method  some  high-class  still 
French  wines  will  escape,  but  if  the 
dutj  had  been  left  upon  them  the 
result  would  have  been  so  small,  as  ex- 
plained by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  that  it  would  not  have 
been  worth  while  to  touch  all  still 
vinea  for  the  sake  of  the  small  duty 
that  wonld  have  been  detired  from 
tbo  high-clsBB  portion  of  thsm.  We 
have  csJculated  that  no  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  the  still  wine  now  coming  to 
this  country  in  bottle  would  hecceforth 
have  paid  duty,  if  everything  under  SOt. 
a-dosea  were  let  off.  Therefore,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  still  wines  would  have  been 
bubJBcted  to  all  the  difficulty  of  proving 
their  claim  to  sxemption  in  order  to  tax 
the  other  one-tenth.  For  this  reason  we 
propose  now  to  tax  only  sparkling  wines, 
two- thirds  of  which  are  above  30t.  value, 
and  one-third  only  below  that  value. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hid  Lothian  says  tbat  these  proportions 
will  diminish  as  time  goes  oa,  and  that 
more  wine  will  come  in  of  less  than  30*. 
a-dosen  value.  But  it  seems  to  ms,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  stated,  that  it 
will  be  easier  to  detect  the  value  of 
eparkling  wino  than  that  of  still  wines. 
It  is  infinitely  essier  to  detect  the  value 
of  sparkling  wine,  because  the  whole  of 
the  trade  is  in  much  fewer  hands  than 
in  the  case  of  Bordeaux.  The  great 
champagne  houses  have  reputations  to 
lose,  and  you  oan  follow  their  wines  with 
much  greater  ease  than  you  can  the 
ordinary  red  wines.  In  the  case  of 
champagne,  the  corks  in  most  cases  bear 
the  brand  of  the  firm  and  the  year  of 
the  vintage,  and  it  wonld  not  be  worth 
while  for  the  sake  of  2«.  a  dozen  to  dis- 
pense with  those  marks  which  stamp  the 
wines  in  the  London  market  and  secure 
for  them  the  prices  which  they  obtain. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  (uft>a/or«m  prin- 
ciple, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  has  asked 
whether  for  (he  small  amount  of  re- 
renae  derived  from  this  duty  it  is 
worth  while  to  introduce  such  a  novel 
principle.  Sat,  Sir,  I  do  not  admit 
that  £125,000,  tiie  amount  to  be  derived 
txom  sparklinir  wino.  an  artwU  of  luxury, 


{jFim IhUy)  Bill  150 

is  an  item  to  he  disregarded.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  suggests  that  it  is 
dangerous  to  introduce  this  principle, 
and  that  pressure  might  be  used  to 
extend  it  to  other  articles.  I  am  not 
at  one  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
I  do  not  object  to  the  ad  valorem  prin- 
ciple, so  far  as  its  equity  is  concerned ; 
I  object  to  it,  when  I  object  at  all, 
on  account  of  the  difiiculty  of  working 
it  out.  But  even  if  you  found  it  could 
be  easily  worked  out  in  this  case,  it 
wonld  be  no  argument  in  favour  of  its 
application  in  tbe  case  of  tea  and  tobacco 
for  instance.  If  you  could  discriminats 
between  the  tobacco  smoked  by  the  poor 
man  and  the  fine  cigar  of  the  rich  man, 
I  should  be  only  too  glad  to  introduce 
such  a  change  in  our  revenue,  and  the 
same  with  regard  to  tea  ;  but  there  are 
no  marks  indicative  of  value  in  these  oases 
which  are  very  easily  discoverable,  as 
there  are  in  the  case  of  sparkling  wines. 
There  is  one  point  remaining  to  which  I 
have  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  the  attitude 
*  France.  What  I  stated  on  this  sub- 
ject to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edinburgh  was  perfectly 
true.  We  have  had  no  nBgotiatiaos 
th  the  French  Government  on  the 
subject ;  they  have  acknowledged  from 
tbe  first  that  we  have  entire  fiscal  liberty. 
I  have  had  one  or  two  oonversations  with 
my  friend  M.  Waddington ;  I  am  more 
or  less  acquainted  with  what  is  going  on 
in  France.  But  our  GOnversatians  wera 
entirely  unofficial,  and  what  M.  Wad- 
dington has  said  had  been  that  he  had 
no  instructioDs  to  express  approval  or 
disapproval  of  any  particular  modifica- 
tion, though  he  might  express  his  own 
individual  opinion  about  it.  The  Eng- 
lish Government  have  claimed,  and 
will  continue  to  claim,  entire  free- 
dom in  this  matter,  and  that  claim 
has  never  been  disputed.  After  tba 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  I  do  not  want 
to  say  anything  controversial ;  but,  at 
tbe  same  time,  I  must  point  out  that  our 
position  with  regard  to  the  original  tax 
was  rendered  more  diffiuult  by  the  debate 
which  took  place,  in  which  the  French 
people  were  informed  on  the  authority 
of  a  right  hon.  GentlemEin  of  great  posi- 
tion that  there  was  a  protective  character 
in  the  Bill.  We  asserted  from  the  begin- 
ning that  there  was  no  Protection  what- 
ever in  our  proposal,  but  I  admit  it  was 
far  more  likely  to  be  quoted  as  a  preoa* 
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dent  for  Froteotion  in  France  after  the 
Bpeeoh  of  the  right  hon.Qentleman.  The 
hon.  Kembsr  for  West  Bradford  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  appears  to  regard  with 
unotiou  the  prospect  of  international 
difficulties  on  this  question,  hut  the 
Honee  will  be  glad  to  know  that  there 
is  not  the  least  reason  to  believe  that 
the  tax  on  sparkling  wine  will  interfere 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  the  friendlT 
commercial  relations  with  France  which 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
denired  to  see  maintained.  I  have  now 
onl7  to  thank  the  House  for  the  wa;  in 
wbiob  thej  have  generally  accepted  this 
proposal,  and  I  think  that  it  would  he 
generally  for  the  interest  of  the  trade 
that  the  Bill  ehould  now  be  pushed  for* 
ward  with  all  possible  speed. 

SieWILUAM  HAROOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
debate  for  a  single  moment,  and  would 
not  have  intervened  bnt  for  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  complain  of  the  conduct 
of  right  hon.  G-entlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Benches.  If  they  had  not 
pointed  out  the  danger  and  mischief  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  original  pro- 
posal, be  would  have  gone  on  with  pro- 
posals which  he  now  himself  admitted 
were  founded  on  an  entirely  erroneous 
estimate  ;  he  would  have  discovered 
that  the  tax  would  have  been  double  the 
amount  which  he  had  placed  in  his 
Budget.  In  the  Budget  the  right  hon. 
Genueman  assumed  that  the  tax  would 
produce  £100,000,  but  he  now  found, 
on  reference  to  the  Customs,  what  he 
did  not  know  before — namely,  that  the 
tax  as  originally  proposed  would  pro- 
duce £300,000.  Therefore,  theirobjec- 
tion  had  enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  ascertain  the  true  facts  with 
regard  to  the  trade,  and  which  led  him 
to  review  his  scheme.  It  was  true  that 
they  regarded  this  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  as  less  objectionable 
than  the  one  whioh  he  first  brought 
forward,  and  they  were  extremely  glad 
that  the  course  which  they  had  taken 
had  brought  about  an  amendment  of 
that  scheme,  but  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  he  must  not  assume 
that  bon.  Members  on  that  side  ap- 
proved the  imposition  of  this  tax  even 
as  altered.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  going  to  interfere  with  the  trade 
in  bottled  still  wine.  Of  oonrse,  it 
Mr.  Gotehm 


always  inconvenient  to  have  to  pat  an 
increased  duty  on  wine ;  but  he  could  not 
now  see  any  justification  or  reason  for 
interfering  with  sparkling  wine  by  im- 
posing this  additional  duty.  He  be- 
lieved the  amount  expected  to  be  raised 
was  so  small  compared  with  the  incon* 
venience,  that  it  was  not  worth  while  to 
impose  the  duty  at  all.  Whether  the 
ad  talorem  system  was  good  or  not 
remained  to  be  seen.  He  had  been 
informed  that  the  ingenuity  of  the  trade 
had  already  begun  to  discount  this 
question  of  high  and  low  priced  wines, 
and  that  a  plan  had  also  been  started  to 
average  them  and  bring  them  under  the 
SO*,  value.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  plain 
that  they  would  in  vain  endeavour  to 
impose  this  ad  valorem  duty.  In  any 
case  it  would,  for  a  very  small  advan- 
tage, cause  a  great  disturbance  in  the 
trade,  and  he  regretted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  ever  brought  forward 
this  proposal.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  any  protectionist 
proclivities,  although  an  unfortunate 
phrase,  which  he  did  not  believe  was 
intended,  had  been  seized  upon  by  per- 
sons  addicted  to  those  doctrines. 
Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)   BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
{Mr.  Milckif,  Mr.   WiUiam   Bmrn  Smith,  Mr, 
CtuuKtUor  tf  tht   Kxchtgutr,   Mr,  Stcrtttnrf 
Mattkno;  Mr.  Long.) 

COUUFTTBE.        fpiFTH  MIOHT.] 

\_Progrm  \2th  Juru.'] 
Bill  eonnitrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
PAET   I. 

OoTraTT  COCHCILS. 

Clause  2  (Composition  and  election 
of  Council  and  position  of  chairman]. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  S,  after  pi 
insert — "  (d.)  Evsry  ccuncilloi 
to  clsim  a  aum  in  payment  of  the  expenaea,  if 
any,  ictnallj  and  reaaooably  incurred  by  bim 
in  tTavellin^  to  aod  from  the  place  of  meeting 
of  the  couDCiL" — {Mr.  Arthur  A^nd.) 

Question  proposed, "  Thatttiose  words 


be  there  inserted." 
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the  fulfilment  of  their  duties  when  they 
were  carried  out  withia  the  area  of  their 
sleotion.  But  Dot  only,  in  hia  opinion, 
if  this  principle  were  accepted,  would  it 
hare  nntuFallj  to  be  applied  to  most 
other  local  institutions,  but  it  would  also 
form  a  Tsr^  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  ita  applicatloa  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament. ["Hoar.hear!  "]  Thatcheer 
which  met  his  observation  only  showed 
its  great  importance ;  it  was  clear  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported  this 
proposal  were  prepared  to  carry  it  out 
very  much  further,  and  the  argument 
he  used  was,  therefore,  very  much 
increased  in  force.  Clearly  this  was 
only  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  by  which 
the  burdens  ultimately  to  be  borne  by 
the  ratepayers  and  the  taxpayers  would 
be  increased.  If  there  was  one  thing 
which  many  hoQ.  Members  feared  with 
reference  to  these  County  Councils,  and 
the  proposal  to  extend  municipal  insti- 
tutions throughout  the  country,  it  was 
the  extravagance  and  expense  which 
might  possibly  result.  That  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler]  the  other  day  admitted  when 
he  said  that  in  all  probability  the  new 
plan  of  the  Qoremment  would  be  at- 
tended with  more  expense.  But  if  this 
principle  was  to  be  accepted,  bethought 
the  legitimate  fears  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  greatly  intensified,  and  that  a 
prejudice  would  be  created  against  these 
County  Councils  which  ought  not  to  he 
set  up.  Therefore  it  was  not  only  the 
question  of  payment  of  expenses  of 
members  going  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  also  of  expense  connected  with  all 
local  institutions.  Again,  it  was  unfor- 
tunately perfectly  clear  that  the  difi^ulty 
of  working  men  coming  to  the  House  of 
Commons  was  greater  than  it  was  likely 
to  be  in  the  case  of  members  going  to 
County  Councils.  It  might  be  said  that 
the  original  proposal  was  a  very  moderate 
one,  and  that  only  those  who  were 
willing  to  accept  payment  of  their 
expenses  should  receive  such  payment. 
But  it  was  impossible,  if  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment  were  acknowledged,  to 
say  that  a  member  should  go  in  formA 
pauptrit  to  claim  payment  of  bia 
expenses.  Therefore  the  legitimate  out- 
come was  that  every  member  should  be 
entitled  to  be  paid  his  expenses.  [An 
hon.  Mkubkb:  Why  not?]  He  did 
not  himself  believe  that  the  ratepayers 
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Thb  PBESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD(Mr.HiTcnrE) 
(Tower  Hamleta,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
need  hardly  state  that  there  was  every 
aympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  desire  given  expression 
to  by  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Botherham  Divi- 
sion of  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire 
(Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Aoland).  The  Go- 
vernment desired  that  every  facility 
possible  should  be  given  to  those  who 
desirsd  to  become  members  of  the 
County  Council.  But  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  which  was 
more  far-reaching  than  even  he  (Mr. 
Kitohie)  anticipated.  The  Glovernment 
thought  that  the  facility  which  he  de- 
sired should  be  afforded  to  certain  people 
to  attend  the  County  Council  ought  to 
be  made  as  it  was  made  under  other 
cironmstanoes,  privately  rather  than 
from  the  rates.  So  far  as  ho  knew, 
there  was  no  precedent  whatever  for  a 
proposal  such  as  that  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  made,  and  they  felt  that  if  it 
were  assented  to  at  all,  it  ought  not  to 
bo  dealt  with  under  an  Amendment 
in  connection  with  this  Bill,  but  by 
means  of  some  general  measure.  Even 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
agree  to  the  principle,  it  would  certainty 
be  m.OBt  undesirahle  to  accept  the  prin- 
oiple  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
It  was  impossible,  if  such  a  proposal 
were  accepted,  that  it  would  stop  at  the 
County  Council ;  it  would  be  demanded 
that  the  same  principle  should  be  carried 
out  in  alt  local  matters,  in  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  Poor  Law  Guardians.  They 
knew  qnite  well  that  persons  had  often 
to  travel  as  muoh  as  10  or  15  miles  in 
order  to  reach  the  place  of  meeting,  and 
that,  with  very  few  exceptions,  the 
workhouse  was  as  accessible  as  the  town 
in  which  the  County  Council  was  likely 
to  meet,  and,  therefore,  somstimes  ex- 
penses would  be  incurred  by  members  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  in  reaching  the 
scene  of  their  labours.  Again,  the 
meetings  of  a  Board  of  Guardians  were 
very  muoh  more  frequent  than  those  of 
the  OoQuty  Council  would  be.  Then 
there  were  the  Highways  Boards  and  the 
Burial  Boards.  The  members  of  those 
Bodies  were  often  put  to  no  incon- 
siderable expense  in  fulfilling  the  duties 
of  their  offlee,  and  there  was  no  means 
of  providing  the  ex|>enses  necessary  for 
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of  the  coantry  were  prepared  to  do  that, 
«cd  he  believed,  further,  that  if  rate- 


paTers  fl 


)  to  think  that  these  inati- 


tutioDS  vere  to  be  made  the  meana  of 
inflicting  increaaed  burdens  on  the  rates, 
they  would  lose  their  interest  in  tbis 
measure.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that  this 
appeal  was  to  be  met,  not  out  of  the 
puree  of  the  ratepayers,  but  by  other 
arrangement  which  could  easily  be 
made,  the  Qoyemment  were  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  dod. 
Member  for  Botherbam. 

Me.  BBADLATIGH  (Northampton) 
eaid,  he  could  understand  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  objecting  that  the  Amend- 
ment  proposed  was  bad  in  principle. 
But,  on  the  contrary,  he  understood 
him  to  say  that  it  was  right  in  principle. 
[Mr.EiTOBix:  No,  no  if  He  was  going 
to  say  what  he  understood,  and  to  ex- 
plain why  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  it  was  right  in 
principle  that  working  men  elected  to 
the  positinn  of  Councillors  or  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  should  be  indemnified 
for  expenses,  or  even  remunerated  for 
the  services  which  they  rendered.  To 
use  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  own 
words,  however,  it  was  proposed  that 
^e  expense  should  be  met  oy  private 
arrangement.  The  right  hon.  uentle- 
man  did  not  nay  that  the  principle  was 
wrong;  he  only  objected  to  the  thing 
being  known  and  done  openly. 

Thb  PEE81DENT  of  the  LOCAL 
OOVEBN  MENT  BOAED(Mr.HiTOHiE): 
I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
expressed  the  fullest  sympathy  with 
those  who  desire  to  see  facilities  given 
to  gentlemen  to  attend  the  County 
Councils,  but  I  did  not  recognize  that 
the  principle  of  payment  out  of  the  rates 
was  right. 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH  said,  ho  nnder- 
stood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
recognized  the  principle  of  payment  if 
it  were  done  privately.  If  no  did  not 
mean  what  he  said,  it  was  unfortunate, 
that  he  had  said  it.  But  what  other 
private  -arrangement  could  be  made 
which  did  not  involve  private  payment? 
He  could  understand  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  objecting  to  any  kind  of  pay- 
ment, whether  or  not  thrown  upon  the 
rates,  but  words  ought  to  have  aome 
meaning,  and  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  that  the  expense 
should  be  met  privately  rather  than  out 
of  the  rates.    He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  said, 

Mr.  MiUhit 


that  any  payment  made  ahould  be  made 

Jnblicly.  Private  payments  were  un- 
□rtunate  paymenls ;  payments  made 
by  BDcieties  of  men  to  those  who  repre- 
sented them  in  the  House  of  Commons 
or  on  the  County  Council  were  retainers 
to  the  people  who  were  paid,  whereaa 
be  maintained  that  those  who  sat  in 
that  House  should  represent  the  interest 
of  the  whole  of  those  by  whom  he  was 
elected  and  not  the  interest  of  the  men 
who  made  private  payment  for  the  pur- 
poses suggested.  He  said  that  the 
suggestion  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  an  immoral  suggestion.  It  might 
be  eaid  that  bis  (Mr.  Bradlaugh' b)  sug- 
gealion  was  immoral ;  but,  then,  be  was 
not  ashamed  of  his  views,  although  he 
found  often  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  ashamed  of  his  when  they 
were  put  to  him  in  clear  language. 
There  might  be  a  local  objection  to  the 
payment  of  members,  but  the  effect  of 
non-payment  would  be  to  exclude  from 
the  County  Councils,  as  It  had  excluded 
in  a  great  measure  from  that  House,  a 
number  of  men  who  might  be  of  great 
service  to  it.  He  had  always  thought 
that  Members  of  Parliament,  or  of  any 
Public  Body,  ought  to  be  paid  for  the 
services  rendered  to  the  public  who 
elected  them.  He  did  not  believe  that 
many  Members  worked  for  nothing. 
He  thought  they  all  worked  for  soma 
object ;  with  some  it  might  be  personal 
ambition,  more  or  lees  praiseworthy,  or 
it  might  be  the  desire  to  have  a  place  in 
the  Government,  which  he  thought  a 
laudable  aim  for  any  man  to  seek  in 
politics.  But  he  put  it,  that  to  exclude 
from  these  Councils,  which  they  were 
trying  to  make  representative,  men  who 
could  not,  on  account  of  the  expense, 
reach  the  place  where  the  Connral  was 
to  be  held  was  wrong.  And,  moreover, 
it  was  not  correct  to  compare  these 
County  Councils  with  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, school  boards,  and  other  insti- 
tutions meeting  oloae  to  the  homes  of  the 
members.  The  very  essence  of  this  mat- 
ter was  that  men  must  come  from  a  long 
distance  to  the  centre  where  tho  County 
Council  met,  and  if  they  excluded  all 
kinds  of  indemnity  for  the  expenses  of 
the  persona  elected,  tbey  limited  the 
candidates  to  one  class  of  men  only — 
namely,  that  which  could  bear  the  ex- 
pense of  attendance.  He  did  not  shrink 
from  accepting  the  consequenoes  of  tbis 
Amendment.     He  adtoitted  t&at  thia 
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was  the  assertion  of  the  principle  that 
mea  who  were  read;  to  give  their  ser- 
Ticos  to  the  State  in  rarious  forms  should 
be  indemniGed  not  in  a  fashion  which 
laid  them  open  to  a  sneer.  The  pro* 
posal  was  a  rough  and  ready  way  of 
meetings  a  difficulty  which  at  present 
prevented  poor  men  &om  sitting  on  the 
Counoila.  There  was  no  dishonour  in 
private  payment,  but  it  was  an  objec- 
tionable mode  of  proosflding;  and,  as 
ho  bad  said,  payment  should  be  made 
openly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  was  undesirable  to  raise  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  now.  Why  ?  It 
most  be  raised  at  some  time,  and  it  was 
nndesirable  now  only  because  the  right 
hoo.  Qentleman  would  have  to  face  the 
discussion  on  this  Bill  instead  of  leaving 
it  to  be  faced  on  some  other.  That 
was  the  only  objection.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  thought  that  private  pay- 
ment was  moral,  but  he  (Ur.  Bradlaueh) 
thought  it  immoral,  and  it  was  for  tnat 
reasoa  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bother- 
ham,  and  should  not  shrink  from  the 
consequence  of  doing  so. 

Ma.  KNATCHBULL  -  HTJGES8EN 
(Kent,  FaveTsham)  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Qovernmaat  was  going  to  resist 
this  most  dangerous  proposal.  No  one 
\rho  waaconversant  with  public  busiaeas 
could  doubt  that,  whatever  might  be  the 
mode  of  administration  by  County  Coun- 
cils, there  would  be  very  great  increase 
of  expense.     It  was  admitted  that  the 

E resent  system  had  worked  well  on  all 
ands,  and  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  had 
stated  that  it  had  been  most  admirable 
and  most  economical.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  there  were  Bomewho  viewed 
this  Bill  with  very  great  misgivings,  and 
the  right  hon.  Uentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board  was 
accurate  when  he  said  that  these  mis- 
givings were  due  to  the  fact  that  they 
foresaw  a  great  addition  to  tbe  burdens 
on  the  rates.  It  appeared  to  bim  that, 
if  this  Amendment  were  passed,  it 
would  only  be  a  sample  of  what  they 
might espect  in  future.  \Ch»«it.'\  That 
cheer  undoubtedly  forebadowed  that  this 

froposal,  if  carried,  would  be  followed 
y  another  to  pay  members  not  only 
their  expenses,  but  for  their  services  on 
the  CoanoilB.  He  saw  that  there  was 
already  on  the  Paper  Notice  of  an 
Amendment,  tbe  object  of  which  was  the 
payment  ot  the  Qhaimian.    But  if  the 


Chairman  was  to  be  paid,  why  not  the 
County  Councillors  ?  Undoubtedly  the 
eSect  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
greatly  (o  burden  the  rates,  and  further 
greatly  to  increase  oorruption  and  job- 
bery. He  trusted  the  Qovernment  did 
not  intend  that  this  point  should  be  re- 
served,  and  he  hoped  they  would  put 
down  their  foot  against  it  in  order  that 
a  settlement  of  the  question  might  be 
at  once  arrived  at. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newoaetle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  that  he  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  understanding  the  position  tbe 
right  hon.  Qentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  had  taken  up,  and  the  feeling  on 
the  opposite  aide  of  the  House  whl(£  ha 
now  represented  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
as  a  whole.  Tbe  hon.  Qentleman  said 
that  he  viewed  this  Bill  with  great  mis- 
giving ;  that  being  so,  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  he  should  resist  a  proposal, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  make 
tbe  Bill  what  the  framers  had  expressed 
their  desire  that  it  should  be — namely, 
an  effective  means  of  bringing  into  the 
County  Councils  representatives  of  all 
classes.  Ha  was  amused  at  the  positioa 
taken  up  by  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board.  Theright.hon.  Qentleman  em- 
pathized entirely  with  the  object  with 
which  this  Amendment  was  framed; 
but  he  opposed  it  because  it  was  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge.  He  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  wondered  whether  any  proposal 
had  ever  been  brought  before  the 
House  or  tfaeoountty,  however  beneficent 
and  wise,  which  had  not  been  con- 
demned, especially  by  the  Party  oppo- 
site, as  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge.  He 
did  not  disouBS  whether  it  was,  or  it  was 
not,  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge ;  but 
the  argument  of  the  right  boo.  Qentle- 
man was  no  dissuasive  Irom  supporting 
the  Amendment.  The  question  was  not 
whether  Members  of  that  House  should 
ultimately  be  paid.  That  question  was 
one  which,  no  doubt,  would  be  rused 
one  of  these  days,  probably  an  early 
day,  and  when  it  oame  before  them  thej 
would  know  how  to  deal  with  ib  The 
present  proposal  was  a  very  much 
smaller  one.  It  was  not  a  proposal 
to  pay  members  of  County  Couooifs  for 
their  services  ;  it  was  merely  a  proposal 
to  enable  a  certain  class  of  men,  miose 
services  the  Qovemment  admitted  they 
desired  to  have  on  these  Councils,  and 
'whose  knowledge  would  be  a  public  ad- 
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▼anti^,  to  enable  them  to  tahe  part  in 
the  government  of  their  distriots.  There 
were  considerable  bodios  of  men  inte- 
rested in  these  propoaftls,  miners  and 
labourers,  and  there  were,  he  thoag'ht, 
in  some  of  the  poorer  oouaties,  con- 
siderable bodies  of  farmers  to  whom 
it  would  be  a  consideration  and  a  real 
object  to  be  spared  tlia  expense  of 
going  three  or  four  times  a-year  from 
their  own  localities  to  the  place  were 
the  Oonnty  Councils  were  held.  Again, 
there  were  in  many  oounties  ministers 
and  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land,whose  sernoes  the  Qoverament  had 
admitted  they  were  desirous  of  having 
on  these  Councils,  to  whom  these  travel- 
ling expenses  would  be  undoubtedly 
an  object.  If  the  Government  were  to 
be  consistent  in  carrying  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  he  conid  not  see  how 
they  could  fail  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Botberham 
(Ur.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  they  did  not 
pay  the  expenses  of  members  of  Boards 
of  Guardians,  School  Boards,  and  other 
Local  Authorities.  However  right  that 
may  hare  been  formerly,  they  were  now 
creating  Bodies  of  much  wider  scope  and 
importance ;  and  what  might  have  been 
R  very  wise  and  neoessary  exception  in 
the  case  of  smaller  Bodies  might  be  per- 
fectly unwise  and  undesirable  in  the 
case  of  the  Bodies  which  they  were  now 
about  to  create.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  Botherham  had  already 
stated,  with  reference  to  his  Amend- 
meat,  that  there  miffht  be  one  or  two 
additions  that  might  be  made  to  it.  He 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  thought  it  might 
be  desirable  ia  limit  the  concession  of 
travelling  expenses  to  the  journey 
strictly  from  the  place  where  the  men 
resided  to  the  seat  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil— he  meant  that  the  members  sbonld 
not  be  entitled,  if  they  were  in  London, 
for  instance,  to  claim  expenses  for  the 
whole  of  the  journey  to  the  County 
Councils.  But  all  these  were  matters  of 
detail,  which  he  believed  bis  hon.  Friend 
was  willing  to  meet,  and  it  only  remained 
for  him  (Mr.  John  Morley)  to  say  that 
if  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  Division  he 
would  cordially  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.    WHARTON    (York,    W.B., 

Bipon)  said,  there  was  one  matter  in 

connection  with  this  subject  on  which 

the    Committee  were  left  in   doubt — 

Mr-  Johi  Morlty 


namely,  the  fund  out  of  which  this  pay- 
ment was  to  come.  They  were  not  told 
in  the  Amendment  whether  it  was  to 
come  out  of  the  rate  of  the  whole  county, 
or  whether  it  was  to  be  met  from 
the  rates  of  the  particular  district  for 
which  the  County  Councillor  was  re- 
turned. He  thought  this  a  most  im- 
portant consideration,  and  that  the 
matter  ought  to  have  been  set  forth 
dearly  on  the  face  of  the  Amendment, 
because  it  seemed  to  him  monstrous  to 
suppose  that  a  body  of  the  ratepayers 
at  one  end  of  the  county  should  be 
asked  to  support  a  County  Conncillor 
who  came  from  auother  part  of  the 
county,  and  who  might  represent  a  very 
different  interest  indeed  from  that  of 
the  main  body.  He  could  not  imagine 
a  proposition  which  would  be  more  dis- 
tasteful to  the  main  body  of  the  rate- 
payers than  this.  He  was  only  too  glad 
that  the  Ghivernment  put  down  their  foot 
firmly  against  this  proposal.  They  had 
been  plainly  and  honestly  told  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  this  was  bnt 
the  beginning  of  what  hon.  Members 
opposite  hoped  to  come  about  in  the 
end.  Hun.  Members  had  shown  that 
this  was  clearly  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge,  and  that  they  were  only  to  look  at 
this  as  the  beginning  of  the  proposal, 
and  that  if  the  principle  were  admitted 
not  only  County  Councillors  but  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  have  to  be 
paid  for  their  services.  He  trusted  that 
this  would  be  distiactly  understood,  not 
only  inside  the  House,  but  that  every 
ratepayer  throughout  the  country  would 
know  what  was  going  on.  ]^Ch»*r».'\  He 
was  glad  to  hear  those  cheers,  because 
at  every  public  meeting  which  he  had 
addressed  he  found  that  the  ratepayers 
had  taken  a  very  considerable  interest 
in  this  question  of  payment  of  expenses, 
and  because  this  was  only  one  of  the 
Amendments  out  of  many  which,  if  they 
were  carried,  would  add  enormously  to 
the  expense  of  the  working  of  the  Bill. 
They  had  in  that  House  at  the  present 
time  Gentlemen  who  had  been  sent  up 
by  some  of  the  great  trade  bodies  in  the 
North,  and  if  it  should  be  the  case  that 
the  groat  Trade  Unions  in  the  North 
should  wish  to  send  members  of  their 
body  to  the  County  Councils,  he  knew 
that  the  County  Councils  would  most 
gladly  welcome  them.  If  those  men 
were  sent  they  would  be  paid  for  by 
those  whofa  special  interest  they  repre< 


..Google 


T61 


£»ati  Qavtmmunt 


{Join  H,  1888}    {EngUni  an4  Walt*)  Bill.    162 


•ented.  In  that  case,  why  ahonld  this 
claim  be  made  on  their  behalf?  He, 
for  one,  agreed  with  the  GFoTemment  in 
reoisting  the  Motion,  and  he  protested 
gainst  the  attempt  to  cast  this  burden 
on  the  ratepayers. 

Ub.  lABOnCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  feared  that  bon.  Members 
opposite  did  not  really  understand  the 
object  of  the  Amendment.  The  object 
was  to  diminish  the  burdens  borne  by 
the  ratepayers  by  enabling  them  to  send 
poor  men  to  the  County  Oonnoils ;  the 
idea  being  that  poor  men  would  scruti- 
nize the  oKpenditure  which  rich  men 
were  prone  to  sanction.  He  must  con- 
t^ratulate  the  right  hon.  Uentleman  the 
President  of  theliOoalOoTemment  Board 
on  the  speech  he  had  just  made.  It  was 
conceivea  on  fine  old  Tory  lines.  It  was 
precisely  that  kind  of  speech  tb^  so 
often  heard  in  that  House  from  Tory 
Hinistera  when  Liberal  measures  were 
proposed.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
commenced  by  expressing  his  strong 
aympathy  with  the  objects  of  the  pro- 
posal;  he  then  said,  "but," — and  he 
(Hr.  Idbouohere)  then  knew  perfectly 
well  what  was  coming.  He  hiid  heard 
the  argument  used  again  and  again. 
The  proposed  change,  the  right  hon. 
Qestleman  intimated,  was  not  a  change 
which  ought  to  be  introduced  at  that 
particular  moment.  "  Bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  generally,"  the 


were  so  fond  of  alluding  to — in  times 
gone  by  Members  had  received  payment 
for  their  expenses  up  to  London  and  for 
their  expenses  while  in  London,  and, 
what  was  more,  they  did  not  receive  it 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but  re- 
ceived it,  as  suggested  in  the  present 
Amendment,  from  the  local  rates. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  new  precedent 
in  this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  know  that  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords  had  got  a  right,  a 
legal  right,  whenever  he  came  to  fulfil 
his  duties  in  Parliament,  to  step  aside 
into  the  New  Forest— probably  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  tor  Derby 
(Sir  William  Haroourt)  occasionally  saw 
Peers  strutting  about  the  New  Forest — 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  a 
legal  right,  on  his  coming  to  Parliament, 


hon.  Friends  merely  wished  to  apply  to 
the  case  of  the  poor  men  who  were  sent 
to  Oonnty  Councils  a  principle  which 
applied  to  the  Peers  ol  the  Bealm.  The 
Tight  hon.  Qentleman  appeared  to  him 
not  to  have  read  his  own  Bill,  for  he 
said — "  You  will  have  to  extend  it  to 
other  cases,  to  burial  boards,  and  high- 
way boards."  Why,  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  know  that  his  own  Bill 
did  away  with  burial  boards  and  high- 
way boards  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
finished  by  protesting  against  what  he 


Bepresentativeof  tbeGovemmentalways  I  called  "extravagance  and  expense."  He 
aid  on    these   occasions,    "  and   then  '  seemed  to  think  extravagance  and  ex- 
will  consider  it."     Would  the  Go-  I  p^se  were  entirely  identical ;  that  as 


vemment  give  facilities  to  him  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  every  Member  of 
Fuliament  to  be  paid  his  expenses 
daring  the  time  the  House  was  sitting? 
If  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  do 
that,  he  would  engage  to  bring  in  such  a 
Bill ;  but  he  knew  then  that  the  counter 
argument  would  be  used.  The  Govern- 
ment would  say  then — "  We  must  learn 
by  experience  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  change,  it  will  be  better  to  try  it 
in  a  single  oose,  and  then  we  shall  see 
the  result."  That  was  always  how  Her 
Uajeety's  present  Ministry  met  any  pro- 
poMl  which  mig^t  be  brought  forward 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  either 
in  Committee  or  in  general  discussion 
on  a  Sill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
proposal  as  this.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  in  times  gone 
by — those  fine  old  times  Oonservatives 
yOL.  COOXXVn.  [-imso  aawM.] 


this  would  involve  expense,  it  would, 
therefore,  involve  extravagance.  He(Mr. 
Labouchere)  admitted  it  would  involve, 
primarily,  expense ;  but  the  great  object 
in  view  was  to  snable  people  to  send 
men  to  the  County  Councils  who  would 
prevent  extravagance. 

8ia  0HABLE6  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  desired  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  singular  fact  that 
this  Amendment  was  vague  in  the  ex- 
treme. They  might  believe  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  vague ;  it  provided  that — 

"Grecy  CouodUor  (ball  be  enUtled  to  claim 
a  Bam  in  pt^ment  of  the  sxpensas,  if  snr, 
actually  and  reasoniibly  iocurred  \>y  him  in 
travelling  to  and  from  the  plaoe  of  mwtiog  of 
the  Counoi]." 

Nothing  was  said  about  the  meetings  of 
the  committees  of  which  there  would  be 
very  many.  It  seemed  to  him  it  might 
weU  be  within  the  terms  of  this  Amend- 
Q  IFifik  NijM.-] 
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XDeDtthftt  members  of  the  Oouncil  coming 
to  and  from  the  Council  upon  an;  public 
bueiness  might  claim  their  expenses. 
So  far  with  regard  to  the  ragueness  of 
the  language  of  the  Amendment.  With 
regard  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  that  all  of  them  must 
be  glad  that  in  this  country  we  bad 
liitherto  avoided  the  dangers  and  cor- 
ruptions from  which  municipal  institu- 
tions in  the  United  States,  had  suffered. 
The  whole  difference  between  the  prac- 
tice in  the  United  States,  and  in  this 
country  was  that  public  men  in  England 
had  hitherto  always  been  distinguished 
by  the  fact  that  they  had  given  their 
services ;  whereas  in  America  the  con- 
trary rule  bed  prevailed,  members  of 
public  bodies  being  paid  for  the  services 
they  rendered.  It  bad  been  freely  ad- 
mitted that  those  who  were  the  strongest 
supporters  of  this  proposal  desired  that 
there  should  not  only  be  a  payment  for 
expenses,  but  also  a  payment  for  loss  of 
time.  The  payment  of  members  would, 
in  his  opinion,  sap  the  foundation  of 
political  and  municipal  life,  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  give  to  the  proposal  bis 
strenuous  opposition. 

Ma.  BUBT  (Morpeth)  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  bon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  Lewie)  had  been  remarkable  for 
the  characteristic  of  desiring  always  to 
work  for  nothing.  However,  he  (Mr. 
Burt)  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
general  question  now  before  the  Oom- 
mittee.  He  thought  his  hoo.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Itotherbam  (Mr.  A. 
Aolaud)  had  done  good  service  by 
bringing  the  subject  forward.  The  pro- 
posal seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  mode- 
rate one,  and  the  hon.  Qentleman  stated 
very  clearly  and  strongly  the  reasons 
whiobindooed  bimto  makeit.  Kow,  he 
(Mr.  Burt)  did  not  consider  that  the  BiU 
they  were  discussing  was  in  any  sense 
a  Badioal  meaaure.  It  professed  to  be 
80,  but  many  of  its  provisions  were  calcu- 
lated rather  to  diminish  than  to  extend 
direct  popular  representation  on  muni- 
cipal bodies  in  the  country.  He  felt 
that  unless  some  provision  of  the  kind 
suggested  was  Inserted  in  the  Bill,  the 
Bill  would  go  very  far  in  the  direction 
he  had  indicated.  Forinstanoe,  hisbon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wansbech 
Division  of  Nortbumberland  (Mr.  Fen- 
wick)  pointed  out  that  at  the  present 
time  workmen  had  direct  representation 
on  Local  Boards  and  Town  Oouniuls  and 
Sir  Charht  LneU 


school  boards.  'lbs  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  laid  stress  upon  the  want  of 
precedent.  But  there  was  a  preoedent, 
although  it  might  bo  a  small  one.  Ue 
believed  it  was  the  ease  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  had  the  power  to  pay  the 
representatives  whom  they  migat  send 
to  conferences  upon  Poor  Law  questions. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  case  of  Local  Boards  and  Town 
Councils  and  Boards  of  Guardians.  He 
(Mr.  Burt)  was  bound  to  point  out  that 
in  the  case  of  Town  Councils,  and  in  the 
case  of  school  boards  also,  the  members 
lived  within  a  comparatively  short  dia- 
tanoe  of  the  meeting  place,  but  the  mem- 
bership of  County  Councils  would  neoea- 
sitate  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
travelling  and  a  good  deal  of  expendi- 
ture. His  one  very  decided  feeling  was 
that  the  representation  would  be  in  a 
very  large  measure  confined  to  the  well- 
to-do  classes  unless  some  such  Amend- 
ment as  that  under  consideration  were 
adopted.  Very  kindly  and  friendly  re- 
ferences had  been  made  to  the  workmen 
who  had  Bepresentatives  at  the  present 
time  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ifember  for  the 
Bipon  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Whar- 
ton) declared  that  the  Trades  Unions  ol 
ths  North  had  tbeir  Bepresentatives 
here,  and  he  was  good  enough  to  say 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  were 
very  glad  to  welcome  those  Bepresonta- 
tives,  and  to  have  them  amongst  them. 
\_MiM>terial e)ueri.'\  He  was  very  glad 
to  hear  that  assenting  cheer,  for  it  quite 
accorded  with  the  treatment  Ue  himself 
had  received  during  the  whole  period  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House.  But  the  Trades  Unions  were 
not  represented.  The  Members  who 
wereDalled  labour  Mem bera  were  elected, 
and  they  came  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons exactly  on  the  same  footing  as  any 
other  Member.  They  came  as  politic 
cians;  they  appealed  to  the  electors  as 
politicians,  and  whatever  might  be  their 
connection  with,  and,  however,  qualified 
they  might  be  to  represent  the  workmen 
on  special  labour  questions,  not  one  of 
them  would  be  here  if  it  were  not  for  his 
political  opinions.  Theotherarguments 
which  bad  been  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  so  completely  dealt  with 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that 
he  did  not  need  to  enter  upon  them. 
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In  eonolumoa,  lie  hod  only  to  bb^  that  if 
ttiera  wax  not  a  precedent,  fts  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  I/xtal  CloTemmeat  Board 
said  there  was  not,  the  tima  hod  ooms 
when  a  precedent  should  be  mado.  He 
qaiie  agreed  that  the;  were,  to  a  large 
extent,  endeavouring  to  aaaert  a  new 
principle.  Hon.  Qentlenaen  opposite 
might  depend  upon  it  that  this  was  a 
proposal  whioh  would  be  made  in  the 
House  again  and  again  until  it  was,  as 
it  would  be  before  long,  carried  to  a 
Buoooaaful  iBaue. 

Mr.  MILVAIN  (Durham)  eaid,  he 
objected  to  the  spirit  and  the  prinoiple 
of  this  Amendment.  The  expense  of 
the  representatives  going  to  the  Council 
meetinga  bad  been  referred  to  aa  only 
a  moderate  expense,  and  that,  there- 
fore, they  might  get  in  the  thin  edge  of 
the  wedge.  But  he  objected  entirely  to 
admittiog  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge 
when  they  ought  not  to  admit  the  thick 
end  of  the  wedge.  What  he  main- 
tained about  the  principle  of  admitting 
paid  representatives  to  any  representa- 
tive assembly  was  that  it  would  create 
so  many  individual  prizes  for  the  ablest 
and  most  nnspmpalous  demagogue  who 
could  catch  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
popular  vote  of  the  mob.  Upon  that 
ground  alone  he  objected  to  tbe  prin- 
ciplo  of  the  Amendment.  The  imme- 
diate Amendment  before  the  Committee 
was,  according  to  the  profeseioQB  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Ttotherham  (Mr.  A. 
Acland),  to  enable  working  men  and 
lower-class  tradesmen  to  take  a  greater 
interest  in  politics  and  the  afftura  of 
their  county.  He  aaked,  assuming  they 
were  not  paid  their  travelling  espenses, 
was  there  anything  to  prevent  their 
taking  that  interest  in  tae  affairs  af 
their  county  and  of  their  country  by 
voting  for  men  whom  they  thought  fit 
to  repreeent  them  on  the  County  Coun- 
cil ?  He  thought  not ;  and  what  was 
more,  he  believed  that,  no  matter  what 
it  was — insigaifioant  or  not  insigaifioant 
— the  expense  of  going  to  and  returning 
from  the  County  Council  would  not  deter 
a  man  of  honour  and  virtue  from  seeking 
election  and  obtaining  representation. 
He  denied  altogether  that  this  matcer 
had  been  placed  before  the  electorate 
yet.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
demand  for  the  payment  of  representa- 
tives; and  he  maintained— and  he  was 
prepared  to  be  judged  by  his  words — 
tliat  where  ther?  had  been  guoh  a  demand, 


the  demand  vaa  rapidly  diminishing.  He 
asked,  why  were  we  to  pay  the  members 
of  County  Councils,  or  of  any  other  re- 
presentative assembly,  when  they  could 
get  the  services  of  men  of  equal  honour, 
of  equal  ability,  and  of  equal  eduoation, 
who  were  prepared  to  do  the  work  with- 
out a  single  penny  of  remuneration  ? 
The  eervioes  rendered  by  the  County 
Magistrates  up  to  the  present  time  in 
conducting  the  finanoial  business  of  the 
counties  had  been  rendered  gratuitously, 
and  no  one  would  deny  that  that  busi- 
ness bad  been  conducted  with  efficiency 
and  eoonomy.  What  more  could  they 
expect  from  faon.  Members  who  sought 
to  be  paid  for  their  services  upon  County 
Councils  f  Let  him  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  case  of  two  persons  seeking 
eleation  to  a  County  Council.  Let  them 
suppose  that  the  men  were  of  equal 
honour,  equal  ability,  and  of  equal  virtue 
— that  one  was  prepared  to  do  the  aer- 
viue  gratuitously,  wnile  the  other  sought 
to  be  paid  for  his  services.  Why,  he 
asked,  were  they  to  saddle  imperatively 
upon  the  ratepayers  the  additional  ex- 
pense of  paying  for  the  performance  of 
services  when  they  could  be  equally 
ably,  equally  efficiently,  and  equally 
economically  performed  by  a  person 
without  the  payment  of  his  expenses? 
What  was  the  foundation  of  tbe  Bill 
—upon  what  principle  was  the  Bill 
formed  ?  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
that  taxation  and  representation  should 
go  hand-in-hand ;  and  the  ratepayers 
believed,  and  the  oountiea  believed,  that 
if  they  had  their  representatives  upon  a 
Council  supervising  the  expenditure  of 
the  revenue  of  the  county,  it  would  be 
conducted  with  greater  economy  than  at 
present.  But  why,  if  eoonomy  was  the 
object  of  the  Sill,  were  they  going  to 
begin  by  saddling  the  ratepayers  with  a 
rats  for  the  payment  of  uie  travelling 
expenses  of  the  representatives?  This 
Amendment  would  defeat  the  very  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  from  on  eoonomioal 
point  of  view ;  and,  furthermore,  be 
maintained  that  paid  representatives 
were  not  representatives  wno  were  cal- 
oulated  to  conduct  the  business  of  ooun- 
ties  with  efficienay. 

8m  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  (Derby) 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Milvain)  had  made  it  very 
obvious  why  he  opposed  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment.  The  hon.  andlearaed 
Qentleman  approved  entirely  of  tbe 
a  i  {Fifth  Ifight.} 
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(Mr.  Fenwiok)  seoonded  the  Amend- 
ment, and  also  ineiated  upon  the  psj- 
ment  being  imperative,  aa  was  shown 
by  the  Amendment  whieh  followed  the 
present  one. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAHCOURT  said, 
that  he  was  speaking  to  the  preeent 
Amendment,  and  the  present  Amend- 
ment did  not  make  it  compulaory  that 
everybody  should  receive  payment.  It 
would  be  perfectly  well  known  to  the 
ratepayers  whether  the  person  they 
elected  was  or  was  not  a  person  who 
would  be  likely  to  require  to  make  a 
claim  for  payment.  The  ratepayers, 
therefore,  had  a  free  choice  whether 
they  would  incur  this  expenditure  or  not. 
If  they  incurred  this  expenditure,  and 
paid  the  cost  of  the  travelliDg  of  a  re- 
presentative, when  they  mi^t  take  a 
man  vho  would  not  require  his  travel- 
ling expenses  to  be  paid,  it  would  be 
because  they  believed  that  the  poor  man 
would  answer  their  purposes  better, 
would  represent  their  opinion  better 
than  the  rioher  man.  Therefore,  this 
question  of  saddling  the  ratepayer 
against  his  will  with  unnecessary  ex- 
pense was  one  of  those  bogus  arguraenta 
which  were  always  raised  against  re- 
form. The  ratepayers  would  be  per- 
fectly able  to  judge,  and  they  would  be 
perfectly  competent  to  judge  whether  or 
not  it  was  worth  their  while,  and  con- 
venient to  tbeir  interests  to  elect  a  man 
whose  travelling  expenses  they  would 
have  to  pay.  That  was  all  the  preseot 
Amendment  proixtaed.  He  thought  it 
was  a  perfeotly  reasonable  Amendment; 
he  thought  it  was  an  Amendment  en- 
tirely in  conformity  with  the  professed 
object  of  the  Bill— namely,  that  the 
representatives  of  all  interests  should 
come  upon  these  County  Councils,  and 
he  for  one  would  give  it  his  cordial 
support. 

Mk.  FENWICE  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  oocupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  hut  he  desired 
it  to  he  distinctly  understood  that  he 
did  not  second  the  Amoudment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rotherham  (Mr.  A. 
Acland),  but  that  he  had  put  down  an 
Amendment  to  that  Amendment.  He 
was  not  sure  whether  he  would  be  in 
Order  in  moving  his  Amendment  now. 
In  his  opinion  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  put  the  question 
sufficiently  forcibly — to  his  mind,  at 
least— before  the  Oomn^ittee,    What  ho  - 
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existing  administration  of  counties 
by  magistrates,  which,  he  said,  was 
gratuitous.  But  the  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  remove  the  administration  of  the 
counties  from  that  particular  class  of 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
entirely  approved,  and  to  throw  open 
the  administration  of  the  counties  to  all 
classes  of  the  community.  Yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentlemau  objected  to  an 
Amendment  which  was  absolutely  nooes- 
sary  in  order  to  admit  every  class  of  the 
community  into  that  administration,  so, 
in  point  of  fact,  what  he  objected  to 
was  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
keep  np  such  a  condition  of  thinffs  as 
woiHd  confine  the  administration  of  the 
counties  in  the  future  to  the  same  class 
of  people  who  had  monopolised  it  in  the 
past.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  quite  plain  the  real  basis  of 
his  objection. 

Mr.  UlLVAIN  said,  he  was  suro  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  pardon  him 
for  interrupting  him.  He  did  not  say, 
neither  did  he  infer  what  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemanhadattributedtohim.  What 
he  said  was,  that  the  necessary  expense 
of  coming  to  and  from  the  County 
OoundlB  wootd  not  deter  any  man  of 
honour  and  virtue  from  seeking  a  seat. 

8iE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  had  the  highest  opinion  of  honour 
and  virtue,  but  he  did  not  see  that  they 
defrayed  travelling  expenses ;  but  he 
would  not  pursue  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  put  a  supposi- 
tional case ;  he  said  there  would  be  pre- 
sented to  the  ratepayers  two  men  for 
eleation,  they  were  to  be  of  equal  honour 
and  virtue  and  of  equal  capacity,  one  of 
them  oould  pay  his  own  travelling  ex- 
penses and  the  other  could  not.  Surely, 
it  was  far  the  ratepayers  to  determine 
whioh  they  would  elect.  ThisAmendment 
would  not  compel  the  ratepayers  to  elect 
a  man  of  honour  and  virtue  who  could 
not  pay  his  own  travelUng  expeoaes  ;  it 
left  to  the  ratepayers  the  option.  [Mr. 
MiLVAEM :  No,  no !]     Yes,  it  did. 

Mb.  MILVAIN  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  forgive  him,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present  when 
this  Amendment  was  moved. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT  said, 
he  was. 

Mb.  MILYAIN  said,  he  begged  the 

right  hon.  Qeutleman's  pardon,  he  did 

not  think  he  was  present.    Anyhow,  the 

hon.  Member  for  the  Wanabesk  Division 

Sir  William  Mareourt 
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membera  of  tfae  Local  Board  Trerevorlc- 
igmen.  That  was  in  a  purely  work- 
ing  claBB  coDBtituency,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  accept  the  principle  of  his 
Amendment,  they  vould  certainly  debar 
these  men  from  talcing  any  part  what- 
Hrer  in  tbe  Local  QoTemment  of  their 
own  distriot.  Though  Uie  working 
classea  were  five-aisthB  of  the  population 
they  would  be  compelled  to  takti  as  their 
representative  a  man  whose  sympathies 
were  not  in  harmony  with  Uieir  own. 
He  regretted  exceedingly  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
had  not  seen  bis  way  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Amendment.  If  he  was  in 
Order  he  would  move  hia  Amendment 
now. 

Queetion  put. 

The  Committee  iwidad: — Ayes  199; 
Noes  243:  Majority  44.— (Div.  Ijet, 
No.  149.) 

Mr.  J.  S.  GATHOENE-HABDT 
(Kent,  Medway)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  insertioD  at  tbe  end  of  tfae  clause  of 
the  words — 

(e.)  Tho  Ucmben  of  Fstliameat  for  tlie 
DiTirioQ  of  the  Caantj',  &nd  of  the  boronghs 
therein,  abftU  be  ix  affieia  memben  of  the  County 
Cooncil." 

He  knew  there  was  a  great  objection,  as 
there  bad  always  been,  to  there  being 
ex  offieio  members  of  uiy'board  ;  and  be, 
for  hie  own  part,  bad  always  had  a  cer- 
tain Bympathy  with  that  objection,  and 
on  Boards  of  O-uardians,  wherever  be 
found  the  elected  members  taking  a 
strong  part,  be  had  always  hesitated  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  tbeir  wishes. 
But  with  regard  to  the  provision  that 
Members  of  Parliament  ebould  be  mem- 
bers of  the  County  Oounoil,  he  did  not 
think  the  statement  that  they  were  to  be 
tx  officio  members  was  quite  a  tme  state- 
ment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  county 
for  tbe  very  highest  office  it  was  in  tbe 
power  of  the  ratepayers  to  appoint  them 
to,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt,  he 
thought,  that  if  a  person  who  was  a 
member  for  the  county,  or  for  a  division 
of  the  county  were  to  come  forward  as  a 
candidate  for  the  County  Council  be 
would  be  elected.  With  regard  to  this 
Amendment  be  was  able  to  say  wbat  the 
mover  of  no  other  Amendment  probably 
would  be  able  to  eay.  He  would  have 
tbe  practically  unanimous  opinion  of  tbe 
Committee  that  Members  of  Parliament 


viabedwas  that  it  should  be  imperative 
upon  each  member  of  tbe  Council  to 
receive  payment.  He  was  sure  no 
Uember  on  the  Opposition  side  of  tbe 
House  would  charge  tbe  bon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Durham 
(Ur.  MilvainJ  witb  being  a  demagogue 
or  witb  in  any  way  attempting  to  catch 
tfae  vote  of  the  mob.  The  hen.  and 
learned  Qentleman  seemed,  however,  to 
insinoate  that  some  of  the  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  were 
ID  tbe  babit  of  doing  euofa  a  thing. 
He  (Mr.  Fenwiok)  uttered  his  most 
unqnalified  protest  against  any  such 
insiiiuatio&.  Tfae  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  tbe  Sipon 
Division  of  Yorkahire  (Mr.  Wfaarton) 
asked  them  why,  if  &  Trade's  Union  was 
disposed  to  force  one  of  its  members 
upon  a  oonstitnenoy,  another  portion  of 
the  oommnnity  should  be  compelled  to 
pay  tbe  expenses  of  that  member  F  The 
answer  was  very  simple — namely,  that 
the  other  portion  of  the  community 
would  propably  have  a  member  of  its 
own  whose  opiaions  were  different  from 
those  of  the  members  of  the  Trade's 
Union  who  sent  a  working  man  to  the 
Council  meeting.  The  Trade's  Union, 
as  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
pleaaed  to  term  it,  would  have  to  pay, 
under  this  Amendment,  a  portion  of  the 
expenses  of  tbe  representative  of  their 
opponents.  Tbe  burden,  therefore,  would 
be  equally  divided.  The  Preaident  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  said 
there  was  no  precedent  for  the  payment 
of  such  services,  but  tbe  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  forgotten  that  we  paid 
tbe  members  of  Boyal  Oommissions 
their  travelling  expenses  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  perform  services  in 
the  intereata  of  the  nation.  Tbe  services 
of  the  County  Councillors  were  analogous 
to  those  which  Boyal  CommiBsions  were 
called  upon  to  give.  He  very  much 
regrettea  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  met  this  Amendment  with  a  non 
pottutHM,  because  wbat  was  asked  for 
was  a  very  moderate  concession  indeed. 
As  he  pointed  out  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  the  other  night  tbe  effect  of  tbe 
Bill  without  the  Amendment  would  be 
practioally  to  disenfranchise  a  large 
number  of  working  men  who  now  served 
on  Town  Councils,  on  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, and  on  scfaool  boards.  Let  him 
instance  the  oase  arising  in  bis  own 
Division.    There,  probaUy,  baU  of  the 
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o^o'd  members  o!  the  County  Coniidl."— (JIfr. 
/.  5.  Gathemt-Eari]/.} 

That  thoae  words 


were,  at  all  oventB,  fit  and  proper  per- 
BODB  to  sit  upon  the  County  Oouncila. 
He  took  it  that  there  was  no  Member  of 
the  Committee  who  had  not  that  confi- 
dence in  hifl  own  abilities  to  think  that 
lie  was  competent  to  ait  upon  a  County 
Cotinoil.  He  (Mr.  J.  S.  Oathorne- 
Hardy]thoughta  Member  of  Parliament 
was  not  onl;  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
sit  upon  a  County  Council,  but  one  who 
ought  to  sit  upon  each  a  Councdl ;  and  it 
waa  an  eitremely  bard  matter  in  these 
days  that  a  person  in  that  position 
should  be  forced  to  fight  two  contested 
elections  in  order  to  obtain  two  positions 
for  which  he  was  eminently  qualified. 
He  had  heard  that  the  opinion  bad  been 
expressed  that  this  Amendment  might 
be  accepted  were  the  Member  to  sit 
upon  the  County  Council,  but  to  have 
no  vote.  He  did  not  at  all  agree  to  thnt 
proposition,  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  an  extremely  misohieTOua  one.  The 
foot  that  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
entitled  to  sit  on  the  County  Council 
without  voting  would  very  much  mili- 
tate against  his  being  elected,  if  he 
thought  fit  to  come  forward  as  a  candi- 
date for  any  division.  Voters  would 
say  he  bad  already  got  a  seat  on  the 
Board,  and  they  might  refuse  to  vote 
for  him  if  he  came  forward  as  a  candi- 
date. Under  such  aire  urn  stances,  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  really  be  put 
into  the  position  of  servants  of  the 
County  Councils  rather  than  of  efficient 
members  of  it ;  therefore,  he  could  not 
assent  to  any  such  suggestion.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  Committee  would 
take  this  Amendment  into  serious  con- 
sideration. He  was  eure  that,  unless 
hon.  Members  were  very  difiereut  from 
himself,  there  were  not  many  of  them 
anxious  to  fight  more  contested  elections 
than  they  were  obliged  to.  He  was  con- 
fident hon.  Members  would  agree  with 
him  that  County  Members  and  the 
Members  for  boroughs  were  fit  and 
proper  persons  to  sit  upon  the  new 
County  Councils,  and  that,  indeed,  they 
ought  to  be  on  the  Councils.  He  thought 
that  when  a  man  was  elected  by  the 
ratepayers  to  the  highest  position  in 
which  they  could  place  him,  he  might 
be  relied  upon  to  represent  them  fairly 
upon  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  pB(^  2,  line  S,  at  end,  insert  (e)  " 
Memben  of  Parliameat  for  the  diTinoos  of  the 
coDDty  and  of  the  borougha  therein  shall  be 
Mr.  J.  8.  eathomt-Sariy 


Question  proposed, ' 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  {Somerset,  N.) 
said,  that  the  great  charm  of  this  Bill 
in  the  opinion  of  everyone  was,  he 
thought,  that  from  beginning  to  end 
there  were  to  be  no  tx  officio  element 
under  it.  Personally,  he  was  very  glad 
to  find  from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie),  in  explaining 
the  Bill,  had  said  that  there  was  no 
loophole  by  which  any  tx  officio  element 
might  be  introduced.  To  his  mind,  it 
was  a  question  whether  Members  of 
Parliament  would  make  the  best  mem- 
bers of  Counfy  Conncils ;  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do,  and  he 
knew  that  a  Member  of  Parliament  who 
attended  Westminster  regularly  could 
not  also  attend  regularly  to  county  busi- 
ness. If  be  were  to  put  himself  forward, 
and  to  be  elected  as  a  County  Coun- 
cillor, it  would  be  a  question  with  him 
whether  he  could  be  of  more  use  in  the 
House  of  Commons  or  in  the  County 
Councils ;  certainly  he  could  not  dis- 
charge both  duties  efficiently.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  on 
this  question  ;  but  still,  as  this  sugges- 
tion had  come  from  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  he  desired  to  say  that,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  one  which 
ought  not  to  be  entertained,  because  he 
believed  mischief  would  arise  if  any  *x 
officio  element  were  introduced  into  the 
County  Councils  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  8.  Qathome- 
HardyJ  woaldnot  press  this  Amendment: 
He  entirely  agreed  with  what  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Korth  Somerset 
(Mr.  Llewellyn;  had  said — namely,  that 
it  would  be  mast  inconvenient,  if  they 
were  to  accept  this  Amendment,  to  give 
an  expression  of  their  opinion  that  there 
shuuld  still  be  retained  the  m  e^o 
element  upon  these  Conncils.  He  felt 
very  little  doubt  that  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  were  the  Bepresentatives 
of  counties  could  very  easily  become 
members  of  these  Councils  in  the  proper 
way,  if  they  desired  to  do  so ;  but  it 
would  be  an  invidious  distinction  to  say 
that  certain  gentlemen  should  have  the 
right  to  be  members  of  County  OonndlB. 
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He  did  not  think  it  would  add  to  the 
efi^iency  of  tho  Counoils,  neither  did 
he  think  it  would  reall;  tend  in  the 
direction  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  S. 
Gathome-Hardj)  desired.  He  therefore 
trusted  his  Lon..  Friend  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  8.  OATHOBNE-HARDT 
said,  that,  of  couree,  after  the  remarka  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board,  he  wonld  not  press  his  Amend> 
ment. 

Ms.  CHAPLIN  eud,  that,  no  doubt, 
to  the  Amendment,  aa  drawn,  there  was 
considerable  objection,  because  it  was 
quite  possible  to  conoeive  that  men 
would  Deoome  members  of  Coundle  in 
counties  in  which  they  had  ao  stoke 
whatever.  Of  course,  it  frequently 
bappeoed  that  a  man  was  elected  to  re- 
present a  county  or  a  division  of  a 
coanty  or  a  borough  with  which  he  was 
in  no  way  otherwise  connected.  If  bis 
hon.  Friend  would  consent  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  "and  otherwise  quali- 
fied "  after  the  word  "therein,"  he  (Ur. 
Chaplin)  must  say  he  could  not  for  his 
own  part  agree  to  the  objection  vbich 
had  been  raised  to  the  proposal.  Every- 
body desired  that  the  best  men  in  a 
borough  or  a  coanty,  as  the  case  might 
be,  should  become  members  of  the  Coun- 
cil. He  tbought  it  was  very  exceptional 
indeed  if  a  man,  who  had  undergone  a 
hotly  contested  Parliamentary  election, 
were  willing  to  imdorgo,  immediately 
afterwards,  another  equally  hotly  con- 
tested election  tor  the  Oouuty  Council. 
He  was  told  it  would  be  impossible  for 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
do  their  duty  upon  these  Councils;  but 
what  did  they  see  in  the  House  ?  Over 
and  over  again  they  eaw  among  county 
Kemboia  men  who  were  tho  most  re- 
gular attendants  in  tho  House,  men  who 
never  missed  a  Division,  but  were  al- 
ways in  their  place,  yet,  somehow  or 
other,  they  manag^  to  attend  Uuarter 
Bessione  also.  He  could  name  Gentle- 
men who  attended  here  most  regularly, 
but  who  bad  never  missed  a  Quarter 
Bossions  in  their  lives.  He  supposed, 
however,  that  there  was  no  use  in  ar- 
guing the  matter  if  the  Government 
were  not  willing  to  accept  the  proposal. 

Tsi  CHAIBMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  withdraw  the  Amendment  f 

Ma.  J.  8.  QATHOENE-HAEDYsaid, 
he  had  no  objection  to  withdraw  it ;  but 
he  totally  differed  from  the  opinions 


expressed  in  regard  to  it.  It  was  one 
thing  to  have  ex  efftto  members  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
county,  and  a  totally  different  thing  for 
the  electore  of  the  county  to  elect 
their  own  ex  officio  members  of  the 
Council. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Uk.  8EALE-HAYNE  fDevon.  Ash- 
burton)  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  put  upon  the 
Paper  was  to  endow  County  Oouncillore 
with  the  functions  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  be  proposed  it  because  he 
believed  it  would,  at  all  events,  afford  a 
partial  remedy  for  what  was,  at  the 
present  time,  a  very  great  grievance. 
The  present  ayatem  of  appointing  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  was  unsatisfactory  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  had  an  honour- 
able aspiration  to  attain  such  a  position, 
and  it  was  also  unaatisfaotoiy  to  the 
people  at  large.  That  dissatisfaction 
had  frequently  found  expression  at  the 
meetings  of  the  Trades  Unions  Con- 
gresses, and  it  bod  also  found  ezpree- 
Bion,  from  time  to  time,  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  very  desirable  that 
all  classes  should  have  confidence  in, 
and  respect  for,  our  Courts  of  Petty 
Cjessione ;  and  he  held  that  in  order  to 
secure  that.  Justices  of  the  Peace  should 
be  men  of  all  olaaaes.  The  present  sys- 
tem of  nomination  and  property  qualifi- 
oadon  was  a  system  by  which  class  was 
set  against  class,  because  it  inferred  the 
idea  that  there  was  a  class  of  rich  men 
who  were  entitled  to  rule,  and  that  there 
was  a  clasa  of  poor  men  whose  fate  it 
was  to  be  ruled  over.  That,  he  main- 
tained, was  entirely  inconsietent  with 
our  present  democratic  Institutions. 
What  was  the  reeult  of  appointing  only 
men  of  property  and  nominees  of  the 
Crown  to  the  magistraey  ?  It  was  this, 
that  offences  against  property  were 
dealt  with  with  a  severity  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  measure  of  justice 
which  was  meted  out  for  offences  against 
the  person.  Every  day  one  observed  in 
the  newspapers  reports  of  the  extra- 
ordinary sentences  which  were  given 
for  trivial  offences  against  property, 
and  the  attention  of  the  House  was  fre- 
quently called  to  them.  He  had  made 
a  collection  of  these  reports,  and  he 
believed  they  had  been  published  in 
a  pamphlet ;  they  were  certainly  most 
striking.  He  tried  to  ascertain  whether 
IFiflk  Night.  ] 


iVs 


Zoeal  Gottrnmtni 


{COMMONS}     (England  and  li^aln)  Sill.     \16 


tbere  was  any  rhyme  or  reaeon  for  these 
eentencee.  He  did  not  wish  to  enlarge 
upon  them;  but  the  calculation  at  which 
he  had  arrived  was  that  the  average 
cost  of  indulging  in  the  luxury  oi  kiok- 
icg  one's  wiie,  and  blackening  her  eye, 
or  pouring  hot  water  over  her,  or  biting 
a  piece  out  of  a  policeman,  was  about 
105.;  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Gostof  stealing  a  pooket-haudkerchief,  or 
a  cotton  ahirt,  or  any  similar  article, 
was  a  term  of  imprisonment,  varying 
from  two  or  three  months  to  five  years 
penal  servitude ;  and  should,  by  any 
accident,  a  labouring  man  be  found  in 
poBsession  of  a  dirty  rabbit  net  he  had 
better  be  tried  by  a  court  martial  at 
once  than  by  a  bench  of  rural  magis- 
trates. He  knew  that  the  objection  which 
would  he  urged  against  his  Amendment 
was  that  it  would  be  a  system  of 
elected  magistrates ;  but  the  system  was 
nothing  new  in  this  country.  Mayors 
of  boroughs  were  elected  at  the  present 
time ;  in  Scotland  the  baillies  were 
elected;  moreover,  coroners  were  elected 
officers,  and  were  tx-efieto  magistrates, 
and  there  were  places  where  the  Alder- 
men and  Portreeves  were  also  elected, 
and  also  exercised  the  functions  of 
magistrates.  At  the  present  time 
Magistrates  were  elected,  not  by  the 
people,  but  elected  by  a  small  clique 
of  wirepullers.  Most  hon.  Members 
knew  how  these  gentlemen  were  elected ; 
the  Party  wirepullers  of  those  who  were 
in  power  at  the  time  selected,  generally 
from  among  themselves,  some  gentle- 
men whom  they  wished  to  endow  with 
the  dignity  of  magistrates,  and  they  sent 
up  the  names  of  these  gentlemen  through 
what  was  termed  the  ordinary  obannels 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  then  the 
Lord  Chancellor  went  through  the  farce 
of  sending  to  the  Town  Council  to  know 
whether  the  gentlemen  nominated  were 
acceptable  or  not  to  them.  If  the  Town 
Council  happened  to  say  that  they 
objected  to  these  gentlemen,  and  to 
suggest  anybody  else,  then  the  Lord 
Chancellor  said  that  they  were  going 
outside  their  province ;  and  he,  in 
fact,  snubbed  them.  Ihis  sort  of 
thing  had  taken  place  over  and  over 
again  ;  it  had  taken  place  within  recent 
times  atWinohester,  West  Ham,  Poole, 
Wrexham,  Hanley,  Bradford,  and  other 
places.  And  then,  to  wind  up  this 
comedy,  some  Oentleman  generally  got 
up  in  the  House  and  asked  a  Question  of 
Jfr.  Siali-Saynt 


the  Home  Secretary,  and  that  right  hon. 
Oentleman  was  content  to  use  the  tu 
quoque  argument,  that  it  had  been  done 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  not  do  the  same 
thing.  If  he  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne)  were  to 
endeavour  to  touch  upon  how  magistrates 
were  elected  in  the  counties,  ha  might 
perhaps  be  proceeding  beyond  his  depth. 
A  portion  of  the  county  magistracy 
might  he  regarded  as  hereditary.  Some 
of  the  county  magistrates  had  no  claim 
to  a  seat  on  the  Bench  other  than  that 
tbeirfathers  had  eat  there  before;  others 
had  acquired  the  dignity  by  purchase,  as 
it  frequently  happened  that  if  a  gentle- 
man came  into  tlie  county,  and  bought  a 
large  estate,  he  was  straightway  put  on 
the  Bench,  irrespective  of  any  peraonal 
qualification.  Other  gentlemen  got 
on  the  Bench  simply  because  they  hap- 
pened to  be  of  the  same  political  com- 
plexion aa  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  they 
merely  took  the  position  because  it  gave 
them  a  certain  amount  of  social  position, 
and  got  them  into  the  charmed  circle  of 
county  society.  Now,  he  could  not  be- 
lieve that  this  was  a  satisfactory  way  of 
appointing  gentlemen  to  exercise  the  im- 
portant functions  of  Justices  of  the  Peace. 
Then,  let  him  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the 
general  objection  that  those  who  exer- 
cised judicial  functions  should  not  he 
elected.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  it  would  oe  a  great  evil  if  the 
Judges  of  the  land  were  elected,  because 
they  had  to  deal  with  large  pecuniary 
interests,  and  because  it  was  necessary 
they  should  hare  great  legal  learning 
and  experience. 

Mb.  EADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Ne wing- 
ton,  W.)  rose  to  Order,  and  asked  the 
Chairman  whether  the  hon.  Oentleman 
was  in  Order  in  discussing  the  present 
method  of  appointing  magistrates? 

TheCHALRMAN  said,  that  inasmuch 
as  there  was  a  proviaion  in  the  clause 
respecting  the  Chairmen  of  Oonnty 
Councils,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  it  was  not  permissible  to  discuss 
the  proposition  that  members  of  County 
Councils  should  also  be  M-pJIm  Justices. 
But  the  hon.  Member  was  certainly  sup' 
porting  his  proposition  with  arguments 
a  long  way  beyond  the  necessity  of  the 

Mr.  BEALE-HAYNE  said,  he  bowed 
to  the  Chairman's  decision.  He  had 
been  merely  enlarging  upon  theqnestion 
of  the  existing  evOe,  ana  he  had  started 


..Google 


177 


ZoMt  &ovtnm4Ht 


by  saying  that  he  adrocated  bis  Ameod- 
ment  becaaee  it  afforded  a  partial  remedy, 
OS  he  believed,  for  tboee  eri'lB.  Now, 
Judges  were  ia  a  different  position  also 
to  Juetioea  of  the  Peace,  because  they 
had,  on  matters  of  fact,  a  jury  to  assist 
them.  Juatioes  of  the  Peace,  on  the 
other  hand,  bad  to  be  both  Judge  and 
jury  in  their  own  Oourts.  He  held, 
thereforfl,  that  the  two  cases  were  en- 
tirely different,  and  that  the  same  a^u- 
ments  did  not  apply  to  them.  The 
objection  might  be  urged  that  these 
elections  might  degenerate  into  a  Party 
fight.  Well,  he  had  no  doubt  that  that 
night  be  BO  in  some  instanoes,  but  be 
did  not  think  it  would  be  of  such  fre- 
quent ocourrence  as  hon.  Members  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  had  assumed. 
Eia  answer  to  that  waa  this.  Were  not 
nominations  at  the  present  time — espe- 
oiallyof  borough  magistrates — entirely 
political,  and  if  there  was  to  be  a 
political  fight  over  the  appointment  of 
Hagiatratea,  woe  it  not  better  that  that 
fight  should  be  carried  on  in  open 
day,  and  not  on  the  backstairs  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenants  and  in  the  back  par- 
lotirsof  the  wirepullers  in  the  boroughs? 
He  beliered  that  in  these  elections 
of  the  Oonnty  OonncUlors,  if  they  were 
endowed  with  the  dignity  of  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  it  would  bring  out  far 
better  men.  It  might  besaid — "  What 
evidence  have  you  that  the  elected 
magistrates  will  be  as  good  as  thoae  who 
sit  on  the  Bench  at  the  present  time  ?  " 
Well,  bis  answer  was  tbat  no  evidence 
was  required.  Hia  position  was  this — 
that  if  the  decisions  of  the  elected 
Magistrates  were  bad,  at  the  end  of  six 
years  the  ratepayers  would  be  able  to 
get  rid  of  tbem,  and  that,  under  the  ez- 
istins  system,  if  the  deciaiona  of  nomi- 
natea  Magiatratea  were  bad,  there  was 
no  means  of  getting  rid  of  them.  The 
people  were  saddled  with  tbem  for  all 
time.  He  (Mr.  Se&le-Hayne)  felt  con- 
vinced, speaking  oa  this  subject  with 
some  knowledge  as  a  county  and  borough 
magiatrate,  Uiat  if  the  Government 
would  oonfer  upon  elected  Councillors 
the  dignity  of  justice  of  the  peace,  not 
only  would  better  men  come  forward  as 
candidates,  but  they  would  do  much  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  law  by 
giving  more  oonfidenoe  to  the  people  in 
the  impartiality  of  our  Petty  Bessional 
Courts.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
DMnt  standing  in  his  name. 


{JtJNX  14,  ISBfij    {England  md  Walt*)  Bai 
Amendment  proposed. 


Id  pBige  2,  after  \\ae  5,  to  iaiert — "  (a)  They 
shall,  by  virtue  of  their  oCGce,  be  jaBtJoea  of  the 
peace  for  the  count j."  —  (.l/r,  Stalt-Haynt.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Obairmaa 
had  stated  that  in  his  opinion  both  the 
Amendment  and  the  speech  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  bad  put  it  before  the  Com- 
mittee came  very  near  being  outside  the 
Bill,  and  certainly,  under  the  oiroum- 
stances,  he  (Mr.  Bitchie)  should  not  in- 
flict any  lengthened  remarks  upon  the 
Committee  with  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, wbicb,  to  bis  mind,  wae  altogether 
outside  the  four  corners  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  appeal  to  hon.  Qentlemen  oppo- 
site, whom  ho  believed  were  desirous  of 
passing  this  measure,  or  a  measure  of 
the  kind,  to  limit  somewhat  their  obser- 
vations and  their  Amendments  to  what 
might  fairly  be  considered  to  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  because  it  was  evident,  if  they 
were  to  discuss  on  the  Bill  such  funda- 
mental changes  as  those  sought  to  be 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member,  there 
would  scarcely  be  any  limit  to  the  period 
of  time  necessary  to  spend  on  the  mea- 
sure. He  need  hardly  say  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
regarded  it  as  not  only  a  thing  bad  in 
itself,  but,  as  he  had  said,  outside  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  altogether.  The 
Chairman  bad  told  them  that  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  measure  which  gave 
colour  to  the  Amendment — the  provision 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  County  Council 
should  be  a  Justice  of  the  Peace — but 
in  that  the  Government  bad  followed 
strietly  the  analogy  of  the  Municipal 
Corporationa  Act.  The  Chairman  of  a 
Town  Council  in  tbat  case,  that  was  to 
say,  the  Mayor  of  a  town,  was  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace.  That  was  the  analogy 
the  Government  had  followed ;  but  to 
propose  that  County  CounoUlors  should 
also  be  Justices  of  the  Peace  was  a  sug- 
gestion altogether  outside  the  analogy 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
Committee  to  be  good  enough  not  to 
spend  any  lengthened  time  in  discussiug 
the  matter,  which  was  clearly  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  measure. 

8ia  WILLIAM  HAROOUET :  I 
hope  the  hon.  Qentlemau  will  not  think 
it  necessary  to  press  this  Amendment  to 
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a  DiTision,  althougli  I  am  bonnd  to  say 
ItbinkheieperfectlyjastiGediiiplacirig 
it  before  the  Committee.  I  am  Ter;  will- 
ing to  take  this  opportuDity  of  eajing 
that,  whether  in  this  form  or  in  some 
other  form,  it  ie  abeolutelj  necesaarj 
that  a  change  should  be  made  in  this 
matter  as  affecting  both  boroughs  and 
oouaties.  The  present  ayetem  is  simply 
a  scandal.  Magistrates  in  boroughs,  and 
still  more  so  in  counties,  are  appointed 
without  the  smallest  reference  to  their 
fitness  for  their  judicial  duties.  They 
are  appointed    simply  out  of   political 

oonsid  erations 

VisoouMT  CEANBOHNE  {Lanca- 
shire, N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  right 
bon.  (gentleman  is  ia  Order  in  the  obser- 
Tatioas  be  is  making? 
[No  reply.] 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  The 
system  is  perfectly  indefensible.  I  dare 
say  the  noble  Lord  and  bis  Friends  do 
not  like  to  bear  these  things ;  but,  if  he 
will  allow  me  to  say  so,  that  is  exactly 
why  I  state  them.  In  my  opinion,  it 
is  clear  that  a  reform  must  come.  It 
will  come,  I  believe,  through  the  County 
Councils.  I  would  not  recommend  my 
bon.  Friend  to  press  his  Amendment  on 
this  occasion,  because  I  feel  quite  cer- 
tain that  when  these  County  Counoils 
are  formed,  tbey  will  ultimately  demand 
that  they  should   have  a  voice,  and  a 

Sotent  voice,  in  the  appointment  of  the 
[agistraoy.  It  is  quite  impossible  where 
a  power  like  this  Council  Council  is  es- 
tablished, which  is  to  be  representative 
of  the  public  opinion  of  the  county,  that 
they  will  any  longer  tolerate  the  adminis- 
tration of  Justice  in  counties  being  depen- 
dent on  the  nomination  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  That  power  has  been,  and 
is  at  this  time,  so  grossly  abused  that  it 
must  be  reformed.  [^  la%gh.~\  The 
hon.  Member  who  laughs  I  dare  say  is 
himaeli  a  magistrate  appointed  by  a 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Doubtless  for  that 
reason  he  has  a  very  high  opinion  of  the 
nominations.  But  I  have  observed  this 
matter,  and  I  have  some  means  of  know- 
ing about  these  appointments,  and  the 
manner  in  which  justice  is  administered 
under  them,  and  1  would,  therefore,  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  to  rest  content  with  the 
certainty  that  in  the  future,  when  this 
power  which  we  have  been  fraukly  told 
is  to  be  a  democratic  power,  u  estab- 
Bv  Wittuim  Sarecurt 


lished  under  this  Bill,  one  of  the 
effects,  which  I  hope  will  be  beneficial 
effects,  will  be  a  complete  revolution  in 
the  system  of  appointing  magistrates 
both  in  counties  and  boroughs.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
Division. 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Qlamo^an- 
shire,  8.)  said,  that  considering  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  bad  just  sat  down,  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  expressing  his  entire  ap- 
proval of  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.  He  (Mr.  WiU 
liams)  had  ventured  himself  to  put  upon 
the  Notice  Paper  an  Amendment  which 
would  have  involved  the  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  with  a  truly  prophetic  spirit, 
declared  would  be  adopted  as  soon  as  they 
got  these  County  Councils  into  working 
order.  He  had  put  upon  tbe  Paper  an 
Amendment  in  the  spirit  of  the  clause  in 
the  Act  of  183S,  which  proposed  to  give 
— and  he  was  sure  they  would  soon  have 
it — the  power  to  nominate  justices  for 
the  county  to  direct  representatives  of 
the  people.  He  ventured  to  rise  on  this 
occasion  because  there  was  no  part  of 
tbe  United  Kingdom  in  which  this 
scandal  was  more  disgraceful  than  in 
the  Principality  of  Walee.  He  hsd 
taken  some  pains  of  late  to  find  out  what 
was  the  composition  of  the  Bench  in  the 
various  counties  of  Wales.  He  need 
not  say  that  there  was  only  one  class 
there.  He  looked  in  vain  amongst  the 
magistracy  in  some  counties  for  mem- 
bers of  tbe  Nonconformist  Body,  and  he 
looked  in  vain  for  membera  of  tbe 
trading  classes.  He  should  have  liked 
to  have  seen  some  chance  of  pressing 
this  Amendment  to  a  successful  issue- 
he  honestly  confessed  he  should  have 
liked  to  take  part  in  such  an  attempt. 
What  would  be  the  state  of  things  under 
this  Bill  in  his  division  if  this  Amend- 
t  were  passed?  Why,  in  tbe  divi- 
sion for  which  he  was  a  Member,  and  in 
which  he  was  a  justice,  he  would,  at  all 
events,  have  the  satisfaction  of  finding 
one  or  two  fanners,  certainly  one  or  two 
tradesmen,  sitting  by  bis  side  on  the 
bench.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  they 
were  wise  even  at  this  stage  in  refraining 
from  pressing  the  Amendment  to  a 
Division. 

Mr.  W.  A.  M'ARTHUE  (Oomwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell)  said,  ha  <lMic«d  to  sa;  a 
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word  to  the  Committee,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  delajdng:  the  discuBaion  on  the  Bill, 
but  merely  to  state  that  he  sympathized 
to  a  great  extent  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hou.  Oeatleman  behind  him 
(Mr.  Seale-Hayne),  and  that  he  agreed 
that  the  present  method  of  appointing 
magistrates  was  a  crying  scandal ;  hut 
he  ehoold,  however,  feel  himself  bound 
most  strongly  to  oppose  the  Amendment, 
if  the  hon.  Member  sought  to  force  it  to 
a  DiTision.  He  oould  not  imagine  any- 
thing that  would  he  more  likely  to  have 
a  diaastions  effect  upon  the  respect  of  the 
English  people  for  law  than  the  pro- 
posal to  submit  those  who  were  to  ad- 
minister the  law  from  time  to  time  to 
the  turmoil  of  contested  elections.  He 
should  very  strongly  support,  and  he 
hoped  very  shortly  to  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  supporting  an  Amendment  which 
wa§  to  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Uember 
for  the  Oambome  Division  of  Cornwall 
(Mr,  Conybeare),  which  would  give  the 
County  Councils  about  to  be  appointed 
the  power  of  nominating  the  magistratev, 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  recommending  magis- 
trates for  nomination ;  but  he  should 
feel  it  impassible  to  support  the  proposal 
that  magistrates  should  be  appointed  by 
popular  election. 

Sir  ALBERT  EOLLIT  (Islington,  8.) 
said,  he  was  glad  the  Qovemment  had 
determined  not  to  assent  to  the  proposal 
before  the  Committee,  because  he  would 
point  out  that,  if  they  had  done  so,  they 
would  have  given  a  preference  to  the 
County  Councils  over  the  Town  Councils, 
which  would  have  been  most  invidious. 
For  the  Amendment  did  not  contemplate 
giving  to  Town  Councils  the  appoint- 
ment of  justices,  which  it  would  aocord  to 
membeTS  of  County  Councils.  He  would 
also  point  out  that  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Fi«sident  of  ttie  Local  Qovemment 
Board  waa  a  good  one— namely,  that  as 
a  general  rule,  they  should  endeavour 
to  follow  the  main  lines  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act.  He  thought  on  that 
ground,  therefore,  tho  attitude  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  up  waa  emi- 
nently satiefaotory.  He  waa  glad  to 
hear  tho  protest  of  the  hon.  Uember  for 
St.  Aostell  (Mr.  W.  A.  M'Arthur)  that 
In  this  country  the  people  were  deter- 
mined to  adhere  to  the  principle  that 
our  Judges  and  Justices  of  the  Peace 
should  not  be  elected.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  of  his  ezperieoce  of  one 


part  of  the  world,  and  he  (Sir  Albert 
Bollit)  had  had  experience  of  another. 
No  one  could  become  aware  of  what 
took  place  in  those  countries  where  elec- 
tive Judges  existed,  without  alively  know- 
ledge of  the  fact  that  not  unfrequently 
people  went  into  politics  to  get  a  Judge 
made  in  order  that  he  might  afterwards 
decide  a  certain  case.  Such  a  principle 
as  that  was  not  one  which  this  country 
was  likely  to  yield  a  ready  assent  to.  It 
was  pointed  out  that  this  principle  of 
making  an  elected  Councillor  a  magis- 
trate  was  carried  out  in  the  case  of  the 
chairman  of  a  Town  Council — that  was 
to  say  the  mayor  of  a  borough.  He 
ventured  to  think  on  that  matter,  that 
if  there  was  one  point  ou  which  the 
Mayors  of  boroughs  had  been  lees  suc- 
cessful than  another,  it  had  been  in 
regard  to  the  perform  an  oe  of  their  judi- 
cial duties.  He  bad  heard  of  one  Mayor 
who,  at  the  very  commencement  of  his 
term  of  office,  declared  that  during  the 
period  he  eat  on  the  bench,  it  should  bo 
bis  constant  endeavour  neither  to  be 
partial  nor  impartial.  He  (Sir  Albert 
Eollit)  did  not  know  whether  that  effort 
succeeded  or  not,  hut  that  was  hia 
extraordinary  declaration,  and  he  (8ir 
Albert  Rollit)  did  not  think  it  would  ba 
difhcult  to  find  other  illustrations  of 
the  peculiar  fitness — or  unfitness — of 
elected  gentlemen  to  perform  the  deli- 
cate functions  of  the  magistracy.  The 
borough  magistrates  were,  it  was  true, 
appointed  in  a  manner  to  which  some  ex- 
ception might  occasionally  be  taken. 
On  that  point,  at  some  other  time^ 
though  ho  knew  in  saying  this,  be  should 
lay  himself  open  to  the  retort  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  that  some  of 
them  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House  were  always  prepared 
to  do  something  or  other,  but  never 
made  an  effort  to  begin— something  no 
doubt  should  be  done,  as  there  was  room 
for  considerable  improvement.  But  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  even 
now  improvement  was  taking  piece  in 
the  shape  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  though  that 
system  only  existed  in  the  boroughs, 
and  had  not  been  extended  to  the 
counties. 

Ua.  SITCHIE  desired  to  apmal  to 
the  hon.   Member   (Mr.  Seale-Hayne) 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  had  appealed  to  him,  not 
IFifth  Night.} 
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to  push  this  Amendment  to  a  DtTiaion. 
It  eeemed  to  be  the  general  witih  of  the 
Committee  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  he  would  therefore 
appeal  to  hon.  Members,  either  to  per- 
mit that  course  to  be  adopted,  or  to  go 
to  a  Division  at  once,  so  that  they 
might  get  to  the  consideration  of  ques- 
tions wnioh  were  of  very  great  import* 
ance. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford.W.) 
said,  that  although  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Austell  Division  ( Mr.  W.  A. 
M'Arthur)  might  not  move  bis  Amend- 
ment, he  trusted  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  fall  still- 
bom,  but  that  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity given  to  the  Committee  for  con- 
sidering this  question  again  before  the 
Committee  stage  was  disposed  of.  It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Illingwortb)  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  should 
rather  receive  with  favour  than  other- 
wise the  proposal  to  entrust  new  duties 
to  this  grand  creation  of  bis,  the  County 
Councils,  because  by  the  announcement 
he  bad  already  made,  he  would  bo  de- 
priving them  of  such  a  large  amount  of 
work  that  thmr  would  really  have  very 
little  to  do.  From  a  very  wide  eiperi- 
ence  iu  the  Korth  of  England,  he  (Mr. 
Illiagworth)  could  say  Uiat  there  was 
no  scandal  in  connection  with  justice 
in  this  country  so  great  as  that  with 
reference  to  Uie  appointment  of  the 
magistracy  in  our  boroughs  and  counties. 
In  his  own  neighbourhood,  magistrates 
had  been  put  on  the  bench  at  the  age  of 
21,  merely  because  they  happened  to  be 
the  sons  of  prominent  members  of  the 
dominant  class,  while  leaving  men  on 
the  other  side  in  politics  to  be  passed 
over.  He  spoke  on  this  matter  dis- 
interestedly, and,  therefore,  he  claimed 
some  weight  for  his  opinion,  because  he 
was  neither  a  magistrate  for  a  borough 
nor  a  county.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  work  of  the  administration  of  j  ustice 
in  the  country  would  be  greatly  im- 
proved, and  that  a  much  better  feeling 
would  be  created  throughout  the  towns 
and  boroughs  with  regard  to  Courts  of 
summary  jurisdiction,  if  the  Amendment 
proposed  were  adopted. 

Mr.  WABMINGOION  (Monmoath- 
shire,  W.)  said,  that  before  this  Amend- 
ment was  withdrawn,  as  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  wished  to  press  the 
Mr.  Mckit 


analogy  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
County  Councils  were  going  to  bo  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  magistrates  in  the  same  way  as  the 
councillors  or  corporations  were  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  borough  magistrates?  And  before 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  allow 
him  to  aay  this — He  did  not  think  that 
there  was  any  matter  which  people  in 
the  counties  regarded  as  more  important 
than  that  of  the  local  administration  of 
justice.  There  was  no  matter  in  regard 
to  which  people  in  the  counties  felt  that 
a  greater  scandal  existed.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  there  were  many  counties 
in  England  and  in  the  Principality  of 
Wales  in  which  the  people  were  en- 
tirely without  a  representative  of  their 
way  of  thinking  upon  the  magisterial 
bench.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  say  that  the  appointment 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  counties 
would  henceforth  be  dealt  with  on  the 
same  linos  as  the  appointment  of  the 
magistrates  in  boroughs,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  migbt 
then  gracefully  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Scale- Hay ne)  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment;  but  until  they  had  some 
such  guarantee  as  that,  they  certainly 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  present 
system  and  to  endeavour  ia  this  BUI  to 
bring  about  a  more  satisfactory  state  of 
things. 

Mb.  CBBMEB  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston)  said,  he  desired  to  say  that 
after  the  expression  of  opinion  they  had 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  he  hoped  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  they  would  have 
some  guarantee  from  the  Government 
other  than  that  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  What  he  (Mr. 
Cremer)  hoped  Members  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  would 
contend  for,  and  if  necessary  divide  the 
House  upon,  was  that  power  should  be 
given  to  County  Councils  not  merely  to 
nominate,  but  to  elect  the  magistrates. 
He  thought  nothing  short  of  that  would 
satisfy  the  people  out  of  doors. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) said,  that  as  his  name  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  oonne  of  this  disoni> 
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sion,  he  desired  to  be  allowed  to  say 
just  ODe  word.  He  was  entirely 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  and 
thought  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  bi 
mitted  that  JustiQes  of  the  Peace  should 
"he  elected  was  entirely  right  in  his  oon- 
teotioii.  He,  however,  was  perfectly 
well  aware^espeoially  after  the  recom- 
mendatioD  which  had  oome  from  the 
right  hon.  OentlemBu  the  Member  for 
Derby — that  it  would  be  perhaps  better 
tactics  on  their  part  not  to  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  Dirision  at  the  present 
moment.  The  hon.  KCemher  for  the 
St.  Austell  DiTisIon  (Mr.  W.  A.  M'Ar- 
tbur)  had  done  him  (Mr.  Canybeare) 
the  hononr  to  refer  to  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  on  the  Paper,  No.  126, 
which  was  as  follows :  —la  Olause  2, 
p.  2,  at  CBd,  to  add — 

"  (6]  From  and  ftfler  tlia  paMUg  of  tliii  A.ei 
every  Justice  of  the  Peaoe  ihonld  be  nppointed 
by  Ine  Lord  Lieatenuit  of  the  County  upon 
tbe  recommeadatioD  of  the  Coanty  Council,  and 
eTery  parish  ifaonld  he  entitled  to  nomi"' 
and  through  the  elected  repreMntatiTee  oi 
County  Council,  to  demand,  the  appointment 
of  one  or  more  of  luch  panoni  ai  they  may 
deem  Qt  to  act  ««  rsudant  JniticM  of  the  Peace 
for  tbe  Mid  paiithes.  And  the  aaleotAd  ooun- 
ctlloTi  ihould  in  ereiy  case  be  taken  from 
among  the  local  JaatUe*  of  tbe  Peace  n  aomi' 
Dated  and  appointed  ai  aforoBaid." 

He  certainly  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  tbe  Amendment 
in  his  withdrawal  of  it,  on  the  under- 
standing, however,  that  it  should  not 
be  summarily  dismissed,  or  shut  out  by 
the  Oovemment  from  being  again  con- 
sidered on  his  (Hr.  Go nybears's)  Amend- 
ment. He  was  not  going  to  discuss  that 
Amendment  now,  and  he  only  wished  to 
Bay  in  regard  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Austell  that  he 
did  not  concur  in  the  sentiments  he  ex- 
pressed as  to  its  being  a  bad  thing  to 
elect  people  as  Justices  or  "  injustices" 
of  the  Peace.  At  any  rate,  the  electing 
of  magistrates  could  not  place  things 
in  a  worse  condition  than  tboy  were  at 
present,  because  nothing  could  ba  more 
disgraoeful  and  scandalous  than  the 
manner  ia  which  these  functionaries 
were  appointed  at  present. 

Tisoouirr  OBANBOBXE  said,  that 
before  the  discussion  closed,  it  ought  to 
be  made  clear  that  he  and  his  Friends 
did  not  share  in  the  grave  attack 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Chntloman  the 
Uember  for  Derby  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  b^  the  county  magistrates. 


The  right  hon.  Oentleman  for  a  long 
time  had  held  the  Office  of  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  was  largely  responsible  for  the 
appointment  of  many  of  the  magistrates 
whom  ha  attacked.  Neither  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  nor  the  Government  to 
which  he  belonged  had  ever  proposed  to 
make  any  changein  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment of  those  gentlemen  when  in  Office, 
but  now  in  these  later  days  apparently 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  become  so 
acouHtomed  to  make  attacks  on  the  ad- 
miuiitration  of  justice  in  the  Sister  Island 
that  he  could  not  keep  his  fingers  off 
the  magistrates  of  this  country.  It  was 
not,  however,  for  him  (Viscount  Oran- 
borne)  to  reprove  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  but  he  really  thought  that,  con- 
sidering the  high  office  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  held,  he  ought  to  think 
twice  before,  in  the  course  of  a  debate 
like  this,  he  levelled  an  attach  upon  the 
whole  administration  of  justioe  through- 
out the  country  districts  of  England  in 
the  way  he  had  dene.  Let  it  be  clearly 
understood — and  in  saying  that  be  was 
quite  sure  he  spoke  for  all  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  (the  Ministerial)  sido  of  the 
House — that  they  did  not  share  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  but  entirely  and 
absolutely  repudiated  them. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Per- 
haps it  may  relieve  the  anxiety  of  the 
noblo  Lord  to  inform  him  that  I  neither 
intended  to,  nor  did  I  make  an  attack 
upon  the  administration  of  justice, 
though  I  attacked  most  strongly  the 
method  in  which  tho  county  magistrates 
are  appointed. 

ViBCODNT  ORANBOBNE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me — [CV»m 
0/ "Order!"! 

SraWILLIAMHAItOOURT:  I  will 
state  what  I  did  say,  or  what  I  in- 
tended to  say.  I  intended  most  strongly 
to  attack  the  method  in  which  the 
county  magistrates  are  appointed. 

VisooniiT  ORANBOBNE:  Tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me.  He 
not  only  attacked  their  appointment, 
but  he  spoke  of  many  gross  decisions 
they  made. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOTTRT;  Inover 
said  that,  nor  anything  like  it.  I  am 
quite  certain  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  hear  what  I  said. 

Mb.  SEALG-HAYNE  said,  that  in 
deference  to  the  expression  of  opinion  ' 
from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
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Houae,  and  from  the  right  hon.  Qontle- 
man  the  Uembet  for  Derby,  bj  tbe  leave 
of  the  Committes  be  wuuld  withdrair 
hia  AmendmeDt.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  at  (ho  same  Ume  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  say  this.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Freeident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  complained  that  the 
Amendment  travelled  outeide  the  scope 
of  the  Bill,  and  be  (Ur.  Seale-Hayne) 
ivonld  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  a  Bill  before  the  Houeo  at 
the  present  time  dealing  with  this 
special  qaestion,  and  that,  therefore,  if 
he  withdrew  this  Amendment,  he  was 
entitled  to  have  some  facilities  given  to 
him  for  going  on  with  that  measure. 
Amendment,  b;  leave,  wtthiraten. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGB  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  the  next  Amendment 
stood  in  hts  name,  and  was  as  follows : 
— in  clause  2,  page  2,  after  line  5,  to 
insert,  "  Provided,  that  in  the  London 
County  Council  there  shall  be  no  selected 
eouociilors  or  aldermen."  As  he 
understood  that  it  was  considered  that 
that  Amendment  could  be  more  con- 
veniently taken  when  the  provisions 
dealing  with  London  generally  were 
discussed,  he  would,  by  the  permission 
of  theOommittee,  ask  leave  to  postpone 
the  Amendment  until  they  came  to 
Clause  36. 

Mb.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  that  on 
this  matter,  he  hoped  that  before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  postponed  the  Amend- 
ment, the  Government  would  give  an 
undertaking,  or  give  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  the  whole  question  as 
to  London,  bo  far  as  it  was  affected  by 
the  clause,  would  be  left  open.  He  (Mr. 
Firth)  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  on  this  question  take 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  interested 
in  London.  Could  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  that  the  wbole  question  as  to 
Aldermen,  who  were  not  wanted  in  Lon- 
don— they  oherished  the  few  they  had, 
but  did  not  want  any  more — would  be 
left  open  ? 

TheCHAIRMAN (interrupting):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to  go  into 
this  matter. 

Mr.   WARMINGTON  said,   he  now 

begged  leave  to  move  the  Amendment 

wluoh  stood  in  his  name— that  was  to 

say — in  page  2,  lino  6,  at  end,  to  insert — 

Jfr.  StahSaym 


CoDacU." 

This  Amendment  was  in  accordance 
with  one  which  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Government,  and  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  one  of  the  divisions  of 
Somerset 

Ma.  FIRTH  (interrupting)  said,  he 
wished  as  a  matter  of  Order,  to  ask  whe- 
ther he  was  to  understand  from  the 
Chairman  that  his  Amendment  was  to 
be  considered  as  withdrawn,  because  as 
yet  he  had  said  nothing  about  it. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the 
Amendment  was  in  the  same  category 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Hoper  Lethhridge),  and  would  come 
more  conveniently  on  Clause  3S.  He 
could  not  say,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  persisted  with  his  Amendment, 
that  it  would  not  be  in  Order,  but  he 
would  point  out  that  in  that  case  the 
subject  could  not  be  again  gone  into  on 
the  3Btb  clause. 

Ma.  FIRTH  said,  he  did  nut  insist 
upon  the  discussion  of  his  Amendment; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy  it  should  have  been  suggseted 
to  him  either  that  he  should  move  his 
Amendment,  or  that  he  wonld  be  out  of 
Order  in  moving  it,  or  that  it  would  he 
more  convenient  for  it  to  be  postponed. 
In  that  case  he  would  have  withdrawn 
it,  without  a  word. 

8ia  ALBERT  ROLLIT  said,  ha  had 
an  Amendment  in  the  same  terms  upon 
Clause  36 ;  but  he  understood  ths 
Chairman  to  say  that  the  subject  was  to 
be  raised  aa  Olause  38. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  That  was  a  mis- 
take, I  meant  Clause  36. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  said,  the  neit 
Amendment  stood  in  his  name,  and  was 
as  follows  :— 'Clause  2,  page  2,  line  5,  at 
the  end,  to  insert — 

"(a.)  No  person  ihall  be  CHpable  of  bung 
elected  ss  a  member  of  more  than  one  Oountf 
Counoil." 

This  Amendment  was  placed  on  the 
Paper  before  some  decisions  at  which 
the  Committee  had  arrived,  and  after 
those  decisions  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  better  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment in  this  form : — 


He  would  more  the  Amendment  in  that 
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gentlemen  living-  on  the  boua<tari«a  »t 
tiro  counties  were  moat  valuable  meoL' 
bers  of  Quarter  Sesaiona.  Such  gentle- 
men were  frequently  of  the  greatest 
assistance  in  the  admiaistration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  two  counties.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  a  point  which 
should  be  left  to  the  Oounoila  them- 
selves. There  was  no  reason  to  think 
that  the  work  of  the  Oouaolls  would  be 
imperfectly  done  through  the  clause 
rcmaiaing  as  it  stood,  or  that  any  ia- 
coQvenience  would  arise  to  the  rate- 
payers. The  Q-ovecnment,  therefore, 
would  be  obliged  to  resist  this  Amend- 

Ub.  CONTBEABE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  well  to  trouble  the 
Committee  with  any  remarks  upon  the 
Amendment  in  the  present  state  of  the 
House.  It  would  be  more  pertinent, 
perhaps,  to  call  the  Chairman's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  there  were  not  40  Mem- 
bers present. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  CREMKR  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  presumed  the  present 
Amendment  would  meet  with  the  same 
fate  as  other  Amendments  from  that 
(the  OppoaitLcn)  side  of  the  House.  He 
thought  the  Government  might,  how- 
ever, accept  the  Amendment,  seeing  that 
they  had  rejected  the  very  reasonable 
proposal  made  just  now  as  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
County  Oouncillora.  By  the  rejection 
of  that  proposal,  the  choice  of  the  electors 
had  been  very  much  restricted,  and  the 
chances  of  persons  possessed  of  property 
being  elected  on  ^e  Oouaty  Councils 
had  been  greatly  increased.  They  were 
entitled  to  ask  that  this  clause  should  re- 
ceive some  consideration  from  the  Go- 
vernment, seeing  that  they  (the  Govern- 
ment) hati  admitted  the  property  qualifi- 
cation. It  was  quite  possible  that  a 
Councillor  under  the  ciroumstanoes, 
might  be  a  candidate  for  one  county 
under  a  property  qualiEcation,  and 
might  seek  election  upon  another  Coun- 
cil because  he  happened  to  be  a  resi- 
dent in  the  county.  It  was  a  very 
wholesome  and  very  wise  and  very  use- 
ful proposal  that  was  made  by  the  hou. 
Member,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
^he  Government  would  give  it  their 
serious  consideration. 

IFi/lh  Night.  \ 
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form.  It  had  been  now  decided  by  the 
Committee  that  it  was  not  necessary  in 
order  to  qualify  a  person  for  a  seat  on 
a  County  Council  that  he  should  be  a 
resident  within  the  oounty.  He  might 
not  be  a  resident  within  the  county  at 
all.  If  he  had  what  wascalled  the  pro- 
perty qualiScatioa,  he  might  be  elected 
as  a  member  of  the  Counoil.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  there  were 
many  right  hon.  and  bon.  Gentlemen 
and  others  who  had  property  and  were 
rated  in  many  counties,  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  would  not  be  well  for  the 
good  working  of  the  Council  itself  that 
a  member  of  one  Council  should  also  be 
a  member  of  another.  The  County 
Council  would  be  an  important  assembly, 
and  each  Council  ought  to  have  an  im- 
portant individual  aod  separate  influence, 
and  it  would  detract  from  that  power  and 
inQuenoe  of  the  Counoil  if  one  of  its  mem- 
bers was  a  member  of  another  Council. 
As  those  persons  who  were  likely  to  be 
members  of  both  would  have  ooneider- 
sble  property,  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that  it  was  desirable  that  each  Oounoil 
should  be  self-contained,  and  not 
number  amongst  its  ranks  those  who 
were  members  of  other  Councils.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  a  Council  would  lose 
force  if  it  possessed  a  member  in  common 
with  another  County  Counoil,  and  that 
it  would  give  to  individuals  an  influence 
which  they  ought  not  to  possess. 

Amendment  proposed, 

"  la  puge  2,  after  line  E,  to  inaert  tbe  worda. 
So  person  Bhall  be  capable  of  being  a  member  of 
mors  than  one  Cbnnty  ConniaL" —  {Mr. 
JFamiiijrtaii). 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  SECfiETART  to  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  sud,  that  some  of 
the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  seemed 
to  shew  that  fear  of  the  people  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  declared  the  Go- 
vernment showed.  Above  all  things 
that  which  could  be  and  might  well  be 
entrusted  to  the  electors  was  the  choice 
of  the  men  who,  in  their  opinion,  ought 
to  be  elected,  and  it  should  be  left  to 
them  to  decide  whether  they  should 
elect  as  Members  of  their  own  Counoil 
gentlemen  who  were  qualified,  though 
they  might  be  members  of  adjoining 
Oonnoils.  Those  who  were  engaged  in 
Ooun^  Business  knew  verj  weU  that 
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'  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :—A.yeia  122; 
Noes  173 :  Majority  51.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  150.) 

Hk.  WOODALL  (HBuiey)  said,  he 
wiBhed  to  propose  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  No.  70 — that  was  to  uy,  in 
pag^  2,  aiter  line  7,  to  insert — "(a) 
Every  borougb  shall  return  at  leaat  one 
Couuoillor."  He  would  appeal  to  the 
Qovemmeat  to  oODstitute  every  muni- 
cipal borough  a  separate  electoral  area, 
tor  the  purpoie  of  returning  a  Oonn- 
oillor.  Witnin  the  last  few  noura  they 
had  been  furnished  with  a  proposal  as 
to  the  number  of  OounoiUora  the  G-orern- 
ment  propoied  should  permanently  form 
the  County  Council,  and  aooording  to 
that,  in  the  main,  the  suggestion  he 
made  in  this  Amendment  was  oonoeded. 
There  were  some  exceptions,  however, 
which  vonid  be  made,  and  they  would 
be  in  the  case  of  small  but  ancient 
boroughs.  He  hoped  that,  inasmuch 
as  this  Paper  which  nad  been  circulated 
was  not  considered  the  final  decision  of 
the  Government,  the  appeal  he  now 
made  would  be  favourably  considered, 
and  that  a  consequential  Amendment  a 
few  lines  further  on  would  be  also  con- 
ceded. He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
after  line  7,  to  insert  the  words,  "  (a) 
Every  borough  shall  return  at  least  one 
councillor." — (Jfr,  Woodalt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

tfa.  LONQ  said,  he  need  hardly 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  fully  understood  and  appreciated 
the  reasons  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
adduced  for  proposing  this  Amendment 
— namely,  that  some  of  these  boroughs 
were  very  ancient  boroughs,  and  had 
for  a  very  long  time  so  successfally 
exercised  their  rights  and  privileges  that 
they  deserved  separate  representation. 
He  might  point  out  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  fall  within  the  lines  of 
the  Bill.  If  it  were  adopted,  the  result 
would  be  that  every  town,  which  was  a 
municipal  borough,  whether  ancient  or 
not,  and  no  matter  how  email  its  popula* 
tion,  would  be  entitled  to  have  separate 
repreeentatiou,  whereas  those  large  urban 
sanitary  districts  of  great  importanoe  and 
with  enormona  populations,  which  did 


not  happen  to  be  boroughs,  would  be 
left  to  the  Quarter  SessionB.  He  had 
not  the  least  doubt  that  the  representa- 
tion accorded  to  the  boroughs  would  be 
fair  and  sufficient,  but  it  bad  been 
thought  by  the  Government  that  those 
of  them  which  had  not  a  sufficient  popu- 
lation to  entitle  them  to  special  repre- 
sentation should  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  subject  was  not  a  very 
important  one,  and  did  not  necesearily 
involve  a  very  large  issue.  There  were 
only  30  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales 
which  would  be  affected  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  their  populations  varied  very 
much,  some  of  them  falling  as  low  as 
900.  When  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
representation  on  a  County  Couninl 
should  only  be  one  in  5,000,  6,000,  7,000, 
8,000,  or  10,000  it  hardly  seemed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
that  a  borough  baring  a  population  of 
only  900  or  1,00G  should  possess  a  re- 
presentative. A  place  with  a  small 
population  should  not  receive  a  privilege 
merely  because  it  was  ancient,  whilst  a 
new  place  with  a  large  population 
was  denied  it.  Those  were  tiie  reasons 
why  the  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  and,  in  stating  them, 
he  had  no  wish  to  condemn  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought 
forward  the  proposal,  nor  to  say  any- 
thing derogatory  to  the  position  of  the 
small  boroughs.  The  Government  must 
adhere  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and,  if 
necessary,  must  divide  the  Committee 
against  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a 
Division,  and,  notwithstanding  What  had 
fallen  from  ttie  hon.  Member,  who  had 
just  spoken,  he  still  hoped  that  there 
would  be  some  coucession  made— at  any 
rate  with  regard  t  j  some  of  those  boroughs 
which  were  not  at  present  provided  for. 
He  urged  that  because  the  boroughs  in 
question  were  important  and  useful  for 
many  purposes — for  registration  for 
instance,  and  for  rating.  They  would 
continue  to  have  separate  existence,  for  it 
was  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  their 
rights  to  self-government  and  with  the 
privileges  they  had  enjoyed  for  cen- 
turies. He  ventured  most  respectfully 
to  urge  that  it  would  considerably  im- 
prove the  prOMiect  of  the  snccessfut 
working  of  the  Bill,  if  the  Government 
accepted    hio    Amendment,     and    tho 
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Knticn  of  entire  pariahea,  or  an  urban  aani- 
tary  diatrict  or  part  thereof,  or  ui  aggregation 
of  entire  urbui  nnitary  distrieU." 

He  did  not  wiBb  at  all  to  re-open  the 
question  of  tbe  pariah  so  far  as  the  re- 
form of  the  Teetry  was  concerned,  the 
Committes  haTinf^  already  decided  that 
point ;  but  he  thought  the  Government, 
during  the  second  reading  debate,  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  be  well  to  make 
the  electoral  divieion  units  of  the 
common  wanta  and  sympathleB  and  oon- 
ditione.  Now,  the  diffioultj  of  making 
the  parish  a  unit  was  ita  inequality.  In 
some  parts  it  was  very  ^pulous,  in 
others  it  had  only  a  few  inhabitants; 
but  he  thought  that  if,  by  this  Amend- 
ment, they  gave  an  inatmotion  to  the 
magistrates,  as  far  as  possible,  to  keep 
to  the  boundaries  of  a  parish,  they 
would  obtain  not  merely  a  ayatem  of 
groupingpatishea  by  people  who  were 
very  well  acquainted  with  the  ciroum- 
stanoes  of  the  county,  but  would  lay  tbe 
foundation  of  that  great  systeio  so  much 
desired,  and  gradually  make  the  parish 
the  electoral  uoit.  To  make  the  pariah 
the  electoral  unit  would  be  Taluable 
when  they  oame  to  deal  with  the  qnes- 
tiou  of  valuation — of  aimplifying  and 
consolidating  the  areae  and  authoritiea 
in  the  matter  of  valuation.  He  moved 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  bis  name 
in  the  strong  hope  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  accept  it.  If  they 
would  not  accept  it  here,  would  they 
give  an  undertaking  that  they  would 
agree  to  its  introduction  on  alatardause? 

Taa  OHAIRMAN  said,  this  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  supplementary  aireotion 
which  would  come  in  better  on  Clause  52, 

Us..  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  would 
move  his  Amendment  merely  to  elicit 
some  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Government.  It  was  important,  he 
thought,  that  they  should  know  definitely 
what  were  the  principles  on  which  the 
elestoral  divisions  were  to  be  fixed.  It 
would  have  materially  assisted  the  de- 
liberations of  tbe  Committee  if  ths  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  ths 
Local  Government  Board  bad  been  able 
to  give  them  a  Paper  showing  the  number 
of  Counoillora  it  was  proposed  to  have 
on  these  Councils  when  they  oommenoed 
their  proceedings. 

Ma.  BITCQIE  aaid,  he  must  point 

out  the  inoonvenience  of  discussing  a 

question  of  this  character  upon  what 

waa   really    a    very   general    clause. 
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boroughs  were  allowed  to  be,  so  far  aa 
separate  representation  on  the  Councils 
wae  concerned,  separate  areas  instead  of 
being  merged  in  large  districts. 

Ma.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
ahire,  Spalding]  said,  he  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment and  to  the  Government  that  there 
were  a  few  populous  places  of  the  mag- 
nitude of  boroughs,  which  had  been 
allowed  under  Improvemeut  Acts  to 
constitute  themselves  into  Town  Commis- 
eions,  which  would  come  under  the  same 
category  as  the  boroughs  for  whom  tbe 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Woodall)  spoke.  If 
there  bad  been  any  prospect  of  the  hon. 
Member  being  succesaful  in  getting  his 
Amendment  adopted,  he  (Mr.  Kalley 
Stewart)  would  have  asked  the  Gavem- 
ment  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  it,  so  as  to 
include  the  towns  underthe  Government 
of  the  Town  Commisaionera. 

Mr.  HOBHOnSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
aaid,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  there 
were  a  considerable  number  of  boroughs 
of  under  2,000  population  in  counties 
where  there  were  400,000  or  S00,000 
inhabitants ;  and  the  result  of  carrying 
this  Amendment  would  be,  it  seemed  to 
him,  either  to  increase  unduly  the  num- 
ber of  Councillors,  or  to  give  over-re- 
presentation to  these  small  towns.  The 
small  limit  which  it  was  understood  was 
to  be  fixed  to  the  number  of  Councillors 
on  a  County  Council  could  not  be  ad- 
hered to  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  desired  to  move  the  following 
Amendment: — lu  page  2,  line  18,  after 
"  determine,"  insert — 

"  Provided  that  u  far  aa  poadble  the  slectoral 
tUrinon  shall  be  a  psriah  or  township,  or  an 
aggregate  of  pariahes  or  townahipa." 

The  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  give 
power  to  the  managers  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  cut  the  oonnties  into  electoral 
divisions.  He  imagined  that  these 
electoral  divisions  would,  in  the  future, 
play  a  considerable  part  in  Local  Qo- 
vernment.  He  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Ctovernment  also  to  the 
Amendment  next  but  one  on  the  Paper, 
which  waa  in  these  terma — 

"  PitmAei.,  that,  aahject  to  any  modiflcfttione 
approved  of  "bj  the  Local  Go*erameDt  Board, 
an  elMtoral  dividon  of  a  conntv  shall  ooniiat 
of  a  parish,  or  a  part  of  a  parish,  or  an  aggre- 
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appointed  ftt  once  to  do  this  bnainess 
throughout  the  conntrj  who  had  so 
admirably  performed  their  work  in  18B5 
in  settling  the  Farliamentary  Dirieions 
at  the  small  coat  of  onlj  £4,000.  He 
desired  to  speak  with  all  respect  of  his 
brother  magistrates ;  but  he  anggeeted 
that  work  of  this  kind,  in  which  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  political  feeling  would 
be  involved,  was  not  such  as  it  was  right 
to  leave  to  bodies  of  gentlemen  who 
were,  by  general  admission  throughout 
the  couatrj,  naturally  not  without  a  dis- 
tinct political  bias  in  one  direction.  He 
had  tiad  experience  in  reference  to 
redistribution  in  his  own  county,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  should  look 
with  great  concern  on  the  present  re- 
diatribution  if  it  were  to  be  conduotedin 
the  same  way.  He  strongly  urged  on 
the  Qovemment  that  some  Amendment 
should  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
leaving  this  matter  to  Special  Gommis- 
sionere  ;  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
see  their  way  to  this,  he  should  be  com- 
pellod  to  move  an  Amendment  for  the 
purpose.  Having  pot  the  case  shortly 
and  plainly  to  the  Oovernment,  he  sin- 
cerely  trusted  that  they  would  accept  his 
Amendment. 


(jlause  Cf2  was  strictly  connected  with 
this  question,  and  he  was  sure  the  hi 
Qentfeman  would  excuse  the  Gove: 
ment  tor  not  entering  into  a  diecuasion 
now,  which  would,  when  that  clause 
was  reached,  have  to  be  gone  over 
again.  He  thought,  when  the  time 
came,  that  be  should  be  able  to  show 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  so  much  at  variance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  he  supposed. 

Mk.  EATHBONE  [Oarnarvon  shire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  thought  it  was  rather  a 
pity  that  the  Government  had  not  given 
them  their  views  upon  this  subject,  be- 
cause, owing  to  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
was  drawn,  it  would  be  difficult  to  dis 
the  question  without  having  some  notion 
of  what  the  ideas  of  the  Government 
were.  In  hisopinion  it  would  have  been 
well  if  the  Committee  bad  had  an  an- 
nouncement by  the  Government  that 
this  was  a  principle  which  they  would 
keep  in  view,  because  he  agreed  that 
it  would  not  be  possihte  to  make  the 
parish  the  unit  of  any  large  district  of 
administration,  though  they  might  be  of 
consultation. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  be  was  not  willing  to  postpone  his 
Amendment  until  they  had  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  more  clear  statement  of  the 
position  they  intended  to  take  up  with 
regard  to  this  question.  That  bethought 
was  necessary  to  the  understanding  of 
the  ease.  He  thought,  besides,  they 
should  have  some  intimation  that  the 
Government  agreed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment. 

Uk.  HITOHIE  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  idea  that  it  was  desirable  or 
convonient  to  press  the  Government  for 
their  opinion  with  regard  to  the  clause 
which  had  not  yet  been  reached. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  uithdrawn. 

He.  A.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  first 
decision  of  the  area  of  the  county  was 
left  to  the  determination  of  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  appeal  againet  the  decision  of  that 
body.  He  should  have  much  preferred 
to  have  seen  in  the  Bill  a  provision  that 
an  operation  of  this  very  important  kind 
should  have  been  performed  by  a  Special 
CommiBsion.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
to  the  Government  that  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  trouble  would  be  saved  if  the 
same  eiperienoed  and  able  men  were 
Ur.  Bitckit 


Amendmentproposed, 

In  page  2,  line  22,  at  end,  inwrt— "  Provided 
alwaji,  that  every  deciuon  of  joaticea  at  quarter 
seutoiu  as  to  the  electoral  divinoDS  in  the 
county  ihall  be  by  order,  notice  of  which  ehall 
be  published  once  at  least  ia  every  newspaper 
published  in  the  county.  Such  order  ahiill  be 
Bubmittad  for  conSrmation  to  the  Local  Ooveni- 
ment  Board.  If  within  one  month  after  publi- 
cation of  such  notice  as  aforesaid  not  less  than 
twenty  county  electors  petition  the  Local  Oo- 
vemmetit  Board  to  disallow  the  order,  the  Local 
Qoverameat  Board  ihall  causo  to  bo  held  a  local 
inquiry  and  determine  whether  such  order  ahall 
be  confirmed  or  modified." — [iir.A.J.  WiUiami.) 

Mr.  long  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  before  the  Committee  two  pro- 
posals, one  of  which  was  embodied  in 
the  Amendment  be  bad  just  moved,  and 
the  other  was  that  the  same  coarse  should 
be  pursued  in  the  present  instance  as 
was  followed  in  the  case  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Electoral  Division  —  namely, 
that  of  appointing  Special  Commis- 
sioners. While  acknowledging,  as  he 
did  most  freely,  the  very  moderate  and 
fair  way  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  his  case,  be  would  point  out 
why  the  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  first  objeotion  to 
it  was  that,  in  order  to  constitute  tbeee 
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the  Amondmeat  of  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
the  alteraative  which  he  euggeBted. 


electoral  dmaiona,  it  vould  be  necessary 
that  three  distinct  stages  should  be  gone 
through.  It  was  the  desire  of  the  House 
and  the  Qovemraent  that  if  tbis  Bill 
passed,  aa  they  were  confident  it  would 
during  the  present  Seaeion,  it  should 
come  into  operation  early  next  year ;  but 
if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  Bill  should 
come  into  operation  when  it  was  hoped 
and  expected  to  do,  and,  moreover,  i' 
operation  would  be  poetponedforanothi 
year.  The  Govern ment  could  not,  there- 
fore, contemplate  the  admission  of  the 
Amendment  proposed.  The  next  pro- 
posal was  that  they  should  adopt  the 
procedure  in  connection  with  the  last 
Eeform  Bill,  by  appointing  Oommis- 
Bioners  to  settle  the  divisions.  He 
might,  he  believed,  endorse  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon-  Gentleman  as  to 
the  work  of  the  Commissioners,  which 
he  believed  had  been  done  in  tite  beat 
possible  way;  bnt  he  would  point  out 
that  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  work  which  they  performed 
and  that  which  had  to  be  done  now  in 
connection  with  this  Bill.  In  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  repreeeat 
(Wiltshire),  the  Oommissioners  had  to 
constitute  only  five  Parliamentary  Divi- 
sions, and  with  respect  to  them  several 
meetings  had  to  be  held,  at  which  ob- 
jections were  taken.  But  in  order  to 
bring  the  Act  into  operation  in  his 
county  they  would  have  to  set  up  SO  or 
60  electoral  divisions  for  the  purpose 
of  CounW  Council  elections;  and  he 
Buggested  to  the  Committee  that  the 
appointment  of  Oommissloaers  would  so 
delay  the  Bill  as  to  make  it  impossible 
for  it  to  come  into  operation  by  the  time 
whioh  the  Government  desired.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  expressed  a  hope 
that  there  should  be  some  appeal  againat 
the  decision  of  the  magistrates  ;  but  he 
pointed  out  that  this  was  in  the  Bill  as 
it  stood ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Uember  for  Halifax  (M.T.  Stansfeld) 
had  stated  that  the  provisions  for  the 
alteration  and  rectiGcation  of  areas  were 
as  large  and  complete  as  they  possibly 
could  be.  Not  only  were  the  powers  for 
alteration  and  rectiGcation  of  boroughs 
sufficient ;  but  the  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  the  County  Council  was  given 
sufficient  power  to  enable  it,  if  desirable, 
to  make  alterations  which  would  consti- 
tute fair  areas  of  election.  For  these 
reasons,  the  Governinent  oould  not  aooept 


Mr.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  power  given  to  the  County 
Councils.  But  when  the  work  of  con- 
stituting the  areas  was  done  the  mis- 
chief was  irrelrievable.  He  was  bound 
to  say  he  had  great  distrust  of  the 
County  Justices  in  this  matter,  and  he 
felt  the  absolute  necessity  of  taking 
some  steps  to  prevent  the  consequences 
which  he  apprehended.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  all  events,  to 
give  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board.  With  regard  to 
the  time  necessary  for  fixing  the  areas, 
he  undertook  to  say  that  the  work  with 
regard  to  a  district  could  be  done  in  one 
day,  and  that  of  a  whole  county  in  two. 

Me.  KITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  hon.  Member  oould  say 
that  the  mischief  would  be  already  done 
when  the  area  was  constituted  hy  the 
Justices.  The  idea  of  the  Government 
was  to  place  in  the  bands  of  the  County 
Councils  full  power  over  the  area  as  far 
as  it  could  possibly  be  done.  It  mas 
essential  that  when  a  Bill  of  this  cha- 
racter had  passed,  a  long  interval  should 
not  intervene  before  it  came  into  opera- 
tion, and  they  had  not  set  up  the  ma- 
chinery contemplated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it  would  undoubtedly  take 
up  a  considerable  amount  of  time ;  and 
he  undertook  to  say  further  that  if  the  Bill 
werenot  passed  until  the  Session  waswell 
advanced,  and  if  the  plan  were  adopted, 
it  could  not  come  into  operation  ia 
January  as  they  proposed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 
practice  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  inade- 
quate to  this  matter.  But  that  was  not 
the  case.  There  were  distinct  provisions 
in  the  Bill,  in  the  way  of  precaution, 
with  regard  to  the  setting  up  of  the 
electoral  divisions  ;  and  it  was  not  con- 
ceivable that  gentlemen  who  would  take 
so  conspicuous  a  part  in  the  new  system 
would  so  neglect  their  duties,  or  dis- 
charge them  in  so  partial  a  way,  as  to 
make  the  divisions  whioh  they  consti- 
tuted nnfair  to  any  part  of  the  country, 
especially  as  they  bad  clear  instructions 
laid  down  as  to  the  course  they  should 
pursue.  Surely,  therefore,  they  might 
be  trusted  to  do  what  was  right  and 
fair  in  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Oovernment  Board  had  pointed 
out  that  if  there  were  any  objections  to 
H  2  [ft/iiA  JVyA*.]      , 
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did  Dot  coincide  with  his  own.  There 
was  the  gravest  dietrust  of  that  body  in 
these  matters.  But  they  wished  to  make 
no  charges  against  Qoarter  SesBions; 
they  merely  said  there  was  a  feeling  that 
this  important  matter  of  redistribution 
ought  not  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
gentlemen  who  practically  represented 
only  one  class,  and  in  whose  ultimate 
decision  great  numbers  of  the  people,  at 
any  rate,  had  not  that  implicit  reliance 
which  was  desirable.  They  desired  to 
give  a  good  start  to  the  Oounty  Councils, 
to  see  them  started  with  the  confidence 
of  all  patties,  and  they  were  very  far 
from  admitting  that  this  would  be  the 
case  if  these  very  important  arrange- 
ments of  boundaries  was  not  effected  in 
such  a  manner  as  would  command  the 
confidence  of  the  whole  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  If  delay  were  so  necessary 
to  be  avoided,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  dilhcult  to  adopt  the  suggestion  that 
the  magistrates  should  hold  a  special 
sessions  for  the  purpose  of  this  business 
of  settling  the  electoral  divisions,  and 
that  at  such  special  sessions  the  rate- 
payers should  be  entitled  to  be  repre- 
sented, in  order  to  place  their  views 
before  the  magistrates,  before  whom, 
under  the  present  system,  they  were  not 
represented.  It  would  be  remembered 
that  in  the  case  of  the  redistribution  of 
seats  the  ratepayers  were  entitled  to 
appear  before  the  Oommissioners,  and 
express  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
boundaries.  He  accepted  the  explana- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  that 
there  would  not  be  time  for  the  Oom- 
missioners to  be  sent  down  to  do  this 
business,  and  also  that  it  would  cause 
too  much  delay  if  appeal  were  to  lie  to 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board  ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  fbund  to  be  neces- 
sary for  the  magistrates  to  hold  a  special 
sessions  for  the  purpose  in  view,  be- 
cause in  the  ordinary  course  of  things  no 
sessions  could  be  held  until  rather  late 
in  the  autumn  at  which  this  business 
could  be  dealt  with.  If  it  were  desirable 
that  such  special  seMions  should  be  held, 
he  thought  it  would  be  only  fair  that  the 
ratepayers  should  be  represented  at 
them,  in  order  that  the  autliotity  might 
be  in  possession  of  their  views. 

Ma.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
be  thought  that  after  an  examination  of 
Clause  52  the  Committee  woald  be  of 
opinion  that  the  disoussion  at  this  stage 
of  the  Bill  was  somewhat  premature. 


a  scheme  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
County  Council  to  consider  not  only  the 
area,  but  the  number  of  Councillors ;  and 
if  an  alteration  was  necessary  in  the 
county  or  borough  boundaries  they  must 
come  to  Parliament  for  a  Provisional 
Order.  The  County  Councils  would  prac- 
tically have  the  matter  entirely  in  their 
own  hands,  and  the  Government,  there- 
fore, could  not  recognize  that  there  was 
any  real  foundatioa  for  the  supposition 
that  the  magistrates  of  Quarter  Sessions 
would  not  do  what  was  tight  in  this 
matter,  or  that  if  they  did  wrong  there 
was  not  ample  power  in  the  Bill  for  that 
wrong  to  be  set  right. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Quarter  Sessions  were  by  no  means  in 
favour  at  the  present  time  with  regard 
to  the  principle  on  which  they  arranged 
the  polling  districts,  and  that  great  cause 
of  complaint  bad  arisen.  What  they 
wanted  was  some  clear  and  distinct 
guarantee  that  there  should  be  power  of 
appeal,  which  oould  be  enforced  before 
it  was  toolate,  from  the  decision  at  which 
the  Quarter  Sessions  arrived.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  appeal 
to  the  County  Council.  But  he  said 
that  this,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases, 
could  only  come  into  operation  when  it 
was  too  late,  because  where  the  Quartet 
Sessions  decided  unfairly  a  certain  num- 
ber of  members  of  the  County  Council 
would  have  been  elected  on  the  basis  of 
the  electoral  divisions,  and  then  the 
work  of  the  Council  would  be  performed 
by  means  of  the  system  of  County  Alder- 
men, and  by  a  system  of  co-optation. 
Therefore,  he  said  there  should  be  some 
means  of  immediate  appeal  against  the 
decision  of  Quarter  Sessions. 

Ma.  CONYBEA.RE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  regretted  that  he  was 
not  in  his  place  when  his  name  was 
called  in  reference  to  Amendment  No.  80, 
because  it  was  the  alternative  Amend- 
ment to  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Ifr. 
A.  J.  Williams]  had  referred.  As  the 
Amendment  did  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Government,  he  would 
suggest  a  compromise  that  might  with 
advantage  be  placed  before  the  Com- 
mittee as  another  Amendment.  How- 
ever much  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
might  think  that  the  people  in  the  coun- 
ties plaoed  implicit  con Sdenoe  in  Quarter 
Sessions  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  he 
would  only  say  that  their   experience 
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He  should  be  out  of  Order  if  he  were  to 
refer  in  detail  to  the  proTiaioDS  of  that 
clause;  but  ban.  Members  who  would 
refer  to  it  would  find  that  iuBtructioas 
were  given  in  that  clause  of  a  character 
which  defined  the  nature  of  the  bounda- 
ries. It  seemed  to  him  that  in  oass  tho 
Committee,  when  they  reached  that 
clause,  thought  tbs    instruotionB  there 

g'ven  were  too  vague,  or  left  in  an  un- 
ir  manner  room  for  the  attainment  of 
Party  objects,  thoy  could  make  the  in- 
stTuottons  more  clear,  definite,  and  pre- 
cise. He  could  not  shut  out  from  his 
mind  what  took  place  on  the  passing  of 
the  last  Beform  Act.  At  that  time  the 
ereation  of  the  new  polling  districts  was 
left  by  tho  Liberal  OoTorament  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates.  He  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  member  of  the  Bench 
of  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire,  and, 
although  on  the  Bench  thsre  was  a 
majority  of  ConservatiTSS,  the  greatest 
oare  was  taken  that  on  the  different 
Bub-oommittees,  to  whom  the  making  of 
the  alteration  of  the  polling  districts 
was  delegated,  each  of  the  two  Parties 
shonld  be  equally  represented,  and  he 
was  sure  the  greatest  pains  were  taken 
by  those  who  served  on  those  commit- 
tees that  every  elector  should  have  the 
best  opportunity  of  coming  to  the  pull. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  there  had  not  been 
one  complaint  of  injustice  or  unfairness 
in  respect  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
polling  districts  in  that  great  Division, 
the  West  Biding  of  Torkshire.  He  felt 
the  force  of  uie  argument  founded 
on  the  shortness  of  time  which  had 
been  raised,  and  he  believed  it  to  be 
entirely  fatal  to  the  proposition.  He 
knew  that  in  the  year  after  the  passing 
of  the  last  Beform  Act  It  was  only  by 
the  most  severe  pressure  that  the 
macfainen'  was  set  going  in  time  for  the 
Qenoral  Election ;  and,  warned  by  that 
ezperienoe,  he  must  respectfully  suggest 
to  the  Committee  the  espediency  of 
now  constructing  such  maohinery  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  or  delay. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  very  often  talked 
about  economy ;  but  it  was  impossible 
that  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  could  viBit  the  country 
without  being  a  new  oause  of  expense. 
The  summary  of  hie  remarks  was  that 
this  discussion  was  premature,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  deal  with  the  subject 
when  they  came  to  Clause  b'i,  and  would 
be  called  upon  to  consider  what  safe- 


guards ought  to  be  provided  in  favour  of 
equal  justice  to  all  sections  of  the  people. 
Mb.  STAN8FELD  (Halifax)  said,  ho 
did  not  want  to  dogmatize  as  to  what 
might  be  the  beat  method  of  accomplish- 
ing their  desire  ;  but  he  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  it 
was  not  possible  for  him  to  reconsider 
his  decision,  and  to  find  a  way  for  them 
out  of  the  difficulty  f  Now,  he  did'  not 
ogres  that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill 
would  be  satisfactory ;  that  was  his  first 
proposition.  He  expected  that  there 
would  be  a  natural  —  whether  just  or 
unjust  he  would  not  say— but  a  natural 
disaatisf action  in  the  counties  at  the 
probable  and  actual  decision  of  the 
magistrates.  In  boroughs  the  existing 
authority  would  havs  the  settling  of  the 

Soiling  districts  ;  but  in  counties  the 
ounty  Councils  could  not  have  that, 
because  they  were  not  as  yet  formed. 
His  argument  was  that  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  the  public,  as  a  whole,  would 
bo  entirely  satisfied  with  the  decisions  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions ;  and  that  it  was 
desirable  that  there  should  be  an  appeal 
agaiust  the  decision  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, and  he  thought  the  right  ban. 
Gentleman  might  find  a  way  of  giving 
such  an  appeal.  The  right  hon.  Qenlle- 
man  had  told  them  that  it  would  bo 
very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  have 
the  work  done  in  time.  He  (Mr. 
Stanefeld)  was  not  quite  sure  about 
that.  The  magistrates  might  be  directed 
to  set  about  the  work  at  an  early  date, 
so  that  there  would  be  time  to  hear  any 
appeal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  officers  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  were  able 
men,  and  men  who,  upon  the  whole, 
the  public  trusted.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  not  advisable— he  should 
think  it  was  not  neoeHsary — if  the  sight 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  his  attention 
to  the  subject,  to  expect  and  call  upon 
the  public  to  be-  satisfied  with  tho  deci- 
sion without  any  appeal.  He  confined 
himself  now  to  suggesting  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could  not 
give  them  some  hope  that  they  might 
devise  a  plan  which  would  give  an  ap- 
peal. He  could  not  think  that  that  was 
impossible.  Of  course,  it  was  most  likely 
that  the  number  of  appeals  would  be 
very  limited. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  very  much 
atiaid  that  if  the  right  hon.  GenAeman, 
IFi/tk  Night  1 
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peal  woa  given.  What  tbev  aeked  for 
vas  a  very  aimple  tbtcg.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted there  were  very  clear  directions 
laid  down  ia  Clause  52  ;  that  they  would 
bind  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  a  coneider- 
abla  extent ;  and  that  Quarter  SessioDB 
vould  have  to  keep  within  those  direo- 
tiona  in  the  consideration  of  the  electoral 
districts.  But  there  would  be  very  much 
greater  confidence  felt  if  there  was  a 
power  of  appeal.  Probably,  as  01aus« 
52  set  out  80  many  directions,  the 
appeal  would  only  be  ezeroieed  in  a  very 
few  in  stances.  The  groat  safeguard 
would  be  in  tbe  power  of  appeal.  With 
respect  to  boroughs,  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  was  able  to  give  satisfaction  to 
the  Committee,  beoaase  be  had  an 
authority  already  constituted;  but  if 
hoD.  Oentlemen  looked  at  the  last  sub- 
section of  Clause  52,  they  would  find, 
as  regarded  London,  that  tbe  Local  Qo- 
vernment  Board  would  constitute  the 
authority  for  settling,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  electoral  divisiouB.  Let 
bim  point  out  that  in  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act,  the  guidance  of  which 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  proposed  In 
most  respects  to  follow,  it  was  provided 
that  when  a  borough  was  established, 
or  when  the  boundaries  of  wards  had 
to  be  settled,  a  Commissioner  nominated 
by  the  Home  Secretary  should  be  sent 
down  to  fix  the  boundaries.  There  might 
bedifificultyinfollowingthat  exact  prece- 
dent in  this  case ;  but  if  the  right  boa. 
Qentleman  followed  that  precedent,  he 
fSirUghtredKay-Shattloworth)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied. They  did  not  object  at  all  as  to 
the  future ;  what  they  complained  of 
were  the  arrangements  for  the  election 
of  tbe  first  County  Council.  Tbe  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  save  a  good  deal  of  time  in  the 
discussion  of  this  particular  part  of  the 
Bill  if  he  would  at  once  concede  that 
which  seemed  a  perfectly  reasonable 
demand— namely,  that  in  the  settlement 
of  the  polling  districte  there  should  be 
a  right  of  appeal  from,  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Mb.  WHAETON  said,  be  must  pro- 
test against  tbe  idea  that  there  should 
be  any  unfairness  on  the  part  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  Quarter  Sessiosn 
bad  settled  the  polling  districts  for  the 
County  of  Durham,  and  there  had  never 
ttered  one  word  of  complaint. 
That  Quarter   Sessions  were  actuated 


203 

whose  experience  was  infinitely  greater 
than  anything  he  could  lay  claim  to,  had 
been  unable  to  suggest  what  the  nature 
of  the  change  which  was  desired  should 
be,  be  could  not  bold  out  very  much  hope 
that  he  would  be  able  to  devise  a  method 
by  which  the  desires  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  satisfied.  He  could  not  but 
tbink  that  Quarter  Sessions  could  be 
trusted,  even  by  those  who  had  some 
mistrust  of  them,  especially  in  view  of 
tbe  provisions  of  Clause  52  to  do  some- 
thing which  was  not,  at  any  rate,  con- 
spicuously anf  air.  He  could  not  imagine 
that  the  scheme  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
would  be  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
CountyCouncil.when  constituted,  would 
not  be  afittingjudge  of  it.  The  whole 
basis  of  the  Qovemment  proposal  was 
that  the  County  Council  should  be  the 
judge  ;  that  they  should  be  able  to  put 
right  that  which  was  wrong.  He  was 
afraid  he  could  not  invent  a  method 
whioh  would  be  more  satisfactory  than 
that  they  proposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  suggested  that  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  should  he  pressed  to  take 
action  early.  But  they  could  not  com- 
mence the  work  until  the  Bill  was 
passed,  and  the  right  bon.  Qentleman 
knew  that  between  August  and  Septem- 
"ber  and  the  election  in  November  there 
was  very  little  time  in  which  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts.  He  was  afraid  be 
could  not  nope  to  propose  a  better  plan 
than  that,  first  of  all,  those  gentlemen 
who  were  accustomed  to  county  work 
should,  under  tbe  directions  of  the  Bill, 
set  out  the  electoral  divisions,  and  that 
afterwards  the  County  Councils  should 
have  full  power  to  reconsider  the  elec- 
toral divisions  so  as  to  amend  them  if 
necessary. 

Sir  UQRTRED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
he  thought  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  not  correctly 
understood  tbe  right  boo.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld;. 
His  right  bon.  Friend  did  not  at  all 
object  to  the  County  Councils  having, 
eventually,  to  deal  with  this  matter.  8o 
far,  they  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
tbe  proposals  in  the  Bill.  But  what 
they  wished  to  urge  upon  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  was 
that  it  could  not  be  expected  that  the 
public  would  be  entirely  satisfied  with 
tbe  Quarter  Bessiona  as  the  anthority  for 
settling  the  boundaries,  unless  an  ap- 
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\ij  Party  motives  in  such  matters  was  a 
suggestion  he  strongly  repudiated. 

Me.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  the  riKht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
IVesident  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  had  rested  hia  argument  very 
largely  on  the  directions  given  in  Clause 
52 ;  but  he  (Mr.  Channing)  desired  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  directions 
in  Clause  22,  except  as  regards  the 
bouudaries  of  sanitary  areas,  were  more 
arithmetical.  The  clause  did  not  con- 
tain any  t^reotioDS  to  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions of  the  same  character  as  the  direc- 
tions giren  to  the  Commissioners  who 
had  to  settle  the  electoral  divisiona 
under  the  Bedistribution  of  Seats  Act. 
One  of  the  directions  under  that  Act 
was  that  the  Commissioners  should  ar- 
range the  districts  so  that  they  should 
include  a  population  of  one  type  and 
common  general  interests  and  character, 
whereas  Clause  52  simply  directed  the 
Quarter  SessionH  to  adopt,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, electoral  districts  equal  in  popu- 
lation. Practically  the  hands  of  the  ma- 
gistrates were  left  absolutely  unfettered  ; 
they  could  draw  the  lines  wherever  they 
chose.  The  hon.  and  teamed  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  theEipon  Division 
(Mr.  Wharton)  said  he  never  heard  the 
action  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  chal- 
lenged. In  the  county  he  (Mr.  Chan- 
ning]  had  the  honour  to  repieseot  he 
had  heard  too  many  complaints  of  the 
action  ofthe  Quarter  fjeasionswith  regard 
to  the  arrangements  of  the  polling  dis- 
tricts in  1885  to  acquiesce  in  that  state- 
ment. In  placing  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  the  Go- 
vernment were  placing  a  temptation  in 
Ihehands  of  gentlemen,  who,  individually 
and  as  a  class,  were  specially  interested, 
to  arrange  the  polling  districts  so  as 
to  obtain  a  majority  favourable  to  their 
views  at  the  first  County  Council. 
[Critt  o/"No,  no!"]  He  should  be 
very  glad  to  hear  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  the  contrary.  He 
thought  that  either  by  granting  the 
right  of  appeal,  or  by  setting  out  in 
Clause  53  more  definite  directions,  the 
Government  would  do  much  to  secure 
confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  the 
arrangement  of  the  electoral  districts. 

Ma.  STOBEY  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  opi- 
nions of  some  of  Ms  hon.  Friendaon  the 
Opposition  Benches  were  very  much 
aggerated.   He  entirely  agreed  with 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Wharton) 


as  to  the  county  of  Durham.  Durham 
was  an  intensely  Badical  county.  It 
was  a  county,  nevertheless,  where  a 
great  majority  of  the  magistrates  were 
Conservatives — in  fact,  he  did  not  know 
a  place  in  England  of  which  that  waa 
not  true  since  the  present  Lord  Chancel- 
lor came  into  power.  But,  notwith- 
standing this  fact,  the  people  of  Durham 
had  no  reason  to  complain,  and  he  did 
not  believe  they  woula  have  under  the 
arrangement  the  Government  now  sug- 
gested. He  was  afraid  when  the  last 
Beform  Bill  was  under  discussion  that 
they  would  have  some  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  but  after  the  experience  they  had 
had  he  was  quite  content.  He  knew 
it  would  be  urged  that  their  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed.  That  was  true. 
And  it  was  said  that  now  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  districts  rested  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  But  what  lie 
particularly  wanted  to  point  out  to  the 
Liberals  sitting  near  him  was  that  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  closely  bound  up 
and  regulated  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wigan  [Mr. 
F.  S.  Powell)  referred  to  Clause  52. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  had  considered 
Clause  52  very  carefully.  He  could  not 
discuss  the  clause  at  this  stage  of  the 
proceedings ;  but  he  might,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  state  what  were  the  regula- 
tions or  conditions  under  which  the 
Quarter  Sessions  must  act.  He  found 
it  was  proposed  that  the  first  condition 
should  be  that  the  Quarter  Sessions 
should  arrange  the  divisions  aecording 
to  the  population.  More  than  that,  he 
found  that  they  must  have  regard  to 
every  present  urban  sanitary  district 
and  every  rural  sanitary  district— that 
they  must  form  their  electoral  divisions 
either  by  making  one  of  these  districts 
a  division,  if  it  were  big  enough,  or  by 
combining  two  or  more  if  they  were 
small,  hut  it  must  not,  and  it  should 
not,  divide  any  one  of  these  districts  so 
as  to  jerrymander  the  constituency. 
Under  tiiese  circumstanceshe  said  freely 
that  there  was  no  Quarter  Sessions  in 
the  country  he  would  not  trust.  He 
begged  to  suggest  to  his  less  Badical 
Friends  that  they  should  not  get  ex- 
aggerated fears  on  the  point,  but  trust 
to  Providence  in  the  matter.  Well,  let 
him  tell  the  Committee  what  happened 
in  the  County  of  Durham  after  the 
Beform  Bill  was  passed.  Ho  did  not — 
IFifth  KigU.-] 
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B  great  inany  people  did  not— care  what 
electoral  diviaiona  were  made  —  the; 
felt  perfectly  comfortable.  They  got 
eight  divUioDS,  and  they  felt  perfectly 
sure  that  as  long  as  the  Bun  shone  they 
vould  be  able  to  send  eight  BadicaU  to 
Parliament.  What  h^oeaed  ?  At  the 
very  first  election  two  Li^ral  Unionists 
were  returned.  After  that  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  did  not  much 
matter  what  the  Quarter  Seesione  or 
any  body  should  arrange  as  to  the  poll- 
ing diatricta.  The  opinions  of  a  district 
were  continually  changing.  There  was 
nobody,  not  even  the  cleverest  man 
amount  them,  who  would  venture  to 
foretell  what  would  be  the  issue  in  the 
diflerent  counties.  County  matters  would 
not  be  settled  by  considerations  of 
Badicatism  or  Toryism.  A  great  many 
other  considerations  would  enter  into  the 
settlement.  There  wuuld  be  plenty  of 
opportunities  of  discussing  all  sorts  of 
questions  on  this  Bill,  and,  therefore, 
he  suggested  to  his  hon.  Friends  that 
this  particular  point  might  very  safely 
be  left  to  the  Quartet  Sessioos. 

Ma.8TANSFELD  eaid,  tberight  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  (Mr.  fiitchie)  had 
challenged  him  to  devise  a  method  by 
which  it  might  be  possible  to  do  what 
they  wished  io  the  time  which  was  per- 
mitted to  them.  In  consequence  of  that 
challenge  he  would  make  a  suggestion, 
and  it  was  that  Sub-section  (c)  should 
read  in  this  way — 

"In  the  re«t  of  the  county  the  electoral 
dividona  thall  be  *uch  rb  in  the  case  of  a 
borough  retumiDg  rnoTO  than  one  couuoillor 
the  council  of  the  borough,  and  in  the  rest  of 
the  count;  the  quarter  seBsions  for  the  county, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Local  Oovernment 
Board,  may  determine." 

All  that  would  be  necessary  in  that 
case  would  be  that  there  should  be  a 
sufficient  margin  of  time  for  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board,  using  their  own 
ample  machinery,  to  revise,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  public,  the  determinatioos 
or  the  decisions  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  the  various  counties.  He  could  not 
see  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board  offloials  to 
perform  their  functions  ta  the  necessary 
time.  Ho  did  not  doubt  the  Quarter 
Sessions'  impartiality,  but  he  maintained 
that  it  was  not  advisable,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  put  the  Quarter  Sessions 
in  the  position  of  having  to  act  a  judicial 
J/r.  Storty 
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part  which  some  persona  might  think 
they  performed  with  partiality.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions were  the  body  who  were  going  to 
be  diseetablished  and  displaced  by  the 
new  County  Councils,  and  it  was  not 
likely  they  would  be  considered  by  the 
public  necessarily  impartial  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  Why  not  save  them  from 
any  possible  imputation  in  the  matter, 
which  they  could  easily  do  by  the  inser* 
tion  of  the  words  "with  the  approval 
of  the  Local  Government  Board?  " 

Mh.  BITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  well  enough  the 
multiplicity  of  duties  which  were  at  pre- 
sent placed  on  the  shoulders  of  tha 
Local  Government  Board ;  he  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  staff  at  the  command 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
certainly  not  greater  than  was  required 
to  do  the  work.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  must  meaa  either 
something  or  nothing.  If  it  meant  that, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  to  give  their  approval, 
it  meant  nothing.  If  it  meant  that  they 
were  to  ascertain  through  their  In- 
spectors, or  by  means  of  looal  inquiriee, 
that  the  proposals  for  dividing  the 
county  into  electoral  districts  were  right 
and  just  as  between  one  party  and 
another,  it  meant  more  than  the  IjOcal 
Government  Board  could  possibly  under- 
take. Therefore,  he  was  very  muoh 
afraid  that  the  solution  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  was  one  which 
would  not  get  rid  of  the  diffioulty.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey)  had  paid  valuable 
testimony  to  the  services  which  bad 
hitherto  been  rendered  by  the  Justices, 
and  to  the  confidence  which  might  be 
placed  in  their  proper  performance  of 
the  duties  cast  upon  them  by  this  clause. 
He  (Mr.  Eitchie)  could  hardly  think 
that  anyone  who  had  studied  Clause  52 
could  have  the  smallest  fear  either  that 
Quarter  Sessions  would  not  do  their 
duty,  or  that  the  way  in  which  they  did 
it  would  render  them  open  to  the 
slightest  suspicion. 

Sia  JOHN  SWINBUBNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  the  whole  object 
of  the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it,  was  to 
takecountygovernment  out  of  the  hands 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  put  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  people.  That  was  the  broad 
democratic  view  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment expressed,  and  yet  one  of  their  first 
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operations  in  Oommittee  was  to  give  to 
tbe  Quftiter  SeeaiODS  the  dut;  of  ar- 
ranging  the  electoral  dietricts,  and  to 
provide  that  there  should  be  no  right  of 
appeal.  Li  the  conetituenc;  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  Tepreeeut,  the  Quarter 
Sesaions  had  arranged,  in  their  wiadom, 
polling  plaoea  which  had  given  uniTersal 
diaaatiBlaction.  [Criet  e/"No,no!"] 
He  was  speaking  of  his  own  diatrict. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  aaid  "No,  no!"  but 
they  knew  nothing  abont  tbe  matter. 
He  was  aura  ha  should  be  borne  out  by 
the  riebt  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolrerhampton  ^Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler),  who  did  know aomething  about 
tbe  subject,  when  be  aaid  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  districts  was  a  most 
dying  evil.  Hie  (Sir  John  Swinburne's) 
constituents  had  made  representations 
upon  tbe  aubject,  but  all  to  no  purpoae. 
What  happened  in  1885  would  happen 
In  tbia  case.  And  yet  Her  Majesty's 
Qoverament  refused  them  the  eligbteat 
appeal,  even  to  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  sincerely  hoped  tbe  Govern- 
ment would  reconsider  their  dedsion. 
He  could  not  add  anything  to  what  had 
been  aaid  by  bon.  Members  sitting  around 
him,  except  that  it  was  very  illogical 
that  when  tbey  were  taking  the  govern- 
ment of  counties  out  of  tbe  bands  of  the 
Quarter  Sesaions  tbey  abould  give  power 
to  Quarter  Sessions  and  allow  no  appeal- 

Mb.  WINTEHBOTHAM  (Glouoeeter, 
Cirenceater)  said,  he  would  not  stand 
more  than  a  minute  or  two  between  tbe 
Committee  and  a  Division.  He  only 
wished  to  say  how  cordially  he  agreed 
with  tbe  remarks  made  by  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey). 
Gloucestershire  Liberals  could  trust  tbe 
Qlouceaterabira  Quarter  Sessions.  The 
Quarter  Sessions  were  not  a  body,  in 
his  county,  who  would  do  the  ahabby 
things  suggested  ;  and  it  would  not  pay 
them  to  do  snob  things  if  tbey  could  do 
them.  Even  if  a  Quarter  Sessions 
acted  on  Party  lines,  and  put  all  the 
blue  districts  together  and  all  the 
yellow  districts  together,  they  would  fail 
to  effect  their  object.  He  believed  the 
Quarter  Sessions  could  be  trusted  to  do 
this  work  fairly.  Personally,  he  would 
rather  leave  it  to  the  Quarter  Sessions 
than  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
which,  of  course,  must  be  governed  by 
the  political  Chiefs  for  the  time  being. 

WTr.  H.  T.  davenport  (Stafford- 
shire,  Leek)  said,  he  merely  rose  in 


consequence  of  tbe  observationa  of  the 
bon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John  Swin- 
burne). He  bad  the  honour  to  represent 
a  Division  of  Staffordshire,  and  be  bad 
also  tbe  honour  of  being  a  member  of 
tbe  Quarter  Sessions.  He  was  a  member 
of  tbe  committee  appointed  to  arrange 
the  polling  districts  throughout  Stafford- 
shire under  tbe  Redistribution  of  Seats 
Act,  and  he  asserted  most  distinctly  that 
if  there  bad  been  any  complaint  in  any 
part  of  the  county  as  to  the  nnsuitability 
of  tbe  electoral  arrangements  be  should 
have  heard  of  it.  He  had  never  heard 
of  any  sort  of  complaint.  He,  therefore, 
protested  moat  emphatically  against  the 
imputation  tbe  hon.  Baronet  had  cast 
upon  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  which  be 
was  a  member. 

Sia  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  that 
in  support  of  bis  original  statement  he 
bad  only  to  say  that  bundreda  of  men — 
miners — had  at  tbe  last  election  to  walk 
four  miles  in  a  pouring  rain  before  tbey 
could  record  their  votes. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dimigd: — Ayes  178; 
Noes  256 :  Majority  78.— (Div.  list, 
No.  151.) 

Ma.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  bad  to 
propose  the  addition  of  tbe  words— 

■■  FioTided  that  qoartar  leuionB  iball  meet 
for  inch  purposes  in  special  session,  at  which 
any  TBtepayer  shsll  be  entitled  to  be  beard." 
He  assured  the  Committee  he  did  not 
move  this  Amendment  In  any  hostile 
sense.  He  was  not  desirous  of  making 
any  chargeagainst  the  magistrates,  either 
in  bis  own  county  or  in  other  countiea; 
but  there  was  a  feeling,  certainly  in 
Cornwall,  that  the  ratepayers  should 
have  something  to  say  in  this  important 
matter,  and  be  thought  it  was  only  fair 
that  tbey  should  have  the  right  to  repre- 
sent their  views  at  tbe  Sessions  at  which 
the  matter  was  to  be  settled.  Tbe  Fresi< 
dent  of  tbe  Local  Government  Board 
would  not  deny  it  would  be  necessary 
that  a  special  session  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  should  be  held  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  the  boundaries;  and  all  he  (Mr, 
Conybeare)  asked  was  that  the  rate- 
payers should  be  entitled  to  make  their 
views  known  to  the  magistrates  on  this 
subject,  just  as  they  were  entitled  to  be 
heard,  and  just  as  they  were  heard,  by 
tbe  Commission  who  fixed  the  electoral 
divisions  under  the  Redifitribution  of 
Beats  Act. 

IFifth  Nisht.l 
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Suppose  that  out  of  1,000  electors  400 
voted  for  A,  350  for  B,  and  250  for 
G.  Then  C  would  be  declared  not 
elected,  and  hia  roteci  would  be  dietri- 
buted  between  A  and  B,  as  indicated 
by  the  electors.  In  that  manner  the; 
would  secure  that  the  representative  re- 
turned was  realty  the  cnoice  of  a  ma- 
i'ority  of  the  electors.  His  (Sir  John 
jub bock's]  Friends  with  whom  he 
acted  regarded  this  as  a  matter  of 
much  importance,  and  hoped  it  would 
receive  the  attention  of  the  Qovemment. 
If,  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  did  not  see  his  wa;  to 
accept  the  su^estion,  he  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  woiUd  not  press  it  to  a 
Division ;  but  he  hoped  Uie  Oovemmeat 
would  consider  it  before  Beport. 

Ma.  BITOHIE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  They  bad  alreeidy  had  a 
discussion  upon  proportional  representa- 
tion, and  this  Amendment  was  some- 
what abin  to  that  subject.  Of  course, 
everything  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
merited  consideration,  but  he  (Ur. 
Kitchie]  was  afraid  he  could  hold  out 
but  very  faint  hope  of  the  Qovemment 
adopting  the  present  Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  evidently 
not  considered  the  Amendment  which 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  pro< 
portional  representation  ;  its  object  was 
simply  that  no  one  should  be  elected 
who  did  not  receive  a  majority  of  the 
votes.  He  would  not,  however,  press 
the  Amendment  against  the  wish  of  the 
Government. 

Me.  SEALE-HATNE  said,  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  had  now  to  pro- 

Soae  was  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
ouncil  should  alwajra  be  one  of  the 
elected  Councillors.  It  would  be  Been 
that  if  the  Chairman  was  not  one  of  the 
elected  Councillors  he  might  not  be  ia 
accord  with  the  majority  of  the  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
30,  insert — "(a)  He  shall  be  one  of 
the  elected  councillors." — {Mr.  Stale- 
Say  ne.) 


Amendment  proposed, 

Inpage2,tiDe22,  at  endofBub-BectioD.add — 
"  Provided  that  quarter  sesnons  shall  meat  for 
such  purpose  in  special  iMaion  at  which  any 
ratepaver  shall  be  entitled  to  he  hoard."— (J(r. 
Cimt/ieart.) 

' '  That  thoee  words 

Mk.  EITCHIE  said,  he  thought  the 
Quarter  Sessions  could  be  trusted  to 
take  right  and  proper  steps  for  fulfilling 
the  duty  cast  upon  them  under  this 
clause  without  minute  and  special  in- 
structious  such  as  the  hon.  Qentleman 
wished  to  give.  Quarter  Sessions  had 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  exercising  most 
important  functions  in  their  various 
counties,  and  everybody  acknowledged 
that  this  Bill  was  not  necessitated  by 
any  failure  on  their  part  to  perform 
their  duty  adequately  and  well.  To  give 
the  magistrates  such  minute  instructions 
as  that  now  proposed  would  be  to  oast  an 
unnecessary  slur  upon  them. 

Ma.  OONTBEAEE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  misunderstood  him. 
He  did  not  propose  any  instruction 
whatever;  he  merely  asked  that  the 
ratepayers,  who  were  certainly  concerned 
in  the  matter  just  as  much  as  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  should  be  entitled  to 
represent  their  views  as  to  the  different 
points  which  might  arise  in  the  discus- 
sion of  what  was  evidently  in  some  re- 
spects a  delicate  matter. 

Question  put,  and  ntgalivtd. 

Snt  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  desired  to  propose  an 
Amendment  adapting  the  single  trans- 
ferable vote  to  the  case  of  single-mem- 
ber elections,  where  no  candidate 
received  a  clear  majority  of  the  votes 
given.  In  almost  every  country  where 
the  single-member  system  was  in  opera- 
tion, it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
adopt  a  system  of  second  ballot.  At  a 
recent  German  General  Election  there 
were  second  elections  in  some  35  percent, 
of  the  constituencies.  In  our  rural  elec- 
tions it  was  likely  that  in  many  cases 
more  than  two  candidates  would  stand. 
The  plan  proposed  would  obviate  the  ex- 
pense of  a  second  election  by  practically 
taking  the  two  together.  Suppose,  foriu- 
stance,  three  candidates  were  standing. 
The  elector  would  be  allowed  to  indicate 
the  order  of  his  preference  by  marking 
the    candidates  respectively    1   and   2. 


Mb.  BITOHIE  aaid,  that  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  adopted  the  proposal  in  the 
Bill   in    reference   to   the    aldermanic 
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element  it  vould  be  casting  b  rery  nn- 
necessftr;  elur  upon  the  Aldennen  if  ' 
they  were  to  eay  that  none  of  them 
ehould  be  the  Ghairman  of  the  Council. 
It  would  be  strictly  unfair  to  say  that  a 
selected  Oounoillor  should  not  be  able 


to  rise  to  the  highest  position  in  the 
C!ouDciI. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  iwi Ai ;— Ayes  151; 
Noes  282:  Majority  131. — (DIt.  List, 
No.  162.) 

Mk.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
■aid,  that  when  he  put  down  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name  on  the  Paper 
which  would  provide  for  enlarging  the 
term  of  office  of  the  Ohairmau  of  the 
County  Council  from  three  years  to  six, 
he  bad  put  another  down  dealing  with 
the  form  in  which  the  Council  was  to  be 
dected ;  and  as  the  Committee  had  re- 
jected  a  similar  Amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North- West  Suaaex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot],  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  advisable  to  enter  into  the  question 
of  the  duration  of  the  Chairman's  term 
of  ofEce  until  they  knew  what  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the 
decision  arrived  at  on  Monday  night. 
He  did  not  propose,  therefore,  to  move 
bis  Amendment. 

Mr.  CONTBEARE  said,  the  next 
Amendment  which  was  in  bis  name  was 
in  principle  directed  to  the  same  point 
as  the  Amendment  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneege)  had  just  de- 
clined to  move.  His  (Mr.  ConjbeaTe's) 
proposal  was  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
County  Council  should  hold  o£Sce  not 
for  three  years  but  for  one  year,  and 
should  be  eligible  for  re-election.  This 
proposal  was  a  very  simple  one,  and  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who  was 
constantly  quoting  to  them  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act,  why  he  had  not, 
in  the  case  of  the  duration  of  the  term 
of  office  of  the  Chairman  of  the  County 
Coandl,  followed  the  rule  laid  down  in 
that  Act  with  regard  to  the  Chairman  of 
a  Manicipsl  Council  ?  The  Chairmen  of 
Borough  Councils  were  elected  for  one 
year,  and  he  had  never  heard  that  the 
system  had  worked  badly.  He  bad  fre< 
quently  heard  of  Mayors  who  had  pro- 
perly fulfilled  their  duties  being  re- 


elected. He  could  quote  many  cases  in 
Cornwall  where  they  had  been  re-elected 
after  having  satisfactorily  gone  through 
their  first  term  of  office.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  oonld  have  no 
good  reason  for  departing  from  the 
model  he  had  chosen  to  follow  in  the 
whole  of  this  Bill.  If  he  did  not  adopt 
the  principle  of  this  or  some  similar 
Amendment,  it  would  appear  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  some  hidden 
motive  for  not  adhering  to  the  popular 
term  which  hon.  Members  on  that  (the 
Opposition]  side  of  the  House  were  dis- 
posed to  advocate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  three 
years,"  and  insert  "  one  year,  but  he 
should  be  eligible  for  re- election. "— 
{Mr.  Conybean.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mk.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
foraskingthe  question  he  had  done,  asto 
why  he(Mr.Bitchie)hadnot  fallowed  the 
precedent  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  and  he  trusted  the  explanation  he 
would  give  would  be  satisfactory.  He 
desired  to  explain  that  under  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act  each  electoral 
division  had  three  members,  and  one  of 
those  retired  each  year.  There  was  thus 
an  infusiou  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
electoral  body  into  the  Council  every 
year,  which  materially  altered  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Council ;  and  the  reason 
why,  under  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Ac^  a  Mayor  retained  office  for  only  one 
year  was  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the 
new  members  who  had  lately  joined  the 
Council  to  record  their  votes  in  the 
choice  of  a  Chairman.  As  the  hon. 
Member  would  see,  the  reason  they  had 
adopted  the  term  of  three  years  in  the 
present  Bill  was  that  it  had  been  so 
far  decided  by  the  Committee  that  the 
whole  body  of  the  Councillors  should 
retire  every  three  years.  The  analogy, 
so  far  as  that  point  was  concerned,  be- 
tween the  pieaent  Bill  and  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act  was  not  com- 
plete. 

8iE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.}  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  reason  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  tna  Local  Qo- 
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Temmsnt  Board  for  departing  from  the 
principle  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  was  a  ver;  unsatisfactor;  one.  He 
deeirtid  to  get  a  better  rea&on  from  the 
right  hon.  QentleioaQ  than  that  which 
he  had  given.  The  one-year  eyetem 
had  been  tried  in  England ;  but  in  Scot- 
land, where  they  managed  these  things 
much  better,  they  had  adopted  the  three- 
years'  system.  That  plan  gave  great 
satisfaction ;  it  afforded  greater  stability 
to  their  Municipal  InBtitutiona ;  and 
under  it  tbey  were  not  so  much  in  the 
hands  of  Town  Clerks  and  local  officials. 
The  FroTost  at  the  bead  of  a  Scoteb 
Municipality  was  more  independent  than 
an  English  Mayor,  who,  being  elected 
aanoally,  fell  more  into  the  hands  of  the 
permanent  officials. 

Sib  UQHTEED  KAT-8HTJTTLE- 
WOBTH  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
boroughs  of  England  would  be  likely  to 
favour  the  idea  of  departing  from  the 
time-honoured  system  of  annually  elect- 
ing their  Mayor,  and  he  must  express  his 
astonishment  that  the  right  hon.  Q«ntle- 
man  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  had  not  followed  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  in  the  present  Bill.  He  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle  worth)  desired  to 
call  attention  to  this  point — that  it  was 
now  the  practice  of  that  Body  which 
governed  our  county  affairs  to  elect  its 
Chairman  every  year.  The  Annual  Ses- 
sion of  the  County  of  Lancaster  elected 
its  Obairman  every  year.  It  was  true 
that  the  Annual  Session  had  chosen  the 
same  Chairman  for  many  years,  and  if 
annual  elections  were  adopted  in  the 
ease  of  the  Chairmen  of  County  Councils 
no  doubt  the  same  practice  would  pre- 
vail. The  right  bon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
reply  just  now,  had  assumed  that  the 
arrangement  of  the  Bill  would  result  in 
the  County  Councils  remaining  intact 
for  three  years,  when  there  would  be  a 
change  in  them.  He  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  thought,  however,  from 
what  was  proposed  the  other  night  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  they  were  to  understand 
that  that  subject  was  to  be  reconsidered 
by  the  Government.  He  thought  some 
hope  was  held  out  that  a  third  of  the 
Council  would  have  to  be  re-elected 
every  two  years.  If  that  were  so,  it 
would  pmnt  to  the  Chairman  boldiog 
office  for  a  less  period  than  three  years. 
Ho  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
Sir  Qeorge  Camphlt 


to  follow  the  precedent  of  the  elections 
in  connection  with  the  Annual  liJession 
of  Lancaster. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  i^ite  under- 
stood that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  gave  an 
undertaking  that  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  term  for  which  the  County 
Councillors  were  to  be  elected  ;  and,  of 
course,  if  that  point  were  reconsidered, 
and  an  alteration  were  made  in  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  he  recognized  that  it 
was  right  and  fitting  that  some  proposal 
should  also  be  made  with  reference  to 
the  term  of  office  of  the  Chairman ;  but 
until  the  three  years'  term  of  office  for 
Councillors  was  altered  be  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  adhere  to  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE  «ud,  he  was  wUl- 
ing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  for  the 
moment  on  a  distinct  understanding 
being  come  to  on  this  point.  He  quite 
understood  what  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay- Shuttle  worth)  —  namely,  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  practically  promised 
to  reconsider  the  question  ae  to  tbe  posi- 
tion of  the  County  Aldermen,  and  had 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  the  view 
that  there  should  be  Councils  elected 
for  a  period  of  six  years,  a  third  retiring 
by  rotation  every  two  years.  He  men- 
tioned that  merely  to  point  oat  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  what  ap- 
peared to  him  very  clear— namely,  that 
if  they  retained  the  provision  for  a 
three-years'  term  of  office  by  the  Chair- 
man, it  would  not  square  with  the  pro- 
posal which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  appeared 
to  be  prepared  to  recommend.  He  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
would  place  their  final  proposal  before 
the  Committee  before  they  concluded 
Section  2,  as  ha  was  not  at  all  clear 
that  it  would  be  advisable  to  wait  for 
tbe  Beport  stage  on  the  whole  BiU, 
because,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  it  would  be  a  long 
time  before  they  arrived  at  that  stage. 
If  the  Government  would  promise  to 
bring  up  their  proposals  as  to  tbe  Coun- 
cils generally,  which  would  involve  the 
determination  of  the  question  of  the 
Chairman's  term  of  office,  before  the 
Question  was  put  that  Clause  2  stand 
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part  of  tbe  Bill,  be  would  not  pnta  hia 
AnLendment  to  ft  Division.  However, 
nnlees  the  OoTemmsnt  were  prepsred 
to  give  the  Oommittee  an  opportunity 
of  eonsideriag  and  settling  this  impor- 
tant point,  he  should  feel  it  hie  duty,  if 
he  met  with  a.aj  support  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  aide  of  the  House,  to  take  a 
Division. 

Has  FIRST  LOHD  op  the  TREA- 
8UBT)  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  would  be  in  the 
reoolleotion  of  the  Oommittee  that  what 
ha  had  undertaken  was  to  reconsider 
the  question  referred  to  between  the 
Oommittee  atave  and  the  fieport  stage 
of  tbe  Bill,  and  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  Houee  on  Beport.  He  oould  not 
undertake  to  do  more  than  that. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditoh, 
Hozton)  said,  he  could  not  see  that  the 
Amendment  propoaod  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  uambome  Division  of  Corn- 
wall (Hr.  Oonybeare)  was  at  all  bound 
up  with  the  tenure  of  office  of  the  elec- 
tive Councillora.  If  a  Oounoil  which 
was  elected  for  three  years  had  to  elect 
its  Chairman  for  one  year,  the  same 
Council  could  re-elect  a  Chairman  if  it 
thought  him  a  suitable  man.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  more  sensible 
plan  that  they  should  have  the  Chair- 
man elected  for  one  ^ear,  and  eligible  for 
le-electioa  if  he  desired  it  They  would 
have  entirely  new  Councils  brought  to- 
gether, and  largely  oompoeed  of  new 
men  unaccustomed  to  work  together, 
and  there  would  be  a  great  difficulty  in 
finding- out  who  was  ttie  beat  man  for 
Chairman  when  they  met.  It  would  be 
a  pity  that  they  should  be  saddled  for 
any  length  of  time  with  an  unsuitable 
man ;  therefore,  the  term  of  office  should 
not  he  a  long  one.  Of  course,  aa  he  had 
pointed  out,  if  the  Chairman  elected  for 
a  year  was  found  to  be  suitable,  he 
oould  be  re-elected  aa  often  as  it  was 
thought  desirable.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
GenUaman  the  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  would  persist  in  his 
Amendment  and  divide  the  Oommittee 
upon  it,  not  only  beoause  the  question 
of  the  length  of  the  term  of  office  of  the 
Canaoillors  was  to  be  deferred  for  a  long 
time — a  fact  which  he  waa  very  sorry 
for — but  alao  because  he  could  not  see 
that  the  two  questions  were  in  any  way 
bound  up  with  one  another. 

Ma.  STAN8FELD  said,  he  would 
pat  it  to  tbe  ri^ht  hon,  Qvntleiaaa  the 
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Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
would  not  be  more  convenient  to  the 
Oommittee,  and  quite  as  convenient  for 
the  Qoveroment,  if  he  made  his  state- 
ment when  they  came  to  Clause  36, 
which  dealt  with  the  application  of  the 
Act  to  the  Metropolis  as  County  of 
London  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  certainly 
would  endeavour  to  give  the  Committee 
the  earliest  information  on  the  matter, 
but  he  only  reminded  the  Committee  of 
what  was  the  understanding  arrived  at  a 
few  days  ago,  and  he  thought  it  always 
desirable  that  ParliaoieDtary  under- 
standings should  literally  be  adhered  to. 

Mh.  HALLEY  STEWART  aaid,  the 
objection  to  frequent  elections  in  the 
cose  of  Councillors  was  that  it  would 
lead  to  great  expense;  but  that  abjection 
could  not  apply  to  the  election  of  a 
Chairman.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
Qovernment  that  having  established, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  election  of 
Councillors  should  not  be  frequent  on 
the  ground,  of  expense,  it  waa  incon- 
sequent to  insist  that  the  Oommittee  had 
come  to  a  oonolueion  on  this  point,  which 
waa  an  entirely  different  matter. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee^  said,  that  the 
original  proposed  was  tnat  the  life  of 
the  Council  should  be  three  years,  and 
that  that  period  should  be  the  tenure  of 
office  of  the  Chairman,  and  he  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  yield  to  pres- 
sure, but  would  stick  to  that. 

Sia  GEOBaE  CAMPBELL  said,  aa 
there  waa  some  doubt  as  to  the  Scotch 
example,  he  desired  to  say  that  the 
Oommittee  should  consider  that  the 
County  Councils  were  not  only  to  be  de- 
liberative Bodies,  but  Bodies  to  replace 
the  present  deliberative  Bodies  of  the 
counties.  Well,  it  was  impossible  that 
they  should  have  an  efficient  adminis- 
trative functionary  if  they  were  con- 
tinually chopping  and  changing.  To 
have  au  effloient  administrator  at  the 
head  of  their  county  they  must  have  a 
man  who  had  eome  chance  of  showing 
his  administrative  powers.  He  hoped 
the  Qovemment  would  very  seriously 
consider  this  matter  before  they  yielded 
to  pressure. 

Mb.  J.  B0WLAND3  (Finabury,  E.) 
said,  he  had  some  hesitation  in  ad- 
dressing the  Oommittee  after  the  very 
modest  speech  thsy  had  just  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  as  to 
the  value  of  the  example  he  had  placed 
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before  them.  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
seem  to  be  aware  of  the  faot  that  the; 
had  a  cuetom  in  England,  when  a  gentle- 
man was  elected  to  a  lesponeible  posi- 
tion, and  gained  the  confidence  of  hie 
fellows  in  that  position,  to  re-elect  him  on 
the  expiration  of  his  term  of  office.  But, 
by  making  the  election  an  annnal  one, 
iuBtead  of  having  it  every  three  years, 
it  bad  given  those  on  whom  rested  the 
doty  of  making  the  choice  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid  of  a  man  who, 
instead  of  being  capable  of  the  discharge 
of  the  functions  of  his  office,  proved  him- 
self what  was  commonly  coDed  a  bore. 
Annual  elootions  enabled  electors  to  get 
rid  of  persons  they  did  not  care  for,  and 
to  try  the  experiment  of  putting  other 
men  in  their  places  who  might  be  more 
capable  than  those  they  succeeded.  He 
thought  this  was  one  of  those  in- 
stances in  which  the  Qovemmeot  had 
departed  from  their  model— the  Muni- 
cipal OorporatiooB  Act — iu  a  manner 
which  they  were  not  to  be  congratulated 
upon.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they  were 
most  unfortunate  when  they  swerved 
from  the  principles  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act,  because  such  a  de- 
parture was  always  in  the  direction 
pointed  out  by  Conservative  policy, 

Mb.  HENEAGB  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  stick  to  the  term  in 
the  Bill,  and  leave  the  whole  question 
open  to  be  decided  when  the  Committee 
knew  what  the  view  of  the  Qovernmeot 
was  as  to  the  term  of  office  of  the 
County  Councillors, 

8ia  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  that  the  Chairman- 
ship  of  Sobool  Boards  was  a  good 
example  to  justify  the  proposal  of  a 
three  years'  tenure  of  office  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  County  Council.  But, 
supposing  the  term  of  office  in  the  Bill 
for  CouQ^  Oounoillore  was  altered  to 
six  yearn,  a  third  of  them  retiring  every 
two  years,  he  should  strongly  object  to 
the  Chairman  being  elected  for  six 
years.  However,  when  they  oame  to 
discuss  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
Councillors  should  be  elected  for  three 
years  or  six  years,  they  would  be  able 
to  decide  the  question  of  the  term  of 
office  of  the  Chairman  with  fuller  infor- 
mation. If  some  understanding  as  to 
the  course  to  be  adopted  was  not  come 
to  by  the  Government  he  should  not  be 
able  to  rote  with  them. 
Mr.  J.  Sctelandt 


Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  when  the 
proposal  in  regard  to  Gonnty  Councils 
came  up,  whether  the  proposal  were 
adopted  or  not,  that  would  be  the  time 
for  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  three  years' term  of  office  in  the  case 
of  Chairmenshouldremainornot.  The 
Qovemment  were  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  three  years'  term.  They  thought 
that  good  would  he  done  by  adopting 
the  proposal  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill  in 
giving  stability.  There  would  be  greater 
stability  given  to  a  presiding  officer  by 
allowing  him  to  hold  office  for  three  years 
than  in  making  the  term  simply  one 
year. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAH  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  Local  Boards 
of  Health  appointed  their  Chairman 
once  a-year.  He  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
member  of  a  -Local  Board,  whose  de- 
liberations were  presided  over  by  aChair- 
manwhohadbeldofficefor  16  years;  but 
then  he  was  re-elected  annually.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  a  greater 
honour  to  a  Chairman  to  be  elected 
annually  than  to  be  appointed  for  a 
number  of  years. 

Mr.  HALLET  STEWART  said,  that 
where  they  would  only  be  able  to  get 
one  man  who  would  serve  as  as  Chair- 
man for  three  years  they  would  be  able 
to  get  lOtoserveforoneyear.  The  diffi- 
culty would  bo  to  get  men  of  honour  and 
ability,  and  with  spare  cash  at  their  com- 
mand, who  would  take  the  responsible 
position  of  a  Chairman  of  a  County 
Council,  and  he  was  confident  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  limiting  the  choice  of 
the  Councillors  by  making  the  term  of 
office  three  years. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  260; 
Noes  178:  Jtfajority  8'i.— (Div.  List, 
No.  153.) 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  begged  to 
propose  Amendment  No.  103,  standing 
in  bis  name,  which  was  as  follows : — 
In  page  2,  line  31,  after  "  and,"  insert 
"be  shall  by  virtue  of  hie  office  be  a 
justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Agreed,  agreed ! 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  psge  S,  line  31,  aftor  the  word  "  and,"  in- 
sert the  worda  "  he  ahttll  bj  virtna  of  hia  office 
baajiistice  of  the  peace  for  the  county."— (Jfr. 
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Qaesdoa, ' '  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  egrtti  to. 

Hk.  BITCHIE  said,  he  beg^  to 
niDTe  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bradford  (Hr.  Illtngvorth),  to  leare  out 
the  followinff  parBgraph  :  —  "(o)  He 
must  be  qualified  to  be  a  justice  of  the 
peace  for  the  county ;  and." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
32,  leare  out  paragraph  (o).  —  {Mr. 
Mitchie.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  ntgalwtd. 

Hb.  CONYBKARE  said,  he  begged 
to  move  Amendment  No.  116  standing 
in  his  name. 

Ha.  HENEAOE  rose  to  Order.  He 
desired  to  more  to  leave  out  paragraph 
(d-l,  which  was  as  follows  :  — 

"  He  shsll,  'bj  -rirtne  of  hU  office,  bs  a 
jartice  of  the  peace  for  the  county,  and  if  there 
u  any  liberty  or  horough  in  the  county  haviog 
k  eeparate  comminioo  of  the  peace,   for  that 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
34,  to  leare  out  paragraph  {i.)—{Mr. 
Smeagt.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Ub.  RITOHIE  e^d,  he  had  reoeiTed 
representatioos  from  manj  boroughs 
which  would  render  it  desirable  that 
these  words  should  not  be  retained.  He 
would,  therefore,  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Qoatleman. 

Mb.  COXYBEABE  said,  he  wished  to 
know,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  whether  it 
would  be  competent  for  him  now  to  move 
his  Amendment,  No.  116,  whioh  had 
reference  to  the  paragraph  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Qreat 
Qrimsby  (Mr.  Hene^e)  proposed  to 
leave  out?  The  Chairman  had  called 
upon  him  just  now  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment. 

TheCHAIEMAN:  If  the  paragraph 
is  struck  out,  of  course  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  will  fall  to  the  ground. 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE  said,  he  had  not 
the  smallest  objection  to  the  omission  of 
the  paragraph;  but  he  thought,  aa  a 
matter  of  Oraer,  that  as  the  Chairman 


had  called  upon  him  he  ought  to  have 
been  permitted  to  make  his  statement 
upon  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  RITCHIE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment  would  be  altogether 
unnecessary,  as,  bj  the  omission  of  the 
sub-section,  the  object  he  had  in  view 
would  be  secured. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  misuuderstanding  in  the 
matter. 

Question  put,  and  ntgativad. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  swd,  he  now  had 
to  move  Amendment  No.  134— namely, 
at  the  end  of  Clanse  2,  to  add — 

"  (e.)  He  ihall  be  eDtitlsd  to  rsoeiTe  ai 
Misry  during  the  tenn  of  bii  offloe  noh  10111, 
not  exeeedioR  pounds  per  BDnam,  as  the 

oonndl  may  deteimine." 

He  had  left  a  blank  for  the  amount  of 
salary  the  Chairman  would  be  paid 
supposing  the  Amendment  were  carried ; 
but  he  certainly  thought  that  the  Chair- 
man should  receive  a  salary  of  soma 
kind  or  other,  as  a  great  deal  of  work 
would  be  thrown  upon  his  shoulders. 
He  would,  in  all  probability,  be  an  *k 
effieio  member  of  all  Standing  Com- 
mittees and  most  of  the  permanent 
Committeea  connected  with  the  Ooun^ 
Council,  which  would  occupy  a  great 
deal  of  his  time  and  impose  upon  him  a 
large  amount  of  labour ;  and,  under  the 
oiroumatances,  it  was  very  desirable  that 
he  should  receive  remuneration.  He  sub- 
mitted the  Amendment  in  the  belief 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  men 
who  would  accept  all  the  onerous  duties 
of  the  office  of  Ohairmon  unless  ther^ 
was  something  in  the  nature  of  emolu- 
ment attached  to  that  position. 

Thx  chairman  asked  how  the 
hon.  Qentleman  propooed  to  fill  up  his 
blank; 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  said,  he  was  not 
so  well  versed  in  the  question  of  salaries 
to  pnblio officials  as  some  bon.  and  right 
hon,  Members  opposite.  He  did  not 
wish  to  make  the  remuneration  equal  to 
that  attached  to  Cabinet  rank  in 
the  Ministry  \  but  if  the  omission  in  the 
Amendment  interfered  with  its  admis- 
sibility he  would  get  rid  of  the  blank  by 
striking  out  the  words  "not  exceediug 
pounds  per  annum,"  which  would 
make  ioe  Amendment  read  "  such  sum 
as  the  council  may  determine."  If  this 
was  not  acceptable  he  would  fill  in  the 
IFiftkNighQ  . 
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blank  vith  a  nominal  amount,  Bay  £300 
a-yenr. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  2, 
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md  ot  tba  Clause  to  add  the 
>:— (e.)  "He  shall  besnUtled  to  receive 
M  salaiy  during  the  term  of  his  ofSca  such 
■am  as  the  coimcil  majr  detantune." —  {Mr, 
Cony  heart.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  negativtd. 

Mb.  CONYBEASB  rose  to  move 
Amendment  126,  as  follows : — 

In  page  2,  at  and,  to  add — (6)  "  From  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  everj  justice  of 
tbe  pesM  ihall  be  appointed  hj  the  Iictd  lien- 
tenant  of  the  conn^  npon  the  TecomnieDdstioa 
of  tbe  connty  conndl,  and  every  pariah  shall 
be  entitled  to  nominate,  and,  tJiTongh  the 
elected  repTetentativea  on  the  connty  ooonoil, 
to  demand  the  appointment  of  one  or  more  of 
such  persooB  as  they  may  deem  Gt  to  act  as 
Tesidentjnsticeaof  thepeacefor  the  said  parishes. 
And  the  selected  counciUora  shall  in  every  case 


It  would,  perhaps,  be  rather  dangerous 
for  him  to  remark  upon  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  CQAIBMiN :  The  Amendment 
No.  126  is  out  of  Order,  and  1  therefore 
call  upon  the  hos.  Uember  to  moTe 
Amendment  No.  127. 

Mb.  OONYBEABE  said,  that  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  No.  127,  was 
in  hia  name,  and  fae  should  certainly 
like  to  say  something  in  explanation  of 
the  proposal  contained  in  it,  which  he 
beliered  was  a  novel  one.  Tbe  Amend- 
ment was  as  follows: — In  page  2,  at 
end,  add — 


(a)  The  county  coaodl  shall  elect  by  ballot 
from  among  its  own  members  a  standing 
committee,  for  the  pnrposaa  of  supeiin- 
tanding  the  admininntion  of  the  county 
in  tbe  intervals  of  tbe  sittiuga  of  the 
connty  oonncil,  and  of  regulating  and 
controlling  the  County  finance  ; 

(b.)  The  term  of  office  of  a  member  of  the 
standing  committee  shall  betht«a  years ; 
On  the  oidinaiy  day  of  election  of  the 
member  of  the  standing  committee  in 
every  year,  one-third  of  the  whole  nnrn- 
ber  of  the  standing  committee  shall  go 
ont  of  office  and  their  place  shall  be  filled 
by  election : 

Tbe  third  to  go  ont  shall  be  the  mem- 
bers of  the  standing  committee  who  have 
been  longeet  in  office ; 

(c.)  If  the  connty  districts  are  leas  than 
in  number,  than  so  far  as  is  pos- 
sible one  metnber  «t  least  of  the  stuid- 
ing  committee  shall  be  chosen  from  each 


Mr.  Co»yitart 


[1  election  shall 


connty  district,  that  is  to  say,  he  shall 
be  eiUier  an  elective  conncillor  returned 
by  ora  selected  councillor  residing  in  an 
electoral  division  comprised  in  or  com- 
prising OT  consisting  of  the  county  dis- 
trict from  which  ho  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  choien.  If  the  county  distHcta  are 
or  more  than  in  num- 
ber, then  the  county  council  shall  from 
time  to  time  combine  the  county  districts 
or  some  of  them  into  groups  for  tbe  pnr- 
poses  of  this  section,  and  so  far  as  is 
possible  one  member  at  least  of  the 
standing  committee  shall  be  chosen  in 
the  manner  before  mentioned  from  each 
of  tbe  county  distHcta  (if  any)  which 
have  not  been  included  in  any  inch 
group  of  connty  districts,  and  one  mem- 
bOT  at  least  of  the  standing  committoo 
shall  be  chosen  from  each  of  such  groups 
of  county  districts  as  if  each  of  such 
gronp  of  county  diatricla  were  a  single 
county  district: 
(d.)  On  a  casual  vacancy  opon  the  stand- 
ing committee  arising,  a      ' 

be  held  in  the  same  mann 
tdon  to  fill  an  ordinary  va 
councillor  elected  shall  co 
member  of  the  standing  ci 
the    councillor    in    whose    place  he    is 
elected  would  regularly  have  ceased  ia 
be  a  member  of  the  standing  committee, 
and  he  shall  then  cease  to  be  a  member 
of  the  standing  committee ; 
(e.)    The  cbainnan  of  the  connty  council 
diall  be  ex  officio  a  member  of  the  stand- 
ing committee  during  his  term  of  office ; 
(f.)    At  every  meeting  of  the   standing 
committee  the  chairman  of  the  connty 
council,  if  present,  shall  be  chairman. 
If  the  chairman  of  the  county  council 
is  absent,   then    snch    member  of   the 
standing  committee  as  the  members  of 
the    standing    committee    then    pteaant 
shall  choose  shall  be  chairman ; 
(g.)    The  standing  committee  shall  from 
time  to  time  make  standing  orders  for 
the  regulation  of  their  proceedings  and 
business,  and  may  from  time  to  time 
vary  or  revoke  the  same ;  bat  any  stand- 
ing (Hden  so  nude,  and  any  decinon  of 
the  standing  committee  for  varying  or 
revoking  the  same,  shall  "be  sabmitted  to 
the  connty  council  for  their  approvKl ; 
(h.)     There  shall  be  paid  to  each  member 
of  the  standing  committee  ont  of  tlie 
county  fnnd,  as  a  general  coonty  pur- 
pose, a  snm  not  exceeding  one  pound 
stetUng  per  day  during  his  attendance  at 
the  dtnngs  of  the  committee." 
Though  there  was  a  great  de^  to  be 
said  for  it,  be  would  prefer  to  let  the 
question  stand  over  till  to-morrow,   aa 
tbe  hour  for  adjournment  had   almost 
arrived.     He  would,  therefore,  move  to 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Prepress, 
and  aek  leave  to  sit  again." — (ifr. 
Conyiear*.) 
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Mr.  BITOHIEsatd,  he  would  make 
an  appeal  to  the  hon.  QeDtleman  not  to 
press  the  Motion,  as  it  seemed  to  bim 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
d«sired  to  take  the  decision  of  the 
Odmmittee  on  the  Amendment  it  would 
bo  much  more  convenient  to  do  so  at  a 
later  stage  of  tlio  Bill.  It  was  hardly 
garmane  to  the  present  clause,  and 
would  be  more  appropriateljr  dealt  with 
vhen  they  arrived  at  that  part  referring 
1 1  the  instructions  given  to  the  County 
Council.  Ha  understood  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  deaired  to  enact  that  thi 
should  be  Standing  Committees,  and 
that  point  could  be  fairly  discussed  at  a 
subsequent  stage.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  they  would 
probably  be  able  to  get  through  Clause  2 
that  night. 

Me.  CONTBEAHE  said,  he  certainly 
could  not  explain  what  he  deaired  to 
effect  by  this  Amendment  in  the  three 
minutes  which  was  left  to  them  before 
tho  hoor  at  which  the  House,  by  the 
now  Bules,  must  adjourn.  He  was  not 
sure  that  they  could  not  have  discussed 
the  principle  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment before  proceeding  to  other  parts 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  have  been  desirable  to  have  the 
principle  of  this  Amendment  in  their 
minds  before  discussing  the  question  of 
the  control  of  the  police ;  but  he  would 
yield  to  the  right  liou.  Gentleman's 
suggestion,  asking  him  to  be  kind 
enough  to  state  upon  what  clause  his 
Amendment  could  oeet  be  discuased. 

Mb.  BITCHIE:  I  think  Clause  7B 
(Incorporation  of  County  Council). 

Tiiu  CHAIRMAN :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  Motion  f 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  ha  would 
withdraw  the  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and 
would  move  it  on  Clause  78. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  mean  the  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdratm. 

Me-  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  the  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Lonsdale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Ainslie)  was  an  im- 
portant one,  and  had  been  put  down  at 
therequestoftheLanoashire  magistrates; 
but  as  it  would  not  be  possible  to  discuss 
it  that  night,  perhaps  the  Government 
would  undertake  to  consider  it,  with  a 
Tiew  to  its  acceptance  at  a  later  stage. 

VOL.  CCqXXVII.  trainD  swues.] 


"  As  respeota  the  vice-chairmui  of  oonncil,  it 
■hall  be  the  duty  of  the  obaiimao,  u  soon  u 
may  be  after  hie  election  aa  chairman,  to 
appoint  a  councillor  to  act  as  vice-chairman 
during  the  illneis  or  abacnca  of  the  chairman, 
and  to  fill  any  mcancy  vhich  may  oocur  io  the 
oIQce  of  vice  •chairman.  A  vics-(uiairmaa  may, 
vhite  acting  aa  auch,  do  all  acts  which  the 
chainnaa  aa  such  might  do,  and  shall  be  entitled 
to  take  the  chair  at  any  meeting  of  the  coancil 
at  which  the  chairmaD  is  not  present." 

BtE  UGHTRED  KAT-9HUTTLE- 
WORIH  said,  that  this  was  an  impor- 
tant matter,  in  which  a  great  number  of 
poople  in  Lancashire  were  interested. 
There  seemed  to  be  no  power  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  to  enable  a  County  . 
Council  to  appointaVice.^hairman,  and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  thedeeirabilityof  creating  such 
a  power  on  Report. 

Me.  RITCHIE  assented. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agnei  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

BAIL  {SCOTLAND)  BILL.-[Bill  289.] 
(7X4  Lord  AdvotaU,  Ur.  Solicitor  Qeneral,  Mr, 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland.) 
COHSIDEEATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macsokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  did  not  now 
propose  to  ask  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill,  but  desired  to  make  a 
short  statement.  Some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  in  Committee  suggestsd  that  it 
would  be  only  right  that  when  an  appeal 
was  allowed  to  the  Public  Prosecutor 
that  soma  allowance  should  be  made  to 
meet  the  costs  of  prisoners  defending 
themselves  against  such  appeal.  It  wae 
a  matter  not  quite  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Lord  Advocate;  but  he  had  com- 
municated with  the  Treasury,  and  they 
saw  no  objection  to  costs  in  such  cases 
being  allowed. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  de/trrtd 
till  To-morrote. 

EUPLOYEBS'  LIABIIJTY  FOR  INJDJUES 

TO  WORKMEN  BILL.-[Bill  Hfi.] 

{Xr.  SttrttoTf  MaCt/Ltai,  Mr.  Attonug  Omtral 

Mr.  Silthif,  Mr.  Forwood.) 

ooioniTBB. 

Order  for  Conuoittee  read. 
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Iffotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittea  on  the  said  Bill  be  discharged, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law,  &o." — 
{Mr.  Stuart- Worthy.) 

Ub.  W.  ABBAHAU  (aiamorgan, 
Bhondda'j  asked,  vas  there  any  propo- 
sition for  adding  representatives  ol 
the  working  clasaes  to  the  Committee  in 
relation  to  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKIIB  said,  that  was  a 
matter  for  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Question  put,  and  egreti  to. 

CLEBK8    OF    THE    TEACB    BILL. 

(Jfr.    Brunntr,    Mr.   Tation  Sgtrlon,   Captain 

CetUm,  Mr.  Waller  M'Lartn.) 

{bill  18S.]     ooiiurtTZB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Hb.  BBUNNBB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  desired  to  gire  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  [Ur.  Uat- 
thews]  an  opportunity  of  expressing  hie 
intention  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  and,  to 
pat  himself  in  Order  for  the  purpose,  he 
would  formally  more  tliat  llr.  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 
— (Jfr.  Bruntur,) — put,  and  egrttd  to. 

Bill  eoiuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.] 

Clause  1  (Appointment  of  depniy 
olerk  of  the  peace  in  case  of  incapacity, 
&o.,  of  the  clerk). 

The  8ECRETAET  of  STATE  foe 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Hatthewb)  (Birmingham,  E.],  said,  bo 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  did  not  propose 
to  go  through  the  clauses  now.  [Mr. 
Bbitkmsb:  No.]  He  (Mr.  Matthews] 
was  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  had,  indeed,  intended  to  bring 
in  a  larger  measure  to  allow  deputies  to 
be  appointed,  not  only  for  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  but  Stipendiary  Magistrates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Frogrese,  and 
a«k  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Brtmtur,) 
—put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  npon  l^urtdaj/  next. 


Si^rmu  Court  of  {COMMONS^  Judieiditre,  ^e.  1 


8DPRBME     COURT     OF    JTIDIOATTJEE 

(IRELAND)   ACT   (1877)   AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [BaL  281.] 

(Jfr.    C*anM,  Mr.   T.  M.  SMly,  Mr.  M»ttrict 

Bealg.) 

SECOXD  asjLDJua. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'■That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  saoond 

Thk  SOLTCITOE  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  TTni- 
sity)  said,  the  Government  did  not  object 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
was  to  remove  a  technical  di£Sculty 
found  to  exist  in  the  working  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  propose  certain  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee; but,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  saw  no  objection  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  might  he  ask  what  the  Bill  was 
about?  It  was  somewhat  unusual  to 
take  a  second  reading  without  the 
slightest  esplanatioa. 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  it  was  rather 
for  the  promoters  to  state  the  object; 
but  he  might  say,  shortly,  it  was  to 
enable  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland 
to  enforce  orders  in  certain  cases  by 
isauing  writs.  It  was  found  in  practice 
that  where  caaescouldnot  be  remitted  to 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  to  issue  writs 
the  case  had  to  remain  with  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
supply  the  defect.  So  far  as  he  had 
examined  the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  be  a 
useful  measure,  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Chance).  In  matters  of  detail  it 
might  require  Amendment,  but  he  did 
not  oppose  the  second  rpading. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  hod 
a  great  objection  to  all  Bills  introduced 
by  lawyers  for  reforming  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  though 
the  Court  needed  reform.  But  if  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  limited,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  and 
he  approved,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
would  not  object. 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
would  understand  that  he  did  not  intrO' 
duce  the  Bill,  nor  assented  to  the  second 
reading. 

Question  put,  and  agrtod  to, 
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Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Thurtiay  next. 

XNHISIUIXEII,   BUNDOBAH,  AHD  SUOO 
HAILWAYBILL  [bEFATUXNT  OP  DEPOSIT]. 

Resolution  [June  13]  nparted, 

"That  it  IB  expedient  to  aathoriae  th«  re- 
payment at  the  sum  of  Three  thoiuand  two 
nandred  sod  leveaty-fiva  pounds  Three  Founds 
per  Centum  Consolidated  Aonuitiea,  baiog:  the 
■um  depueited  in  respect  of  the  application  to 
Parliament  for  'The  Eauiakillen,  BuodotaD. 
and  Sligo  Railway  (Donegal  Exteoaion)  and 
EaniiklUen  and  Bundornn  Extension  Kailwa; 
(Abandonment]  Act,  1879/  which  in  pursuance 
o(  section  thirty-«x  o(  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, together  with  any  interest  or  dividends 
thereon." 

Eesolntion  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  id 
the  said  Resolution." 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  d<ff'atini«ij  IjU  Tb-marniie. 

BSISTOL  FORT  EZTSBSION  KAILTATS 
[OAHCELLATIOIT  OF  BOHD]. 

Ctnnderei  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Rtntvid,  That  it  is  expedient  t«  authorise 
the  release  of  the  earn  of  HeTenty-seven  thon- 
sand  and  twelrs  pounds  three  shillings,  the 
amount  ol  the  Bond,  dated  29th  July,  1BS4. 
entered  into  by  the  Bristol  Port  Extension 
Railway  Cumpany  and  Charles  Waring  (since 
deceased)  and  Henry  Waring,  under  the  pro- 
Tidons  of  Sectioa  48  ot  '•  The  Bristol  Port  Ex- 
tension Railways  Act,  I8S4,"  and  that  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Lords  Commissionars  of  Her 


Waring,  or  either  of  them,  the  said  Bond  ii 
order  to  the  cancelling  thereof. 

Retolulaon  to  be  reported  Ta-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Friday,  \btk  June,  1888. 


MINTITES.J-PCBL10  Bills— Ji>»(  Rtadiitg— 

NaUonal  Debt  (Supplemental}*  (165). 
Cammittie— Report— AagiDfaUXviD  of  Beneflcea 

Act  Amendment*  (78). 
Third  Blading— lAnt.  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1B37, 

Amendment*   (Bl)  ;    Rochester  Bishopric* 

l6S),  taipatud. 
PROVtSIOHAl.   OttDBR  BiLLS — Pint    Btxding  — 

Qas  and  Water*   :i£6);    Water   (No.  2]* 

(167): 
^MM<<  JlMiii'iV-Metro^Ulw  Police  *  (134). 


Cammittet—Ripert—VaWia  Health  (Scotland) 
(Denny  and  Dunipaca  Water)  *  (1381. 

Third  Rtttding — Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
{No.  4)*  (120);  Local  GovemmeDt  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  6)  *(121)  ;  Metropolitan  Com  mona 
(Cbislehurat  and  St.  Paul's  Cray)  •  (122), 
and  patted. 

THE  ADSTRAUAN  COLONTES— 
CHINESE  IMHIORANTS. 

The  Eabl  of  CAHNABVON  aaked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea, 
Whether  he  ctould  (lommoDicate  to  the 
House  the  telegram  which  was  slated  to 
have  been  received  with  regard  to  the 
resoltitioDB  adopted  at  the  Aiutralasian 
(3onfereace  reoentl;  held  oa  the  subject 
of  Chinese  immigration  f 

Thk  SEOEETAEY  of  state  fob 
THE  COLONIEa  (Lord  KNuraroED),  in 
replf,  said  he  had  received  the  following 
telegram,  which,  he  thought,  would 
sufficiently  show  that  the  hope  he  enter- 
tained that  the  matter  would  be  fully 
and  carefully  discussed  from  all  pointa 
of  view  had  been  fully  justified. 

"  Hth  June. — At  the  Australasian  Conference 
held  in  Sydney  on  the  12th,  13th,  and  Uth 
inst.,  at  which  the  colonies  of  New  South  Wales, 
Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queeneland,  Tas- 
maDia,and  Western  Australia  were  represented, 
the  question  of  Chinese  immigration  and  your 
cablegram  to  the  Qovernor  of  South  Australia 
la  connection  therewith  were  fully  considered. 
The  members  of  the  Conference  are  sensible  of 
the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern  meat  to  meet 
the  Tiewsof  tbeooloQiaa.  and  have  apacially  de- 
liberated upon  the  poseibility  of  securing  legis- 
lation which,  while  effective,  shculd  he  of  a 
character  so  far  as  possible  in  accordance  with, 
the  feeling  and  views  of  the  Chinese  Oovera- 
ment.  They  have  not  overlooked  the  political 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  Empire  nor  the 
commercial  interests  of  the  colonies.  In  1BS6 
tha  total  exports  to  China  from  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queensland, 
and  Tasmania  were  valued  at  ^£16,000  out  of  a 
total  export  trade  amounUng  to  £38,700,000. 
Our  imports  from  China  in  tha  same  year  vrera 
valued  at  £846,000.  While  the  custom  of  the 
colonies,  therefore,  is  very  valuable  to  China, 
that  country  offers  no  present  outlet  of  import- 
ance for  Australasian  trade.  There  has  never 
been  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  any  of  the 
colonies  to  close  their  markets  to  the  imports  of 
the  Chinese  Empire,  although  most,  if  not  all, 
of  them  are  now  prodaced  in  great  quantities  in 
the  British  Empire  of  India.  The  suggestion 
that  any  rostnctions  which  are  to  be  imposed 
should  be  of  a  general  nature,  so  as  to  give 
power  to  eicluda  European  or  American  immi- 
granta,  has  been  very  carefully  deliberated 
upon,  but  no  schema  for  giving  effect  to  it  has 
been  found  practicable.  As  the  length  of  time 
to  be  occupied  in  negotiations  between  the  Im- 
perial Government  and  the  Government  ol 
China  is  uncertain,  and  as  the  ooloniM  in  U14 
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meantime  have  reaaon  to  dread  a  krge  iaflm 
from  China,  the  BBveral  Governments  feel  im 
pellod  to  le^slnte  immediately  to  protect  thei: 
citizeoB  agaiDst  an  invaeion  which  ia  dreaded 
because  of  it«  results,  not  only  upon  the  labour 
market,  but  upsn  the  social  and  moral  conditiai 
of  the  people.  At  the  same  time  tbo  Con- 
farence  ib  most  anxious  that  Her  Alajestv't 
GovemmuDt  should  enter  into  commuaicatioc 
-with  the  Qovemment  of  China,  with  a  view 
to  obtainiDK  as  soon  as  possible  a  treaty  uodor 
which  all  Chinese  eicept  officials,  travellers, 
merchants,  students,  and  similar  classes  should 
be  entirely  excluded  from  the  Australasian 
Colonie*.  By  way  of  asaiating  to  bring  about  such 
ao  underslamling  the  Conferouoe  has  recoia- 
mended  the  abolition  of  the  poll  tax  now  levied 
upon  Chinese  immigrants.  'While  believing  that 
the  local  legislation  now  proposed  will  accom- 
plish iU  object,  the  Colonies  would  prefer  that 
the  exclusion  of  the  Chinese  should  be  brought 
about  by  intematiooal  agreement  of  a  friendly 
nature,  as  in  the  case  of  the  United  States. 
The  Conference  further  desires  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ooveniment  sbonld  indnce  the  Oovem. 
mants  of  the  Crown  Colonies  o(  Hong  Kong, 

Straits  Settlements,   and   Labuan  to  a'   

prohibit  the  emigration  of  all  Chinese 
Australasian  Colonies,  unless  they  should  belong 
to  the  classes  above  mentioned.  The  Chinese 
who  may  clium  to  ho  conudered  Britiah  aabjects 
in  those  Colonies  are  very  numerous,  and  the 
certainty  that  their  migration  hither  was  pre- 
vented would  give  great  and  general  aatistac- 
tion.  The  resolutions  arrived  at  by  the  Con- 
ference, and  which  bare  been  embodied  in  a 
draft  Bill,  are  aa  follows  :— 1.  That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Conference,  tbe  further  reatric- 
lion  of  Chinese  immigration  is  essential  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  Australasia.  2.  That 
this  Conference  ia  of  opinion  that  the  desired 
restriction  can  best  be  secured  through  the 
diplomatic  action  of  the  Imperial  Government 
sndby  uniform  Australasian  legislation.  3.  lliat 
this  Conference  resolves  to  consider  a  joint  re- 
presentation to  the  Imperial  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  desired  diplomatic 
action.  4.  That  this  Conference  ia  of  opinion 
that  the  desired  Australasian  legislation  should 
contain  the  followingprovisions;  — (1)  That  it 
shall  apply  to  all  Chinese  with  specified  excep- 
tiong  ;  (2)  that  tbo  restriction  should  be  bj 
limitation  of  the  number  of  Chinese  which  any 
vessel  may  bring  into  any  Australian  port  to 
one  passenger  to  every  500  tons  of  the  ship's 
burden;  (3)  that  the  passage  of  Chinese  from 
one  Colony  to  another  without  consent  of 
the  Colony  which  they  enter  he  made  a  misde- 
meanour. Tbe  first  and  fourth  resolutions 
were  indorsed  by  all  the  Colonies  except  Tae^ 
mania,  who  dieaented.  and  Westom  Anatralia, 
who  did  not  vole ;  while  the  second  and  third 
:e  carried  nnanimoualy.    As  a  whole,  there. 


conclusion,  the  Conference  would  call 

to  the  fact  that  the  treatment  of  Chinese  in 
tbe  Australian  Colonies  has  been  invariably 
humane  and  considerate,  and  that  in  spite  of 
the  intensity   of  popular  feeling  daring  the 


Colonial  Governments  have  felt  called  npon  to 


Lord  Knuti/ori 


take  strong  and  dedaive  aclioii  to  protect  tlieir 

peoples :  hut,  in  so  doing,  they  have  been 
itudioas  of  Imperial  interests,  of  international 
obligatione,  and  of  their  reputation  as  law- 
abiding  communities.  They  now  confidently 
rely  npon  the  support  and  assistance  of  Her 
Alajesty's  Government  in  their  eodcavoar  to 
prevent  their  country  from  being  overrun  by 
an  alien  race,  who  are  Incapable  of  assimilation 
in  the  body  politic,  strangers  to  onr  civiliKation, 
out  ot  sympathy  with  Our  aspirations,  and 
unfitted  for  oar  free  institutions,  to  which 
their  presence  in  any  number  would  be  a  source 
of  constant  danger." 

The  Earl  of  OABNARVON  asked 
nlio  had  sent  the  telegram  ? 

LoBD  KNUTf^FOBD  said,  it  was  Bent 
by  Lord  Carringtoa  by  dosire  ol  the 
Conference. 


HIS  IMPEEUL  MAJESTY  THE  LATE 
OEKMAN  ElUPEROR. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS(TheUarqReS8of8Ai.i8BtrKT): 
My  Lords,  it  is  my  melaacboly  duty  to 
aanouBce  to  tbia  House  what,  no  doubt, 
is  already  known  to  many  of  your  Lord- 
shipa— the  death  of  the  Emperor  of 
Qermany.  I  need  not  eay  how  deeply 
we  grieve  for  the  loss  of  one  so  justly 
valued  both  here  and  in  Germany.  Our 
Queen  has  lost  a  beloved  eon-in-Iaw, 
and  Qettnany  a  most  enlightened  ruler. 
It  will  be  your  Lordships'  desire  to  put 
on  formal  record  the  sympathy  which 
you  feet  for  the  afflicted  relatives,  and 
(or  the  nation  that  has  lost  so  much.  I 
■efore  give  Notice,  acoordinff  to  pre- 
cedent,  that  I  shall  move  an  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  tbe  Queen  and  an  Address 
to  Her  Imperial  Majesty  the  Empress 
of  Germany,  on  Monday  next. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noble 
Friend  who  leads  the  Opposition  in  this 
House  [Earl  Oranville),  and  who  is  pre- 
vented from  being  present,  I  should  not 
like  to  let  this  opportunity  pass  without 
saying  that  T  am  certain  that  every 
word  that  has  been  said  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  is  fully  echoed  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  If  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  something  on  my  own 
behalf,  I  would  add  that,  apart  from 
the  high  respect  always  felt  for  one  is 
BO  great  a  position  as  that  occupied  by 
the  late  Emperor,  and  tbe  admiration 
which  all  of  ns  have  for  the  noble  quali- 
ties which  be  displayed  throughout  bis 
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career,  thoae  who  had  the  honour  of 
beiDg;  perBonally  knotm  to  him  must 
hara  felt  that  ha  was  one  who  inapired 
the  deepest  feeliogs  of  attachmeat  to 
him  on  the  part  of  all  who  had  the  pri- 
Tilege  of  bis  acquaintance. 

STREET  IMPKOVEMENTS  (METRO- 
POLIS.) 

aUISnOH.      OBBEBVATtOlTB. 

Ths  Eabl  of  UEATH  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  Whether  it  was  neoeMary  that 
Piooadilly  Circus,  one  of  the  principal 
eites  of  the  Metropolis,  should  be  dis- 
figured h;  rough  balks  of  timber  sup- 
porting an  unsightly  wooden  railing 
placed  round  a  small  paved  apace  in  the 
centre  of  the  Circus;  and,  if  so,  how 
long  PicoadiUy  Circus  was  likely  to  re- 
main in  this  apparently  unoared  for  con- 
dition ?  He  supposed  that  the  balks 
of  timber  were  kept  in  their  present 

Kiition  to  show  that  the  Metropolitan 
ard  had  not  given  the  place  up  to  the 
public.  It  was  a  pity  that  this  spot, 
and  others  elsewhere,  should  be  sur- 
rounded by  unsightly  hoardings  when 
temporary  railings  could  be  set  up  on 
certain  days  in  the  year  to  prors  that 
there  bad  been  no  dedication  to  the 
public.  He  Was  aware  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board,  as  regarded  its  health, 
wasinaTeryunsatiBfactory  condition,  and 
that  it  was  often  the  case  that  a  man  in 
tztrmtit  looked  upon  mundane  affaire 
with  different  eyes  from  a  man  who  was 
strong  and  vigorous.  At  the  same  time, 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  might  be  able 
to  assure  their  Lordships  that  although 
the  life  of  the  Board  was  not  likely  to 
be  very  prolonged,  it  would  act  ae  pri- 
vate individuals  were  supposed  to  act 
in  that  condition,  and  that  it  would  set 
its  affairs  in  order  so  ae  to  transmit  them 
to  its  successor  in  a  satisfactory  state. 
He  might  add  that,  although  the  Board 
bad  been  the  object  of  much  hard  hitting 
lately,  yet  he  was  certain  that  there 
were  large  numbers  of  the  public  who 
felt  that  they  owed  a  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  Board  for  all  it  bed  done  in  the 
way  of  improving  the  Metropolis,  especi- 
ally for  its  two  greatest  works — the 
main  drainage  of  London  and  the 
Thames  Embankment. 

LoKD  MAGHERAMOBNE  said,  he 
bad  to  thank  the  noble  Earl  for  bia  kind 
recognition  of  the  Betvicea  of  the  Metro- 
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politan  Board  of  Works,  which  had 
osen,  and  were  now,  being  unduly,  and 
he  might  say  most  atrociously,  assuled 
in  many  quafters.  He  confessed  that 
there  were  subjects  which  he  would  not 
allude  to,  because  he  saw  present  th« 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Hersohell),  who  was  the  head  of  the 
Commission  which  was  inveetigating 
them,  and  be  would  not  have  touched 
on  the  subject  at  all  bad  not  the  noble 
Earl  done  so ;  but  he  should  not  be 
worthy  of  his  position  ae  Chairman  of 
the  Board,  which  he  had  held  for  IB 
years,  if  he  did  not  say  that  he  con- 
sidered the  great  bulk  of  bis  colleagues 
to  be  aa  noble  and  as  straigh^orwa^ 
men  as  any  in  either  that  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  said  that 
fearlessly,  and  he  defied  anybody  to 
prove  the  contrary.  When  he  was  asked 
whether,  when  they  retired,  they  would 
hand  on  to  those  who  should  succeed- 
tbemeverythinginthobestposeibleform, 
heanawered,  "Yes,  we  will  do  it."  They 
would  stick  to  their  work  and  hand  it 
over  to  those  whom  Parliament  might 
select  to  succeed  them.  As  to  the  special 
point  of  the  noble  Earl's  Question,  he 
could  only  say  that  the  B6ard  was  now 
considering  what  should  be  done  with 
the  vacant  site  in  Piccadilly  Circus.  The 
balks  of  timber,  which  the  noble  Earl 
did  not  seem  to  think  pretty — and  he 
agreed  with  him — had  been  placed  there 
for  the  purpose  of  reserving  the  control 
of  the  Board  over  the  place,  it  being 
undesirable  to  subject  it  to  the  unfettered 
discretion  of  the  vestry.  Their  reason 
for  thus  acting  was  this.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  all  aware  that  wherever  thera 
was  an  open  space  there  were  all  kinds 
of  ideaa  as  to  what  should  be  done  with 
it,  and  many  suggestions  had  been  mada 
and  many  plans  proposed  for  the  adorn- 
ment of  this  site.  One  proposal  was 
that  a  statue  or  fountain  should  ba 
erected ;  another  that  an  artistic  lamp- 
peat  should  ba  set  up ;  and  a  third  that 
the  place  should  be  planted  with  trees. 
Another  fanciful  auggejtion  waa  vary 
curious — namely,  that  a  retiring  room 
should  be  built  underneath  it,  but 
this  idea  certainly  did  not  find  favour 
with  his  colleaguea.  He  thought  the 
Metropolitan  Board  might  be  prond 
of  its  West  End  streets  and  of  the 
communication  at  this  particular  point ; 
and  they  were  anxious,  if  they  were  to 
die — and  it  seemed  they  were  to  die— 
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but  be  that  as  it  might,  the;  vould  like 
as  loDg  as  tbey  vere  griven  the  power 
in  their  own  days  to  put  something,  or  let 
somebody  elee  put  up  sometbiDg,  which 
Tould  be  a  credit  to  the  Metropolis,  in 
what  he  considered  to  be  one  of  the  best 
epaces  of  London.  There  were  so  many 
different  suggeetions  that  the  matter 
required  careful  consideration.  They 
were  giving  it  that  consideration,  aod 
he  hoped  before  they  were  extinguished 
that  they  should  be  able  to  giro  an 
opinion  and  a  decision  on  that  important 
question,  and  he  would  assure  their 
Xiordsbips  that  they  would  be  guided 
in  their  decision  by  the  desire  that  the 
adornment  of  this  fine  site  should  be  a 
credit  to  the  Metropolis. 


PBI7ATB    ADD    PBOYISIOMAL    OBDEa  OON- 
FTRHATIOtr  BILLS. 


qaarl«r  before  Bleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
I^iday,  15th  Juns,  1886. 


The  House  met  at  Two  ot  the  cloeh. 

MINUTES.]— Niw  Writ  Ibbubd— fw  Kent 
(IbIc  of  Tbaset  Dmsion),  v.  the  Right 
hooble.  Edward  Robert  Kisg-BamaD,  oe- 

Sblbot   CoMiiHTEBs  —  TMr4    Seporl  —  Army 

EBtimstM  [No.  225]. 
^eial  Rtport—QomaAtteo  ot  SeleclioD  (Staod- 

iag  ComiuitteeB), 
Watb    and  MaiLSa—tvntiiired  in    Committte— 

£5,670,712,  CoDiolidaled  Fund. 
Phitats    Bills    [by    Order]— Third  Sttding— 

Plymouth   and  Dattmoor  Hailway ;  Forth- 

dinllejn  Railway,  and  pamd. 
Public  Bills — Committet — Local  Ooveroinent 

(England  and  Wales)  [182]  [Sixth  NighQ- 

K.r. ;  Cnrtoini  (Wine  Duty)  [293]- b.p. 
Ccmmilltt—Jifporl— Third  EreitiPg—lSotiii  Sea 


[261),  and  pamd. 

PnovisiOKAL  Obdeb   Bills— &ronif  Sieding— 

Drainage  and  ImproTcment  of  Landa  (Ire- 

landt"r2(71  :  Local  Government  (No.  12)" 
[28<i ;  Local  Oovemment  (No.  13)  •  [2871. 
Jlirparf— Local   Qovenment  (Poor  Law]  (No. 
7)  •  [2T2]  ;  Tramways  (No.  2)"  [212]. 


Xm-H  Maghframorn* 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS.. 

ENHISEILLEN,  BUNDORAN,  AND 

SLIOO   RAILWAY   BILL   [REPAYMENT 

OF  DEPOSIT]. 

BESOLUTION.      [aJODRNEU  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Qusation  [14th  June]. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthoriaa  the  re- 
psyment  of  the  sutti  of  Three  thousand  two 
handred  and  seventy-five  pounds  Throe  poands 
per  Centum  Consolidated  Annuities,  being  the 
lam  deposited  in  respect  of  the  application  to 
Parliament  for  'The  EoniBkiUen.  Bundoisn, 
and  Sligo  Railway  (Donegal  Sitension]  and 
Ennisliillen  and  Bundoran  Extension  Railway 
[Abandonment)  Act  1879,'  which  in  pursuance 
of  section  thirty-six  of  that  Act  is  now  for- 
feited, together  with  any  interest  or  dividends 
thereon." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  JOEDAN  (Clare,  W.)  said,  he 
could  not  get  satisfactory  information 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.     He  had  asked 


a  Question  about  It  yesterday,  but  could 
not  obtain  a  satisfactory  reply.  He  had 
requested  to  be  informed  who  vere  the 


sponsors  for  the  Bill  in  the  I 

there  seemed  to  be  no  one  promoting 

the  measure  whatever ;  but  his  query 

ained  unanswered.  Now,  in  1679, 
the  promoters  of  the  Donegal  Extension 
Bill  obtained  Parliamentary  powers  on 
condition  that  they  made  a  railway 
within  five  years.  Those  promoters  paid 
on  deposit  a  sum  of  £3,275;  but  this, 
in  1884,  was  forfeited  by  reason  of  the 
non- performance  of  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  Bill  was  obtained.  Now, 
after  nine  years  bad  elapsed,  some  parties 
unknown  to  him  came  to  that  Houee 
and  sought  a  Bill  to  obtain  the  repay- 
mentof  this  £3,273  already  forfeited  to 
the  Treasury,  and  as  one  of  those  who 
came  from  the  centre  of  the  district  that 
would  have  been  largely  benefited  oom- 
mercially  by  the  railway,  and  aa  Chair' 
man  of  the  Town  Commissioners  in  that 
locality  who  aided  the  promoters  at  that 
to   obtain   the    Bill,   he    thought 

as  only  fair  that  he  should  be 
answered  when  he  ashed  if  all  the 
necessary  conditions  had  been  fulfilled. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  was  the 
only  person  in  the  House  who  could 
give  him  any  information  yesterday, 
and,  of  course,  that  was  not  satisfactory. 
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of  the  action  of  the  promoters  of  th« 
Bill.  That  deposit,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, as  the  hon.  Member  had  etated, 
owing:  to  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  con- 
ditions upon  vhich  Parliamentary 
powers  were  given,  was  forfeited  to  the 
Crown.  This  Bill  was  a  release  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  of  the  money  so  for- 
feited. The  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to 
be  assured  as  to  whether  any  demands 
for  compensation  had  been  settled,  and 
he  also  wished  to  be  certain  that  the 
money  would  be  paid  to  the  peisons 
rightly  entitled  to  it.  This  Bill,  which 
was  in  the  atrictest  accordance  with  all 
previous  measures  dealing  with  suoh 
questions,  released  the  claim  of  the 
Crown,  and  ordered  the  High  Court  in 
Dublin  to  pay  the  money  deposited, 
subject  first  of  all  to  the  payment  of  all 
claims  established  against  it  to  the  per- 
HODB  who  were  entitled  to  it,  and  who 
paid  the  money  in  the  first  instance,  or 
to  their  survivor  oraurvivors.  The  first 
thing  the  High  Court  did  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  was  to  advertise  for  any  claims, 
and  when  claims  were  established,  after 

certain  interval  there  was  a  settlement, 
and  the  Court  proceeded  to  distribute 
the  moaey  to  those  entitled  to  it.  What- 
ever guarantees  the  hon.  Member  wished 
to  have  rested  with  the  High  Court, 
which  followed  the  ordinary  course  in 
regard  to  sums  paid  into  Court,  first  in 
advertising  for  claims,  then  in  examining 
those  claims,  and  paying  thoee  which 
were  genuine,  and,  subsequently,  in 
paying  the  remaining  money  to  those 
entitled  to  it. 

Question  pat,  and  a^retd  to. 

Ordered,  Thiit  it  bB  an  iDitmction  to  Oie  Com- 
mittee on  the  !EDDidiillen>  Buadonui,  and  Sligo 
Hailway  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  mako 
proTJsiaii  therein  puiBuaot  to  the  Baid  Beaolu- 

QVESTIOIfS. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE, 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  IB87— SECRET  INQDIRY 

AT  FALCARRAGH,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Ma.  OAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  (for  Mr. 
T.M.  Hbaly)  (liongford,  N.)  aeked  the 
Chief  Secretsry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Does  Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M., 
deny  that  any  investigation  a  in  further- 
ancu  of  the  secret  inquiry  he  was  hold- 
ing at  Falcarragh,  County  Donegal,  in 
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He  wanted  to  know  had  the  necessary 
notices  been  inserted  in  J^  Duhlin 
Gaulle,  and  be  desired,  also,  to  know 
whether  any  claim  for  compensation  bad 
been  made,  and  if  any  payments  had 
been  made  in  lespect  of  compensation  ? 
Healso  wished  to  ask  to  whom  the  money 
was  to  be  repaid  ?  One  gentleman,  Mr. 
McBimey,  Dublin,  who  was  connected 
with  the  promotion  of  the  former  Bill, 
and  who,  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  was  almost 
sure,  had  paid  the  whole  of  this  £3,27& 
by  way  of  deposit,  was  now  dead.  An- 
other gentleman,  Mr.  Bloomfield,  who 
was  connected  with  the  railway,  and 
who  had,  he  believed,  paid  no  money 
by  way  of  deposit,  however,  was  alive, 
and  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  should  not  like  to 
see  the  mouey  go  into  the  wrong  hands. 
He  should  like  to  see  it  paid  to  the 

{roper  person — that  was  to  say,  to  the 
eire  and  suooesorB  of  that  gentleman 
who  had  paid  it  originally  in  the  form 
of  a  deposit.  It  wae  only  fair,  at  any 
rate,  that  he  (Mr.  Jordan)  should  have 
information  upon  the  subject,  being  in- 
terested in  the  part  of  the  country  to 
which  the  original  Bill  applied.  He 
would  move,  if  it  were  competent  for 
him  to  do  so,  that  the  Besolution  be  re- 
ported upon  this  day  three  months. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  him  to  make  that  Motion.  The  hon. 
Uember  can  move  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Mb.  JOBDAN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Bill.  All  he  wanted  was 
some  satisfactory  information  in  the 
matter.  It  would  be  as  well  for  him, 
perhaps,  to  move  the  adjoummentof  the 

Ths  CHAIRMAN  op  COMMITTEES 
(l[r.CorBTKET)(OomwBlI,  Bodnun)Baid, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  moved  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate,  be  would  pre- 
vent him  (Mr.  Courtney)  from  giving 
him  an  anawet.  As  to  the  Motion  now 
Iwfore  the  House,  he  oould  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member  and  give  him  all  the  in- 
foniuttion  he  sought  in  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  had  correctly  stated  the 
facta.  Thiarailway  was  one  of  the  many 
projects  saootioned  by  Parliament,  and 
sttbaequently  abandoned.  When  Par- 
Hamentary  powers  were  applied  for,  a 
deposit  was  paid  in  as  an  earnest  that 
the  railway  construction  was  to  be 
carried  out,  and  in  order  to  meet  any 
claim  which  might  arise  in  consequeuce 
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examined  aa  a  vitneee  before  the  Beei- 
dent  Magistrate  touching  the  Flan  of 
Campaign ;  and  refueiug  to  answer 
queBtions  he  could  have  auswered  in 
regard  to  that  conepiraoy,  was  committed 
to  prison. 

TiiK  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextom)  (Bellaat,  W.)  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleraan  if  it  was 
b;  direction,  and  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  magiatrates,  that  Mr.  Beevea  held 
the  inquirj  ;  and  I  wish  to  know  if  the 
Government  hare  a  right  to  hold  a 
private  and  unsworn  inquiry  in  a  private 
house,  preliminary  to  the  statutory  in- 
quiry at  the  Petty  Sessions  Court-house 
before  tho  Magistrates  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUS :  It  is  certainly 
in  the  power,  and  it  is  the  duty,  of  a 
police  ofBcer  to  make  inquiries  wheu  a 
crime  has  been  committed.  This  is  not 
a  preliminary  inquiry  under  Section  1  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  as  the  hon.  Oentleman 
seems  to  thinb.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Mombor  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy}  entirely 
confused  two  different  inquiries  which 
were  going  on  at  the  same  time,  or 
nearly  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Were  the  witnesses 
who  were  examined  by  Beeves  at  Mr. 
Olpherts'  house  afterwards  summoned 
to  the  ewom  inquiry,  and  questioned  on 
the  same  affairs? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  He  was  not 
questioned  on  the  same  affairs.  Boyle 
was  alleged  to  be  guilty  of  two  separate 
offences  —  one  was  Boycotting  Mr. 
Olpherts.  The  other  subject  on  which 
he  was  supposed  to  be  able  to  give 
evidence  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
He  was  eiamined  on  one  point  by  the 
police  officer,  and  on  the  other  by  the 
magistrate. 

Mb.  HENHY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tie  man  state  under  what  authority, 
either  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland, 
have  police  officers  a  right  to  bold  such 
an  inquiry  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
it  was  the  univoraal  practice  both  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland. 

Mr  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) inquired  on  what  authority  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  Boyle  oould 
answer  questions  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  no 
doubt  he  could  have  done  to. 


respect  of  the  alleged  conspiracy  against 
Mr.  Olpherts,  a  local  landlord,  were 
conducted  in  Mr.  Olpherts'  house  by 
Detective  Beeves,  who  accompanies  and 
assists  Mr.  Hamilton  R.M,  ;  were 
Tboroas  Carr,  Alexander  Wilson,  and 
James  Lindsay  examined  in  Mr. 
Olpherts'  library  by  Detective  Reeves 
in  presence  of  Mr.  Olpherts  and  his  sod, 
or  were  they  questioned  at  all  by 
Reeves ;  and,  if  so,  by  whose  authority 
and  under  what  legal  process ;  was 
Thomas  Carr  asked  why  Mr.  Olpherts 
found  it  impossible  to  have  his  pigs  con- 
veyed last  month  to  Derry  Market,  and 
James  Lindsay  whether  be  was  told  that 
Mr.  Hugh  Boyle,  grocer,  Falcarragh, 
refused  to  fetch  a  little  box  to  Derry  for 
Mr.  Olpherts;  was  Brian  M'Callin,  a 
labourer  in  Mr.  Olpherts'  employment, 
taken  from  his  work  to  the  library,  and 
by  Beeves  asked  his  name,  bis  residence, 
whether  Hugh  Boyle,  grocer,  Falcar- 
ragh, refused  in  bis  presence  to  carry  to 
Derry  for  Mr.  Olpherts  a  certain  box, 
and  whether  he  had  any  information  to 
give  ;  whether,  as  this  examination  had 
not  tbe  desired  result,  M'Callin  was  told 
to  go,  Beeves  remarking  to  Mr.  Olpherts 
that  there  was  no  use  in  bringing  that 
man  up ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Hugh  Boyle, 
the  grooer  who  was  alleged  by  Beeves 
to  have  refused  to  carry  for  Mr. 
Olpherts,  was  then  summoned  before 
Mr.  Hamilton,  R.M.,  at  the  secret  in- 
quiry, and  sent  to  gaol  for  refusing  to 
answer  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfodb}  (Manchester,  E.);  The 
Resident  Magistrate  does  deny  the  al- 
legation contained  in  tbe  first  paragraph 
of  the  Question.  District  Inspector 
Beeves  reports  that  the  inquiries  he 
mode  of  Mr.  Olpherts'  three  servants 
named,  related  entirely  to  the  Boycot- 
ting  of  that  gentleman,  which  was  not 
embraced  in  the  Resident  Magistrate's 
inquiry.  He  did  see  these  servants  in 
Mr.  Olpherts'  bouse.  Kr.  Olpherts  and 
bis  son  were  not  present.  The  District 
Inspector  acted  in  the  discharge  of  bis 
duty.  Hugh  Boyle  is  a  public  carrier, 
also  a  grocer,  in  the  neighbourhood ; 
and  it  was  in  regard  to  alleged  refusals 
on  his  part  to  curry  goods  for  Mr. 
Olpherts  that  District  Inspector  Reeves 
made  inquiries  of  Carr  and  Lindsay. 
He  likewise-  questioned  M'Oallin.  Ho 
did  not,  however,  say  there  was  no  use 
in  bringing  him  up.  Hugh  Boyle  was 
Mr.  Carew 
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(Ireland). 


THE  PARKS  {METB0P0LI8)-REGENrS 
PARK. 

Ma.  NORBIS(TowerHamIeU, Lime- 
fa  otiee)  aeked  the  Firat  Commiesioner  of 
Works,  It  be  is  able  to  state  tJiat  euch 
Brrangements  bare  now  been  made  with 
Sir  Charlee  Warren,  tbe  Cbief  Commia- 
sioner  of  Police,  as  to  ensure  proper  con- 
trol and  BDpervision  in  and  around  the 
Segent'e  Park,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  tbe  disgraceful  scenes 
which  have  for  some  time  past  taken 
place  there  ;  if  he  proposes  to  have  tbe 
vacant  grass  land  betireen  Qloucester 
Gate  and  tbe  North  Qate  properly  en' 
dosed,  or  to  adopt  other  means  for 
public  securitj  and  the  prevention  of 
misconduct  within  tbe  area  of  the  Park  ; 
and,  if  be  will  define  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  tbe  "  Woods  and  Forests,"  tbe 
'  Department  of  Works,"  and  the  police, 
witb  reference  to  the  Park  and  roads, 
and  etate  tbe  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  their  duties  ate  respectively 
carried  out  ? 

Thb  FIKST  commissioner  [Mr. 
Plukket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  baa  made 
certain  alterations  in  tbe  system  of  pa- 
trolling the  roads  in  Regent's  Park, 
which  have,  I  believe,  ensured  a  better 
control  of  disorderly  persons;  and  I 
have  put  myself  in  communication  with 
tbe  Crown  Estates  Paving  Oommis- 
aiDners,  with  a  view  to  improving  the 
lighting  of  the  Inner  Circle — a  change 
woicb  I  am  assured  by  tbe  Police 
Authorities  will  greatly  assist  them  in 
tbe  performance  of  their  duties.  The 
enclosing  of  the  grass  land  between 
Gloucester  Gate  and  the  Korth  Gate 
would,  I  think,  prevent  a  considerable 
amount  of  miaconduot  in  that  port  of 
the  Park;  and  I  have  applied  to  the 
Treasury  to  sanction  the  necessary  ex- 
pense of  such  enclosure.  As  to  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  am 
afraid  I  can  not  add  much  to  the  defini- 
tion which  I  gave  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  7tb  of  this  month,  except 
to  say  that  the  Acta  of  Parliament  on 
wbicb   that  definition  rests  are,  oa  re- 

firds  the  position  of  the  Woods  and 
orests  and  the  Department  of  Works, 
the  14  &  15  Fiel.,  c.  42,  sees.  22  &  23 ; 
as  regards  tbe  duties  of  tbe  Metropolitan 
Police  within  Regent's  Park  the  35  & 
36  Fief.,  e.  16,  sees.  7  &  8, 


BANXRUPTOT  ACT  tIBELAND)-J.  R. 
aVY  AND  THOMAS  MOROKEY. 

Mb.  MURPHY(DubIin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  John 
R.  Guy,  a  bankrupt,  was  within  the 
past  year  tried  and  convicted  by  a  jury 
on  a  charge  of  concealment  of  property 
and  other  ofi'snces  against  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  and  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment;  whetherbe  was  released 
by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  after 
tt  few  weeks'  imprisonment ;  whether 
Thomas  Motoney  bos  been  now  confined 
in  prison  for  more  than  a  year,  without 
any  trial  or  conviction,  on  a  commit- 
ment by  the  Judge  for  unsatisfactory 
aosweriog  in  tbe  Bankruptcy  Court; 
and,  whether  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  will 
order  tbe  release  of  Thomas  Moroney  as 
well  as  of  John  S.  Guy  ? 

Thk  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BALFonB)(ManoheBter,  E.),inreply,eaid, 
John  R.  Guy  was  released  by  direction 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  upon  the  medical 
officer's  Report  that  further  confinement 
would  endanger  bis  life.  There  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  ground  to  apprehend 
that  further  imprisonment  would  en- 
danger the  life  of  Thomas  Moroney,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had,  therefore,  no 
power  to  interfere. 

TRAMWAYS  ACTS  (mELAND)— PRO- 
VISIONAL OaUEKS. 
Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Ijieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  several  Orders  in 
Council  under  the  Irish  Tramways  Acts 
were  passed  more  than  two  years  ago, 
which  the  promoters  have  never  since 
taken  out,  and  on  which  the  required 
deposits  of  S  per  cent  on  the  eetimalea 
of  the  works  have  not  been  paid ;  whe- 
ther tbe  lines  so  sanctioned  are  mostly 
narrow  gauge  with  excessively  steep 
gradients,  similar  to  the  Skull  and 
Skibbereen  Tramway,  which  has  proved 
a  complete  failure  ;  whether  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works  has 
reported  against  this  class  of  tramways 
and  against  the  adaption  of  any  but  ths 
standard  Irish  railway  guage ;  whether 
serious  liabilitiee  are  entailed  on  the 
ratepayers  should  the  promoters  fail  to 
complete  and  work  the  lines  once  their 
construction  has  been  commenced ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  foregoing  cit- 
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cumstances,  tlie  I^Ty  Council  vill  at 
onee  cancel  all  Tramway  Orders  which 
have  been  \y\a%  over  for  a  consider- 
able time,  and  have  not  been  taken 
up,  and  on  which  the  deposits  have  not 
been  paid  ? 

The  chief  SECHETAEY  (Me.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  There 
are  five  casee  in  which  Committees  of 
the  Privy  Council  more  than  two  years 
ago  recommended  OrdersuadertheTram* 
ways  Acts,  and  in  which  the  promoters 
havefailedtotakefurtheraction.  Twoot 
the  lines  bo  recommended  were  of  the 
narrow  gaaee.  There  are  no  Orders  to 
be  cancelled,  as  no  such  Orders  hare 
been  made.    If  Orders  should  he  ap- 

filied  for  in  coses  which  hare  been 
ying  over  for  a  cansiderahle  time,  the 
Privy  Council,  before  proceedicg  further 
with  them,  would  no  doubt  take  into 
consideration  the  lapse  of  time  and  other 
ciroumatanccH  which  have  occurred  since 
the  lines  wsre  recommended  and  see 
that  no  injustice  is  done. 

METROPOLITAM  BOARD  OF  WORKS— 
THE  BLACKWALL  TUNNEL. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Enutsford  Division  of 
Cheshire,  On  what  grounds  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  works  have  changed 
their  original  intention  of  proceeding  at 
once  with  the  vehicular  tunnel  at  Black- 
wall  ;  when  does  the  Board  expect  to  be 
able  to  commence  the  vehicular  tunnel ; 
how  long  will  it  take  to  complete  the 
foot  tunnel ;  and,  what  is  the  estimated 
cost? 

Mb.  TATTON  EQERTON  (Cheshire, 
Enutsford);  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's first  Qnestion,  I  must  refer  him  to 
my  answer  given  to  the  hon.  and  g^allant 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Bow 
Division  (Sir  John  Colomb).  TheBoard 
will  be  ready  to  enter  into  the  first  con- 
tract as  soon  as  the  question  of  re- 
housing the  artizans  displaced  on  the 
north  approach  has  been  decided  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  to  whom  an  early 
application  will  be  made  to  allow  of 
re -housing  in  adjoining  workmen's 
houses  and  uuoccnpied  artisans'  dwell- 
ings, constructed  on  surplus  land  sold 
by  the  Board.  The  general  plans  have 
to  be  approved  by  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, Uie  Dock  and  Bailway  Com- 
panies, and  they  vill  be  laid  before 
Mr.  Biggar 


them  within  10  days.  The  Board's 
engineer  advises  us  the  first  tunnel  will 
be  complete  in  12  months  from  date  of 
commencement.  The  estimate  from 
drawings  will  not  be  made  until  their 
fi^neral  approval. 

UTERATTJRE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— THE 

NATIONAL  GALLBRY— RENEWAL  OP 

THE  GRANT. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Qateshead)  asked 
Mr,  Obancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther ap[ilioation  has  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  National  Qallery  Trustees  for  the 
renewal  of  the  grant  of  £10,000  to  the 
Qallery  for  the  purchase  of  pictures; 
whether  any  reply  has  been  received; 
and,  whether  he  would  have  any  objec- 
tion, when  complete,  to  lay  a  copy  of 
this  Correspondence  upon  the  Table  ? 

Thk  OHANOELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
HanoverSquare):  TheHouse  is  familiar 
with  the  arrangement  concluded  in  1665, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  purchase  of  two 

Siiotures  from  the  Blenheim  Oollection 
or  £87,500.  In  assenting  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  this  very  large  sum  of 
money  the  then  Board  of  Treasury  inti- 
mated to  the  Trustees  of  the  National 
Qallery  that  the  ordinary  purchase  grant 
of  £10,000  a-year  would  be  suspended 
for  some  years,  and  this  decision  was 
made  known  to  Parliament.  At  the 
same  time,  the  then  Chancellor  of  the- 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  expressed  his 
readiness  to  consider  favourably  any 
proposal  of  the  Trustees  should  any 
exceptionally  advantageous  opportunity 
occur  of  acquiring  works  of  a  repre- 
sentative character,  and  of  a  school  or 
period  of  which  examples  are  wanting  in 
the  Qallery.  Since  1885  several  appli- 
cations have  been  made  by  the  Trustees 
for  a  renewal  of  the  purchase  grant ; 
but,  so  far  as  I  have  had  to  detd  with 
them,  I  have  said  frankly  that  I  was 
not  prepared  to  depart  from  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  1885.  I  consider  that  con- 
tinuity of  policy  is  indispensable  in  auch 
matters,  on  pain  of  Parliament  never 
putting  faith  in  declarations  of  intention 
made  by  the  Executive  Gtovemment ; 
and  so  I  have  refused  to  entertain  ap< 
plications  for  a  renewal  of  the  annual 
grant. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  the 
Correspondence  on  the  Table  ? 
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Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  be  thought  that 
no  public  advaatage  would  be  served  by 
doing  80.  Such  a  practice  was  likely  to 
lead  to  the  membera  of  DapartmeDts 
adopting  a  controTsrsial  etjie  ot  corre- 
spondenoe  instead  of  writing  in  a  busi- 
ness-like  manner. 

INLAND  REVENOE— EXCISE- 
LICENCES  TO  BREWERS'  HOUSES. 
Mb.  CALEB  WMGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  If  he  will  la; 
upon  the  Table  of  tbe  House  a  Betum 
showing  the  number  of  new  lioenoea 
granted,  and  of  old  licences  renewed,  or 
refused  to  be  renewed,  \>y  the  Licensing 
Justices  during  each  jeai  sines  the  pais- 
ing  of  "  The  Licensing  Act,  1874  "  (No. 
338,  August,  1883);  in  continuation  of 
that  Betum  to  tbe  end  of  1887,  and  in 
reference  to  every  licence  refused  re- 
newal, to  state  whether  the  licence  has 
one,  two,  or  three  endorsements,  or 
none  ;  and  also  showing  the  number  of 
lioenaed  premises  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  owned  by  brewers  and 
distillers  ? 

THB8ECBBTAET(Mr.Loiio)(WUt8, 
Devizes)  (who  replied)  said :  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  promise  made  on  the 
Hth  of  May,  the  Home  Office  is  eo- 
deavouzing  to  obtain  information  as  to 
the  number  of  victuallers',  beer-house, 
and  other  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  the  renewal  of  which  has 
been  refused  in  the  year  18B6  and  four 
preoeding  years  by  the  Justices  of  each 
Licensing  District,  showing  in  each  case 
the  ground  of  refusal,  especially  when 
such  ground  was,  in  any  instance,  that 
the  licence  was  not  required,  and  show- 
ing also  the  result  of  appeal,  if  any. 
Fending  this  Beturn  the  Government 
cOnld  not  assent  to  a  Motion  for  tbe 
Beturn  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  obtain  infor- 
mation as  to  the  number  of  licences 
owned  by  brewers. 

CIVIL   SERVICE  EXAMINATIONS— 
EBHOR  IN  AN   EXAMINATION  PAPER. 

Mb.  HDNTEB  (Aberdeen,  NJ  aslted 
tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  Traaaury,  Whother, 
in  an  examination  paper  on  arithmetic 
set  at  an  open  competition  for  female 
clerkships  held  in  Morob,  1888,  the  fol- 
lowing queetioB  was  put : — 
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"  4.  Eipren  1£,  35,  63,  and  7!  m  decimils 
of  their  leut  common  multiple.  If  tbe  product 
of  theao  decimali  be  multiplied  brthe  cube  of 
the  least  coniiaoa  multiple  ot  the  given  Dambers 
and  divided  by  theiigTe&teBtcoinmon  meaiure, 
Bhow  that  the  reiult  ii  unity.  Explain  tbe 
Te«w>n  of  this  in  general  tmrna  vithout  nt- 
tempting  the  fnll  numwical  calculation :  " 
whereas  the  result  ought  to  have  been 
945  and  not  unity  ;  whether  any  steps 
were  taken  to  inform  the  competitors  of 
the  error  in  tbe  question  ;  and,  whether 
he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  to  this  ease,  with 
a  view  to  the  prevention  of  similar  mis- 
takes, which  must  tend  to  embarrass 
competitors  ? 

The  8ECBETABY  (Mr.  Jaokbok) 
(Leeds,  N.):  (1)  The  qnestian  was 
given  as  stated  above;  (2)  the  error  was 
not  discovered  in  time  to  allow  all  can< 
didates  to  be  informed  of  the  alteration 
that  should  be  made,  and  therefore  no 
candidate  waa  informed  of  it ;  (3)  tbe 
answers  to  this  question  were  specially 
examined  a  second  time  to  obviate  any 

g>Bsibility  of  hardship  ;  and  (4)  the 
ivil  Service  Gommissioners  do  their  ut- 
most to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  errors ; 
but  in  all  examination  papers  there 
must  be  a  possibility,  however  carefully 
guarded    against,    of    mistakes    being 

TRAWLING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL-BEAM 
TRAWLING. 
3UNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  allow  the  Trawling 
(Scotland)  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time 
on  tbe  understanding  that  a  Proviso  will 
be  inserted  in  Committee  antborising 
the  Fishery  Board,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  to  make 
orders  from  time  to  time  authorising 
beam  trawling  in  specified  areas  in  cases 
where  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Fishery  Board  that  such  trawling 
will  not  be  injurious  to  the  industry  of 
the  hne  fishermen  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  {Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodovau))  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universities):  The  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  course 
proposed  by  tbe  hon.  Member.  The 
question  is  one  which  should  be  dealt 
with  in  a  Government  Bill  and  not  ia  a 
Bill  brought  in  by  a  private  Member. 
Tbe  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
take  ootioB  at  present. 
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maetatrate  to  remand  waiting  furtter 
eridenoe ;  and,  will  ha  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  Houee  the  notes  of  the 
evidence  given  in  Ur.  Newton's  Court 
at  Marlborough  Street  in  this  case  ? 

Thk  SECEETAET  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  magistrate  that  the 
case  will  be  further  heard  to-morrow. 
Mara  was  remanded  on  evidence  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  magietrata,  made 
oat  A  primd  faeu  case  of  attempting  to 
pick  the  pockets  of  ladies  at  a  craaeing 
in  Hjde  Park.  The  magistrate  does 
not  know  the  nature  of  the  evideDoe 
which  will  be  given  to-morrow.  He 
informs  me  that  it  is  oustomary  to  detain 
a  prisoner  charged  with  an  offence  of 
this  nature  nntil  all  the  evidence  is  heard. 
The  magistrate,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
discretion,  refused  bail  after  bearing  the 
evidence.  The  police  have  by  statute 
the  power  to  arrest  any  person  whom 
they  have  good  cause  to  suspect  of 
having  committed,  or  being  about  to 
commit,  a  felony.  The  power  to  remand 
is  entirely  witbtn  the  magistrate's  dis- 
cretion. I  must  decline  to  lay  the  notes 
of  evidence  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
as  the  hon.  Member  will  feel  that  it 
would  be  most  improper  that  the  House 


LOSS  OF  LIFE  AT  SEA— EXAMINA- 
TI0N8  FOR  BOATSWAINS,  Ac— I^QIS- 
LATION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PBAROE  (Lanark, 
Oovan)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  short  Bill,  or  otherwise  give 
effect  to  the  following  recommendations 
oftheBoyal  Commission  on  Loss  of  Life 
at  Sea  :— 

"That  a  simple  profesiional  exiunination 
Bhonld  be  reqaired  for  tha  rating  of  boatawBina 
and  carpentan  ;  ibut  teamea  with  the  rating  of 
A.B.  should  he  required  to  have  continuouj 
records  of  their  services ;  and  that  Bdvence 
notaa  ifaonld  be  legalised,  bnt  strictly  limited  ia 
all  oasai  to  the  advance  of  one  month's  wages  f  " 
Thb  president  (Sir  Miohaki. 
Hioes-Bsaoh]  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said  he  had  given  directions  for  clauses 
to  be  drawn  dealing  with  the  three 
Recommendations  to  which  bis  hon. 
Friend  referred.  He  proposed  to  circu- 
late those  clauses  among  the  Associa- 
tions and  other  persons  connected  with 
shipping  ;  and  if  the  replies  he  received 
were  so  generatly  favourable  as  to  lead 
him  to  imagine  that  legislation  on  the 
subjeot  wouM  be  non-coetentious,  be 
would  try  to  find  an  opportunity  for  it 
this  year ;  otherwise,  he  feared  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  do  so. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-ARREHT  AND  DE- 
TBNTION  OF  MR.  JOHN  MARA. 
Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  the  fresh  evidence 
has  yet  been  forthcoming  against  Mr. 
John  Mara,  detained  on  remand  by  Mr. 
Newton  on  the  charge  of  picking  pockets, 
made  against  him  on  June  2  by  two  de- 
tectives ;  if  he  could  state  what  was  the 
evidence  on  which  Mr.  Mara  was  arrested 
and  remanded;  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
expected  evidence  for  which  he  is  de- 
tained, who  are  the  witnesses  for  whom 
the  police  are  now  searching,  and  bavo 
they  vet  been  found ;  if  they  are  not  yet 
found,  how  long  a  time  is  it  customary 
to  detain  prisonsTS  on  suspicion  of  com- 
mitting a  crime  against  whom  no  evi- 
dence justifying  committal  or  conviction 
is  forthcoming ;  on  what  ground  did  Mr. 
Newton  refuse  the  bail  tfiat  bae  already 
been  tendered ;  is  there  any  limit  to  the 
powers  of  the  police  to  arrest  on  suspi- 
cion ;  if  eo,  what  are  those  limits ;  is 
there  any  limit  to  the  powers  of  a  police 


of  Commons  should  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  a  magistrate  in  dealing 
with  a  part-heard  case  in  a  Court  of 
criminal  jurisdiction. 

Ms.  CaINE  asked,  on  what  ground 
the  magistrate  had  refused  bail  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  it  was  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion. 

Mb.  CAINEgave  Notice  that  he  would 
repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

LOCAL  OOVEaNMEXT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WAI.ES)   BILL-SCHOOL  BOARD  FOB 
LONDON— TRANSFER   TO  THE  LON- 
DON  CODNTY  COUNCIL. 
CoLOKEi.  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  (for  Sir  Biohard  Tsupi^)  (Wor- 
cester, Evesham)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  will  exempt  the  School  Board  for 
London,  from   any  liability  under   the 
Local  Government  Bill  to  have  ite  duties 
and  responsibilities  transferred  to  the 
London  County  Council  7 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  LoTOUWilte, 
Devites)  (who  replied)  said :  There  is 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  duties  and  responsibiUtiea 
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of  the  School  Board  for  London  should 
he  transferred  to  the  London  County 
Council ;  and  when  Olansa  8  of  the 
liOcal  Ooremment  Bill  is  reached  in 
Committee,  the  Goremment  vill  be  quite 
prepared  to  consider  any  Amendment 
vith  the  view  of  shoving  clearly  that  no 
Buoh'arraogement  maybe  made  under  the 
clause. 

CODNTY  ELECTORS  ACT,  1888  — DE- 
CLARATIONS FOR  PABLIAMEKTAET 
ELECTORS. 

Ms.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board,  Whether  in  the  County 
Blectora  Act  of  May  16,  1888,  Clause  6, 
Section  1,  the  date  fixed  for  sending  in 
declarations— namely,  September  5,  ap- 

Elies  to  boroughs  and  counties  for  Far- 
amentary  and  Municipal  Begisters  as 
well  as  to  the  new  County  Begisters,  or 
whether  the  date  which  has  hitherto 
been  fixed — namely,  September  12,  will 
remain  the  last  day  for  sending  in  de- 
olarations  for  Parliamentary  elections  ? 
The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
aaid,  that  Section  6  (1)  of  the  County 
Electors  Act  made  September  5  the  last 
day  for  sending  in  declarations. 

METROPOLIS  —  HOSPITAL  SUNDAY 
FUND— COLLECnONS  IN  THE  PARKS 
AND  OPEN  SPACES. 
Ma.  BRADLAUaH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  on  Feb- 
ruary 34,  1 888,  he  approved  an  addition 
to  the  by-la wa  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  under  which  additional  by-law 
the  coUeotions  for  the  Hospital  Sunday 
Fand  have  sinoe  been  prevented  on  the 
open  spaces  under  the  control  of  the 
Board;  whether  he  is  aware  thatone 
prosecntion  has  been  actually  com- 
menced, and  other  prosecutions  are  now 
being  threatened  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  against  working  men 
and  others  for  making  collections  on 
BQoh  open  spaces  in  connection  with 
otherwise  lawful  public  objects;  whe- 
ther be  will  state  to  the  House  the  facts 
on  which  his  decision  to  create  this  new 
offence  was  based ;  whether  public  col- 
lections have  been  for  more  than  40 
Sars  made  on  the  open  apaoes  of  the 
etrt^Mtlii  fur  politioal,  social,  and  pub- 
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lie  charitable  objects;  and,  whether  he 
will  state  any  cbsbs  of  eril  resulting 
tbere&om  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthevs)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  at  the  time  named  I  did  approve  a 
by-law  prohibiting  persons  from  solicit- 
ing or  gathering  money  in  certain  Parks 
andopen  spaces  from  persons  frequenting 
the  same.  I  have  not  been  able  to  as- 
certain at  present  whether  the  Hospital 
Sunday  Fund  collection  has  been  pre- 
vented under  this  by-law.  I  am  informed 
by  the  Board  that  in  two  or  three  oases 
the  names  of  the  offenders  hare  been 
taken,  the  Board  awaiting  the  result  of 
the  case  now  pending  before  a  magis- 
trate. In  1887  complaint  was  made  to 
the  Board  by  a  ratepayer  that  the  prac- 
tice of  Bolioiting  money  after  meetings 
was  being  abused.  A  Committee  of 
the  Board  thereon  made  inquiry  ;  and 
they  found  reason  to  believe  that  certain 
persons  availed  thetnselres  of  the  per- 
mission to  hold  public  meetings  for  tlie 
sake  of  collecting  money  for  their  own 
purposes,  and  made  a  living  by  it.  I 
cannot  say  whether  collections  have 
been  made  for  more  than  40  years  in  the 
open  spaces  of  the  Metropolis;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  Board  that  it  has  not 
until  recently  been  the  practice  in  the 
Parks  under  their  ooatrol.  The  Board 
do  not  allege  any  evil  result  b^ond 
annoyance  of  which  members  of  the 
public  complained ;  and  thej  proposed 
the  by-law  with  the  view  of  protecting 
the  public  from  the  abuse  to  which  the 
practice  was  liable. 

Ma.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancraa,  W.) 
asked  the  Home  Secretary,  whether  he 
was  aware  that  under  this  by-law  the 
Sunday  music  provided  by  the  Sunday 
League  in  the  Parks  would  be  abso- 
lutely stopped,  as  no  otOIectioas  oould  be 

Mk.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
inquired  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  it  would  be  for  the 
public  benefit  to  stop  the  collection  for 
this  music  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  had 
given  all  the  information  in  his  posses- 
sion to  the  House,  The  practice  had 
grown  up  quite  recently  in  the  Parks 
under  the  control  of  the  Board.  Ho 
would  inquire  whether  any  evils  had 
resulted  from  these  publio  collections. 

Ma.  BRADLAUOH  asked  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  ordinary  law,  poraoiH 
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noald  Qot  be  prosecuted  if  the;  asked 
for  money  for  private  purposes  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  ha  n 
attempted  to  solve  questions  of  ordinary 
law  with  the  boo.  Member. 

Mb.  J.  KOWLANDS  asked,  what  was 
the  custom  with  regard  to  those  Parke 
vhich  were  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  was 
not  aware,  but  would  inquire. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  aaked  whethar,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  disturbance  might  pro- 
bably arise  &om  the  carrying  out  of  this 
by-law,  be  would  order  that  these  prO' 
secutiona  should  be  disoontinued  where 
the  oolleocion  had  been  made  for  a  hand 
fide  political  meeting  f 

Ua.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  afraid 
it  was  beyond  hie  power  to  make  each 
an  order. 

Ms.  BBADLAUGH  said,  that  aa  this 
was  a  matter  affecting  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  as  these  collections  had 
been  made  for  a  period  of  over  30  years, 
ha  should,  in  the  event  of  obtaining  no 
more  satisfactory  answer  on  Monday, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  tc 
oall  attention  to  the  subject  as  a  matter 
of  nrgent  public  importance. 

LABOTIIIEHS  (lEELAND)  ACT-EEEC- 
TION  OF  LABOURERS  C0TTAQE8— 
FERMOY  BOARD  OF  OUARDIANa. 
Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Obief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  be  ie  aware 
that  on  the  2nd  of  May  last  a  Besolution 
was  carried  by  the  Board  making  the 
expenses  of  the  erection  a  Divisional 
instead  of  a  Union  charge ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Local  Government  Board  will 
insist  on  the  Guardians  furthering  the 
construction  of  suitable  dwellings  for 
the  poor  labourers  at  this  the  most  suit- 
able time  of  tha  year  for  building  P 

Thb  chief  8E0RETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  shall 
now  reply  to  the  Queetion  in  the  form 
in  which  it  appeared  on  yesterday's 
paper.  It  ia  the  fact  that  the 
erection  of  157  cottages  has  beea 
authorized  in  the  Fermoy  Union;  13 
cottages,  authorized  by  Provisional 
Order  confiimed  by  Parliament  in 
1684,  have  been  built;  144  others  were 
authorized  by  Provisional  Order  made 
inJuae,  1887;  but  none  of  these  have 
Mr.  Bradkntfih 
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yet  bean  built.  The  latter  Order  became 
absolute  in  October  lost,  and  an  arbi- 
trator  was  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  in  February  last ;  but  the  arbi- 
tration proceedings  necessarily  took  some 
time.  The  Board  of  Guardians  origi- 
nally made  the  whole  Rural  Sanitary 
District  the  area  of  charge,  and  it  was 
accordingly  so  fixed  by  the  Provisional 
Order  of  1887.  Such  a  resolution  as 
that  referred  to  was  passed  by  the  Guar- 
dians in  May  last,  but  it  was  inoperative 
inasmuch  as  the  Guardians  l^ve  no 
power  to  alter  an  area  of  charge  deter- 
mined by  a  Provieional  Order  which  has 
become  absolute.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Local  Qovernment  Board 
cannot  take  any  steps  with  the  view  of 
compelling  the  Guardians  to  hasten  their 
proceedings  in  the  case. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES)— ACTION      AGAINST   "THE 

TIMES." 

Mh.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.H., 
Holmfirth)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General 
Whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
suggestion  which  has  appeared  in  the 
public  Press,  in  refarenca  to  an  im- 
pending action  against  T^  Ttout,  to 
the  effoot  that  the  Government  have 
placed  at  his  disposal  information  re- 
specting the  Irish  Members  of  this 
House  which  is  in  the  po^aesfion  of  the 
Government  P 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiCHAKD  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  have  not  seen,  nor  have  I  any  know- 
ledge of,  any  suggeation  or  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  the  Press.  The 
hon.  Member  must,  I  think,  be  aware 
that  I  should  be  guilty  of  gross  breach 
of  duty  if  I  were,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  answer  this  Question,  or  to  make  any 
statement  respecting  it  from  which  any 
inference,  direct  or  indirect,  could  be 
drawn. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbzton)  (Belfast,  W.):  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment is  not  under  a  similar  obligation  ; 
and  I  would  ask  him  if  the  Government 
have  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Attorney  General,  for  the  purposes  nf  a 
private  action,  any  real  or  imaginary  in- 
formation ? 

Ths  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MArTHBWs]  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  abso- 
lutely decline  to  give  any  informatiOB 
whateyeii 
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PERU  AMD  CHILI— THE  PERUVIAN 
BONDHOLDEBS. 

Mr.  HnNTER{Ab<)TbeeD,  N.)  asked 
the  TTader  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Afiain,  Whether  it  ie  a  fact  that 
a  I^toool  was  signed  in  Santiago,  on 
the  11th  of  April  last,  between  Senor 
Don  Augusto  Matt£,  Chilian  Minister 
tor  Foreign  Affaire,  and  Hugh  Fraaer, 
£sq..  Her  Majeaty'a  Minister,  resident 
in  Uhili,  relating  to  the  terms  of  a  con- 
tract known  as  the  Qrace-Arantbar  Con- 
tract, recently  entered  into  between  the 
Peruvian  fiondhatdeis  Committee  and 
the  Goreroment  of  Peru ;  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  that  Protocol  it  is  clearly  repre- 
sented that  Chili  ^11  submit  to  no 
departure  from  the  terms  of  her  Treaty 
of  Peace  with  Peru,  and  that  Mr. 
Fraser,  in  signing  the  Protocol,  assented 
thereto ;  whether,  since  the  said  Proto- 
col was  signed,  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
menthas  received  any  other  proposals  in 
writing  from  the  Chilian  Government 
fbr  a  settlement  of  the  claims  of  Peru- 
vian bondholders  ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  said  Protocol, 
and  the  other  proposals,  if  any,  of  the 
Chilian  Qovemment  ? 

The  under  8E0KETART  of 
STATE  R)R  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham) :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  answer  this  Question. 
On  the  12th  of  April  last  Mr.  Fraser 
announced  that  the  Chilian  GoTem- 
ment  had  made  confidential  proposals 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Articles  of  the 
Graoe>Aran1bar  Contract  to  which  they 
had  taken  exception,  and  also  proposals 
for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the 
bondholders  against  Chili.  These  pro- 
posals, so  far  as  relates  to  the  contract, 
nave  been  transmitted  in  the  form  of  a 
Protocol,  which  was  signed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Santiago  ad  rtfertH- 
dum ;  and  the  Chilian  QoTemment,  in  a 
separate  document,  have  submitted  cer- 
tain bases  of  arrangement  for  a  oombined 
settlement  of  the  bondholders'  claims  on 
Chili  and  Peru.  The  proposals,  being 
confidential,  cannot  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

THE    AD8TRALUN    COLONIES— 

CHINESE  IMUI0RANT8. 

Me.  HENNIEEB  HEATON  (Canter. 

^nr^)  asked  the  XToder  Secretary   of 


State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  was 
in  a  position  to  give  the  House  the  sub- 
stance of  any  cable  messages  received 
from  Australia  embodying  the  result  of 
the  Conference  at  Sydney  on  the  Chinese 
question  ? 

The  under  SECRETABIT  ov 
STATE  (Baron  Hbnrt  pb  Wobkb) 
(liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  I  will  read  to  the 
House  a  telegram  which  has  been  re- 
ceired  this  morning  from  the  GoTernor 
of  New  South  Wales,  reporting  the 
result  of  the  Conference  held  at  Sydney. 
The  telegram  is  as  follows  : — 

' '  nth  Juno,— At  the  Australailan  Uonf  ereace 
held  in  Sydney  on  the  12th,  13tb,  snd  Hth 
instant,  at  which  the  Colonies  of  New  South 
Wales,  Tictoria,  South  Australia,  QueenaUnd, 
Tasmania,  and  Western  Australia  were  repre- 
sented, the  queation  of  Cbineso  immigraUon, 
and  font  cablegram  to  tba  Oovemor  of  South 
Australia  in  connection  therewith,  were  fully 
considered.  The  Taembers  of  the  Conference 
are  sensible  of  the  wish  of  Her  Majestr'a  'Go- 
vernment to  meet  tha  Tiews  of  the  Coioniea, 
and  have  specially  deliberated  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  Eecurinn  legislation  whioh,  while  effec- 
tive, should  be  of  a  character  ao  far  as  possible 
in  accordance  with  the  feeling  and  viewa  of  tbe 
Chineae  Government.  They  have  not  over- 
looked the  political  and  commercial  interests  of 
the  Empire,  nor  the  commercinl  interests  of  the 
Colonies.  In  1886  the  total  exports  to  China 
from  New  South  Wales,  Victoria,  Soulb 
Anstralia,  Queensland,  and  Tasmania  were 
valued  at  £16,000,  out  of  a  total  export  trade 
amounting  to  £38,700,000.  Our  imports  from 
China  in  the  same  year  were  valued  at  £846,000. 
While  the  custom  of  the  Colonies,  therefore,  ia 
very  valnahle  to  China,  that  country  offera  no 
present  outlet  of  importance  for  Australasian 
trade.  There  boa  never  been  any  attempt  oo 
the  Dart  of  anj^  of  the  Colonies  to  close  their 
markets  to  the  imports  of  the  Chinese  Empire, 
although  moat  if  not  all  of  them  are  now  pro- 
duced in  great  quantities  in  the  British  Empire 
of  India.  The  euggeation  that  any  rastrictiona 
which  are  to  be  imposed  ahould  be  of  a  general 
nature,  so  as  to  give  power  to  exclude  European 
or  American  immigrants,  has  been  very  care- 
fully deliberated  upon,  hut  no  scheme  for 
giving  effect  to  it  has  been  found  practicable. 
As  the  length  of  time  to  be  occupied  in  nego- 
tiations between  the  Imperial  Quvemment  and 
the  Oovemment  of  China  is  nncertain,  and  as 
the  Ooloniea,  in  the  meantime,  have  reason  to 
dread  a  large  influx  from  China,  the  several 
Uovernmenta  feel  impelled  to  legislate  imi 
diately  to  protect  their  c"- — "  -  —  !"-•■  -- 


•ociol  and  moral  condition  of  the  people.  At 
the  same  time,  the  Conference  is  most  anxious 
that  Her  Mapesty's  Government  should  enter 
into  communication  with  the  Government  o( 
China  with  a  view  to  obtaining,  at  aoon  as 
poaaible,  a  Treaty  under  whioh  all  Chinese, 
except  ofBciftIs,  tiavellen,  merchants,  students, 
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.  ..J  clarae*  gbould  be  sntirely  OKoluded 
frotn  the  Auatraladan   Colonial.    By  wny  of 

MaistiDg  to  bring  nbout  auoh  an  understanding, 
the  Conterenco  has  recom men ded  the  abolition 
of  the  poll  tui  now  levied  upon  Chinoio  immi- 
granta.  While  beliering  that  the  local  le^sla- 
tioD  now  proposed  will  accomplish  Iti  ohject, 
the  Coloniea  irould  prefer  that  the  exclusion  of 
the  ChineBe  should  be  brought  about  by  '  ' 
national  agreement  of  e.  fnendly  nature, 
thecase  of  the  United  States.  The  Conference 
further  desires  that  Her  ilajeaty's  Oovsmment 
should  inducji  the  Oovemmonts  of  the  Crown 
Colonies  of  Hong  Kong,  Straits  Settlements, 
and  I>abuan  to  at  once  prohibit  the  emigration 
of  all  Chinese  to  the  Australasian  Colonies, 
unless  ihm  should  belong  to  tho  clssses  above 
mentioned.  The  Chinese  who  may  claim  to  be 
considered  British  lubjacta  in  those  Colonies 
are  very  nnmerom,  and  the  certainty  that 
their  migration  hither  was  prevented  would 

E've  great  and  general  satisfaction.  TheReso- 
tioDS  arrived  at  by  the  Conterenoe,  and 
which  have  been  embodied  in  ft  draft  Bill,  are 
as  follows : — 

1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Conferenoe, 
the  further  restriction  of  Chinese  immigiaUon 
is  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Australasia. 

2.  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinioc  that 
the  desired  restriction  can  best  be  secured 
throagh  the.diplomatio  action  of  the  Imperial 
Oavemment  and  by  uniform  Australasian  legis- 

3.  That  thifl  Conference  resolves  to  consider 
a  joint  reprecentaUon  to  the  Imperial  Oovem- 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  desired 
diplomatic  action. 

4.  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that 
the  desired  Australfuiaii  legislation  should  con- 
tain the  following  provisions : — 

(I.)  That  it  shall  apply  to  all  Chinese,  with 
specified  exceptions. 

(2.)  That  the  restriction  should  be  by  limita- 
tion of  the  number  of  Chinese  which  any  vessel 
may  bring  into  any  Australian  port  to  one 
passenger  to  every  SCO  tons  of  the  ship's  bur- 


Oolony  which  they   enter  be  i 


who  dissented,  and  Western  Australia,  who  ditJ 
not  vote;  while  the  second  and  third  ware 
carried  unanimously.  As  a  whole,  therefore, 
they  faithfully  represent  the  opinion  of  the  Par- 
liaments and  peoples  of  Australia. 

In  conclusion,  the  Conference  would  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  treatment  of 
Chinese  in  the  Australian  Colonies  has  been 
invariably  hamane  and  considerate ;  and  that, 
in  spite  of  the  intensity  of  popular  feeling 
during  the  recentsuddcn  inSux,  good  order  has 
been  everywhere  maintained. 

In  so  serious  a  crisis  the  Colonial  Oovera- 
ments  have  felt  called  upon  to  take  strong  and 
deciuve  action  to  protect  their  peoples  \  but  in 
so  doing  they  have  been  studious  of  Imperial 
interests,  of  international  obligations,  and  of 
thdr  reputation  as  law-abiding  communities. 

fianm  fftnry  de  Wvrmt 


They  now  confidently  rely  upon  the  support 

and  assistance  of  Uer  Mnjesty's  GoTernmcut  in 
their  endeavour  to  prevent  Ibaa  country  from 
being  overrun  by  an  alien  race,  who  are  in- 
capable of  assimilation  in  the  body  politic, 
strangers  to  Our  civilization,  oat  of  Sympathy 
with  our  aspiratioas,  aud  un&tted  for  our  free 
institutions,  to  which  their  presence  in  any 
number  would  be  a  source  of  constant  danger." 

LOCAL  GOVBRNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL-COUNTT  COTJN- 

CILLOliS. 

la  rep]jr  to  Hr.  Oohtbbabb  (Gomwall, 
Camborae), 

Thb  PEE8IDENT  o?  thb  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENXBOAED(Mr.BiTCiuB) 
(Towor  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  tbe 
duty  hat{  been  oaat  upon  the  Local  Go- 
Ternmeut  Board  of  fixing  the  number  ot 
Oouaty  Oouncillore  for  each  count;. 
The  printed  proposals  of  the  Oovsm- 
ment were  entirely  provisional.  He 
would  be  perfectly  prepared  to  oonaidor 
any  representatioDB  made  to  him  on 
the  Bubjeot. 

CBIUINAL     LAW     AND     FROCEDUitX 
(IEIELAND>    ACT,     1887— TREATMENT 
OF  PBI80NERS  AT  LOUQBREA. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Uayo,  E.) :  I  vrish  to 
ask  the  right  hoa.  Oeatlemaa  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
private  notice.    It  is  this — Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  state- 
ment mads  as  to  U  prisoners  who  were 
arrested    uader    the    Ooercion    Act   in 
Loughrea  on  the  day  before  yesterday, 
and  detained  for  one  night  in  the  Bride- 
well.   The  statement  is — 

"  That  we  protest  against  the  treatment  that 
we  have  received  since  onr  arrest  Wo  were 
taken  from  our  beds  at  3  o'clock  on  Wednesday 
morning  and  marched  to  the  police  barrack, 
where  we  were  detained  until  3  o'clock,  when 
we  were  taken  over  to  the  Petty  Sessions  Court, 
and  forced  to  listeu  to  the  reading  of  depositions 
until  6  o'clock,  when  our  application  tor  bail 
was  refused,  and  we  were  committed  to  Lough- 
rea Bridewell— we  consiating  of  11  men — where 
there  is  only  accommodation  for  t^ree,  and 
where  even  the  beds  of  these  three  were  almost 
wet,  and  quite  filthy.  In  the  interests  of  those 
— "lo  may  bo  committed  to  gaol  we  feel  bound 

make  this  protest." 
I  wish  to  know  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  this  protest ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  undertake  to 
ascertain  if  there  is  truth  in  this  state- 
ment ot  treatment,  endangering  the 
livei  of  theae  men ;  and,  further,  I  wish 
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to  ask  him  whether  he  can  famish  an; 
informntion  to  the  Home  u  to  a  oolli- 
aion  which  took  plaoe  jeetsrdB;  in  the 
town  of  Loughrea  betweeii  the  poople 
and  the  polios,  at  which  Bome  30  people 
are  said  to  have  benn  injured  7 

Tkk  OHIKP  SEORETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  B^LFouii]  (Manchester,  £.)•  X  only 
ffot  Notice  of  the  Question  when  I  came 
down  to  the  Houae  at  2  o'clock.  I 
immediatelv  telegraphed  to  Dublin ;  but 
I  have  received  aa  yet  no  information  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  billon  :  Oan  the  right  hon. 
OesUeman  give  any  security — as  thia  is 
a  matter  which  may  affect  the  Urea  of 
tbeee  men,  and  as  the  offence  with 
which  they  are  charged  is  a  trivial  one 
— can  he  give  the  House  any  aunrance 
that,  if  the  facts  turn  out  to  be  true,  he 
will  take  some  steps  to  see  that  these 
people  are  not  injured? 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOTJE :  Of  course, 
Sir,  the  Irish  Government  will,  in  this 
as  in  every  other  case,  do  alt  they  can  to 
secure  the  proper  treatment  of  pri- 
Bonera. 


GERMANY— DRATH  OF  HIS  IMPERIAL 
UAJESrr  FBEUERICK  III. 
The  first  LOBD  or  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  to 
have  to  inform  the  House  that  Her  Ua- 
jeaty's  Government  have  received  infor- 
mation of  the  death  this  morning,  at  a 
anarter  past  It,  of  His  Majesty  the 
lerman  Emperor.  It  will  be  my  duty, 
on  BConday,  to  move  an  Address  to  the 
Orown  and  to  the  Empress  of  Germany, 
expressing  the  de^p  sorrow  and  conoem 
of  this  House  at  the  calamity  whioh  has 
overtaken  the  Royal  Family  and  the 
people  of  Germany. 

8m  WUxLIAM  HAR COURT  (Derby): 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  absence  of  myright 
hon.  J'riend  the  Member  tor  Mid 
Lotblan,  I  have  only  to  say  how  deeply 
all  sections  of  thia  House  associate 
themselves  with  the  sentiments  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed, 
end  with  the  grief  that  is  felt  at  an 
event  whioh  is  not  only  an  affliction  to 
this  country,  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
nection of  the  late  Emperor  of  Germany 
with  the  Royal  Fanlily  of  England,  but 
which,  I  am  sure,  is  felt  to  be  an  irrepar- 
able loss  by  all  the  nations  of  the  civi- 
lized world. 

yOL.  CCp?SVII.     [tHIBD  flEHIIS.] 
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(ifr.  Cb/il>nllor  9/  the  Eiehiquer,  Mr.  WiUiam 

Btnry  Snilh,  Mr.  Jtekten.) 

THiKD  nxjjyma. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Db.  tanker  (Oork  Oo.,  Mid)  said, 
that  before  the  Bill  was  read  a  tibird 
time  he  should  like  to  have  some  expla- 
nation or  assurance  from  the  right  hon, 
Geotleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goeohen)  in  reference  (o 
the  question  of  annuities  in  the  BUI. 
The  market  price  of  3  per  cent  was 
taken  aa  the  basis  for  cuculating  an- 
nuities, and  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  have  mme  information  in  re- 
gard to  the  annuities  under  the  Tmstee 
Savings  Banks  Act.  He  held  in  hie 
hand  a  Return  from  the  National  Debt 
Oommiasionera  made  on  the  11th  of 
May,  18SB,  and  it  would  be  fonnd  that 
the  value  of  the  assets,  according  to 
Acts  of  Parliament,  differed,  being  fixed 
in  one  at  £47,D44,2t7,  and  by  the  other 
at  £45,853,108,  and  showing  a  large 
deficiency.  That  deficiency  would  have 
to  be  met  by  the  Commisaioners  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  he  should  like  to 
have  an  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aa  to  what  the  effect  of  the 
present  Bill  would  be  upon  the  deficit. 

Sib  WILUAM  HAROOUKT(  Derby) 
said,  he  had  mentioned  this  Bill  yester- 
day, hut  he  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  understand  that  if  it  was  in  any  way 
inconvenient  he  would  not  press  fm*  the 
information  he  had  then  asked  for. 
Probably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  it  before  the 
end  of  the  Session.  He  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  wanted  to  know  what 
measures  had  been  taken  io  refer- 
ence to  the  Debt  which  was  still  uncon- 
verted 7  There  was,  however,  another 
matter  upon  which  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  in 
regard  to  the  Bill.  Great  changes  had 
now  been  made  in  the  position  of  the 
National  Debt.  The  Treasury  bad  been 
good  enough,  in  reply  to  his  Motion,  to 
give  a  Paper  containing  some  fuller  in- 
formation as  to  past  transactions  in 
raferenoe  to  the  Debt  than  had  been 
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given  before ;  but  what  appeared  to  bim 
to  be  desirable  and  perfectly  feasible 
was  that  the  Commisai oners  for  the  Re- 
daction of  the  National  Debt — as  a 
Department  of  the  State — should  moke 
an  Annual  Beport  of  their  traaeactions, 
just  as  the  Post  Office,  the  Inland  He- 
veaue,  and  the  Gustoms  did.  It  vas  a 
Department  oompriBing  many  officers, 
and  supported  at  considerable  expense, 
and  it  was  odI;  experts  and  those  who 
understood  these  most  complicated  mat- 
ters who  were  able  to  give  information 
upon  them.  The  transactions  were  of 
an  extremely  complicated  character,  and 
there  ought  to  be  a  Boport  presented 
year  by  year.  He  would  go  further, 
and  be  should  lite  to  hare  the  history 
of  what  had  been  done  with  refereaoe 
to  the  Debt  since  the  great  war  in  1815. 
He  believed  there  were  ample  materials 
for  compiling  such  a  history,  and  it  was 
certainly  informatioii  that  ought  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  public.  He  would, 
therefore,  be  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Ur.  OoBchen]  would  hold  out  a 
prospect  of  making  this  an  interesting 
feature  in  connection  with  the  reform 
of  the  Debt  in  which  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman's  own  career  would  take  a 
distinguished  part. 

Me.  W.  BEOKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  said,  that  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer replied,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  as  to  the  reduction  of  interest 
in  connection  with  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks.  The  margin  of  proQt 
made  by  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
was  now  very  small ;  and  as  the  re- 
duction of  interest  on  Oonsols  would 
convert  that  profit  into  a  loss,  he  would 
like  to  know  when  it  was  intended  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  payable  b^ 
the  Poet  Office  Banks  ;  and  whether  it 
should  not  be  reduced  at  the  same  time 
as  that  of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  F 
ThrOHANOELLOR  of  thr  EXOHE- 
aUEB  [Mr.  GoacHEw}  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner),  the  point  he  has  raised  is  one 
of  ooQsiderable  interest,  but  really  it  is 
not  touched  by  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Bill.  The  annuities  dealt  with 
by  the  present  Bill  are  annuities  to  be 

f  ranted  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
t  the  hon.  Member  desires  further  in- 
Sir  WiUiam  Baraourt 


formation  as  to  the  deficiency  in  the 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  fund,  of  course  I 
shall  have  to  prepare  to  give  it.  With 
reference  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Basset* 
law  Divi8ionofNottB(Mr.W. Beckett)  as 
to  the  reduction  to  be  made  in  the  inte- 
rest upon  the  deposits  in  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  it  is  clear  that  the  rate 
of  interest  will  have  to  be  reduced.  The 
same  kind  of  measure  will  have  to  be 
applied  to  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
as  I  was  compelled  to  suggest  in  the 
case  of  the  Trustee  Savings  Bonks.  I 
cannot  say  the  precise  date  or  the  precise 
form  in  which  the  change  will  be  made, 
but  it  is  a  question  which  must  claim  the 
early  attention  of  the  Gorornment.  It 
is  extremely  difScult  to  deal  with  all 
these  matters  at  the  same  moment,  as 
all  of  them  involve  questions  of  great 
complexity,  and  must  be  approached 
with  the  greatest  care,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent injustice.  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  I  may  say  that 
I  am  at  present  engaged  in  considering 
the  best  means  of  dealing  with  the 
amount  still  outstanding  from  the  con- 
version. Perhaps  I  may  take  this  op- 
portunity of  stating  that  the  amount  of 
Oonsols  which  is  still  outstanding  is 
£40,467,771,  and  the  amount  of  Re- 
duced is  £6,009,968,  making  a  total 
of  £46,477,739.  These  are  the  latest 
figures  I  have  been  able  to  obtain,  and 
the  reduction  is  still  going  on,  as  the 
conversion  is  still  open  to  those  residing 
at  considerable  distances.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, all  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  in 
oontem.plation  to  have  that  Beport  made 
annually  by  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  National  Debt.  It  is 
:tremely  desirable  to  place  clear  and 
precise  information  upon  all  these 
matters  before  the  House,  and  I  can 
assure  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  that  I  will  do  what  I  can  in  the 
way  of  making  further  improvements  in 
the  statement  of  the  National  Debt,  and 
in  simplifying,  as  far  as  I  can,  what  I 
admit  are,  in  their  present  form,  some- 
t  complicated  figures.  I  will  also 
considsr  to  what  extent  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  be 
carried  out  by  issuing  an  exhaustive 
Beport  of  the  history  of  the  National 
Debt  during  a  coarse  of  years.  Of 
course,  I  have  verjr  able  f     *  ' 
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prodaoing  Buoh  a  Beport,   and  I  sm 

Suite  Bure  that  Sir  Rivers  Wileon,  the 
DntroUer  Qeoerol,  will  giv«  hia  beat 
attention  to  the  undertaking. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamleta,  Poplar]  said,  be  believed  that 
Buch  a  Paper  wouldl  be  a  most  inte- 
resting document.  He  hoped  that  it 
would  be  issued  in  such  a  form  that 
those  who  wished  to  compare  the  state 
of  the  National  Debt  now  with  what  it 
was  in  other  years  would  bare  no  diffi- 
cult; in  doing  so. 

Ua.  GOSOHEN :  I  cannot  accept  the 
BDggeetion  of  the  hon.  Member,  because 
it  sometimes  involves  difficult  matters 
when  we  undertake  to  make  compariBons 
iu  a  Betum  of  this  kind,  and  might 
throw  the  subject  into  some  confusion. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  bind  myself  as  to 
the  form  in  which  the  Betum  shall  be 
made,  or  how  far  it  will  follow  the  form 
of  the  Betum  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
National  Debt  Commiasioners.  It  is  a 
difficult  task  to  adjust  the  figuree  in 
snob  a  way  as  both  to  have  a  compara- 
tive and  Btatistical  interest  and  not  to 
avoid  oonfuaing  the  public  mind  to  a 
certain  extent.  I  will  examioe  tbe  point, 
and,  if  it  is  desirable,  will  see  that  the 
document  is  reprinted. 

Me.  CHILDER8  {Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  Annual  Be- 
tum which  was  called  by  his  name,  and 
which  he  bad  moved  for  at  tbe  request 
of  the  Treasury  for  many  years,  would 
be  continned,  although,  perhaps,  another 
oolnmn  might  be  added  to  it. 

Mb.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  s^d, 
be  hoped  that  tbe  Qovernment  would 
take  this  opportunity  of  the  reduo^on  of 
the  interest  in  the  Post  Offioe  Savings 
Banks  to  devise  some  aobeme  by  which 
indirect  presBure  would  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  ^e  holders  of  deposits  to 
induce  them  to  become  larger  holders  of 
Consols,  in  order  to  get  as  lai^  a 
number  of  persons  aa  possible  inte- 
rested in  th6  National  Debt  of  the 
conn  try.       

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  1  entirely  sympa- 
thize with  the  object  of  tbe  hon.  Member, 
and  I  think  tbe  House  will  sympathiEB 
with  it  also.  It  is  extremely  desirable 
that  tbe  depositors  in  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  should  become  large  owners  of 
ConsolB.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  num- 
ber is  increaainK,  and  I  will  endeavour 
to  formulate  a  i^an  by  which  it  ma;  oon- 
^aae  to  ' 


Mb.  E88LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  be  was  not  sure  that  he  was  quite 
in  Order ;  but  be  wished  to  ask,  with  re- 
gard to  the  interest  to  be  allowed  in  tbe 
case  of  Savings  Bonks,  whether  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Oovemment  to  assimi- 
late Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  tbe 
National  Securities  Savings  Banks,  so 
that  the  interest  in  both  cases  should  be 
as  far  as  possible  tbe  same  ? 

Mb.  J.  HOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  know  whether,  in 
dealing  with  the  interest  of  tbe  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  any  steps  would  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  wrongful  use  of  the  name 
of  the  Qovernment  f 

Mr.  GOSOHEN :  The  bon.  Member 
should  be  aware  that  there  is  a  Oom- 
mittee  about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  management  of  Trustee  Savings 
Banks,  and  one  of  the  qa»tions  with 
which  they  will  have  to  deal — in  regard 
to  which  I  shall  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  this  evening— is  the  description 
which  is  sometimes  given  of  these  banks, 
and  which  occasionally  involves  to  some 
extent  the  deception  of  the  public.  In 
reply  to  the  bon.  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Esalemont),  I  did  not  say  that 
the  amount  of  interest  would  be  precisely 
tbe  same  in  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks 
as  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks;  but 
the  relative  rates  will  be  maintained  as 
they  aro  now,  there  being  a  reduction 
of  ^  per  cent  in  both  cases. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patud. 

0RI>ER8    OF    TBE    DAT. 

LOCAL  QOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 

(Mr.  SiUkit,   Mr.    WiUiam  Smry  Smith,  Mr. 

CfiatietUoT  of  iAi  Exehiguer,  Mr.  Sterttary 

Matthnci,  Mr.  Unf.) 

couKiTTBE.     IProgreu  14M  Jwu.'] 

'    [sixth  kioht.] 
Bill  eontidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

PABT    I. 
County  GousQiLa. 
Clause  2  (Composition  and  election  of 
Council  and  position  of  chairman). 

Mb.  HBNEY  H.  FO  WLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton, £.)  said,  that  before  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras 
(Mr.  Lawson)  moved  the  first  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  he  wished  to  call 
tbe  attention  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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be  aware  that  there  had  been  cases 
whflte  the  Ghurman  of  the  Oaart  of 
Quarter  Sesoona  had  himBelf  appealed 
against  the  assessment  made  by  the 
Committee  of  the  TTnion,  and  had  got  it 
reduced.  He  maintained  that  the  ideal 
at  which  they  should  aim  was  the  Metro- 
politan model.  He  was  not  reiy  proud 
of  the  way  in  which  the  government  ol 
the  Metropolis  had  been  admiDistered, 
but  the  system,  as  a  rule,  was  good. 
Under  the  Aot  of  1869  there  was  a  quin- 
quennial valuation,  so  that  every  five 
years  the  whole  property  of  the  Metro- 
polis was  revalued,  'and  the  rateable 
value  fairly  repreaented  the  properly  of 
the  Metropolis,  while  the  contributions 
to  the  rates  kept  abreast  with  the  wealth 
of  the  community.  Perhaps  be  might 
be  allowed  to  point  out  how  the  system 
worked,  beoaaae  he  thought  it  would  be 
generally  appreciated.  Every  five  years 
mere  was  a  revaluation ;  the  overseers' 
forms  were  filled  up  as  to  the  rent  and 
terms  of  holding,  and  the  occupier  had 
notice  of  inorsase  or  decrease,  and  could 
appeal  to  the  Assessment  Committee. 
The  surveyor  of  taxes  was  always  pre- 
sent, and  had  snoh  large  powers  that  he 
could  insist  on  his  own  value  being 
taken,  so  as  to  make  unfaimeBs  or 
jobbery  almost  impossible.  Of  oonrae, 
there  were  provisions  for  intermediate 
valuation B  between  the  quinquennial 
periods.  When  any  property  was  rated 
for  the  first  time  or  the  assessment  in- 
creased, it  was  placed  in  a  provisional 
list  by  the  overseers,  and  notice  of  the 
increase  in  the  value  was  given  to  the 
owner,  who  could  object,  if  he  chose,  and 
go  before  the  Assessment  Committee. 
Then,  if  he  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  Assessment  Committee, 
he  oould  carry  the  cose  still  farther  and 
appeal  to  the  Assessmeat  Sessions,  and 
thence  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
The  Assessment  Committee  inserted  the 
new  rateable  value  in  a  supplemental 
list,  which,  together  with  all  other  lists, 
was  taken  into  consideration  when  tbe 
quinquennial  valuation  was  made.  The 
advantage  of  this  system,  be  thought 
everybody  would  admit,  was  obvious, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  application 
of  the  Schedule  to'the  Aot  of  1B69,  under 
which  there  was  a  certain  fixed  propor- 
tion deducted  from  the  gross  value, 
sometimes  amounting  to  a  sixth,  some- 
times a  fifth,  and  sometimes  a  fourth. 
He  beljeved  th^t  it  woifld  be  impossiblQ 
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man  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritohie)  to  the  wording 
of  the  second  line  of  this  clause.  He 
did  so  in  no  hostile  sense,  but  with  a 
view  of  securing  thot  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill  should  be  improved.  The  clause 
spoke  of "  the  administrative  business 
of  the  justices  of  the  county."  He 
thought  that  that  was  a  new  phrase  in 
legislation.  It  was  certainly  a  very 
slip-shod  phrase,  if  ha  might  use  the 
word,  and  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
devise  what  the  transference  of  adminis- 
trative business  precisely  meant.  He 
would  suggest  the  substitution  of  the 
words  "jurisdiction  and  power,"  phrases 
with  which  they  were  perfectly  familiar. 

Ths  president  of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BO  ARD  {Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
was  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  called  his  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  but  he  would  rather 
not  moke  any  alteration  then.  He 
would,  however,  consider  the  right  boD. 
Gentlemau's  snggestian. 

Ma.  LAWSON  {St.  Panoras,  W.),  in 
moving,  in  page  8,  line  7,  to  insert  as  a 
paragraph — 

"  Ths  preparation  and  reviMon  of  a  basit 
or  standard  for  the  ooimty  rata,  which,  with 
•uoh  additionB  and  modificaUonB  ai  mav  be 
naoeuary,  ihall  ba  the  basis  or  standard  for 
all  ratea  leviable  in  tbe  oonaty," 
said,  in  moving  that  Amendment,  he 
could  not  understand  why  Clause  S  pro- 
vided that  in  relation  to  the  preparation 
or  revision  o(  a  basis  or  standard  for  the 
county  rate,  or  in  relation  to  appeals  by 
any  overseers  or  persons  against  that  or 
any  other  rate,  sliould  be  retained  in  the 
hands  of  the  Justices,  and  not  trans- 
ferred with  the  other  powers  to  the 
County  Council.  The  rating  question 
in  the  oounties  was  a  very  big  one,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  should  continue  on 
its  present  basts.  The  state  of  assess- 
ment and  valuation  is  the  counties  was 
extremely  unsatisfactory.  What  they 
wanted  to  arrive  at  was  a  uniform  sys- 
tem of  valuation  and  assoBsment.  He 
was  quite  certain  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  knew  that  there  had  been 
many  unsatisfactory  incidents  connected 
with  the  present  system.  Some  resi- 
dences were  said  to  be  so  spaaous  and 
splendid  that  it  was  impossible  to  fix 
the  assessment,  because  not  letable. 
The  right  hon.  Qentlsmau  would  also 
■  Mr-  ffmry  H.  Foalfr 
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to  obtain  ao  equal  and  re^lor  system 
of  aeseBement  upon  valuation  except 
under  some  proTision  of  this  kind  and 
he,  tborefore,  moved  the  Amendment 
viuch  stood  in  his  name. 
Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  3,  line  7,  after  "  namely,"  io«ert  aa 
paragraidi  (i), — Th«  prapontion  and  reriuon 
of  a  baoH  or  itandard  lor  the  conntjr  rate, 
which,  with  inch  addition!  and  modifications 
u  may  be  Deceasaiy,  ihall  ha  ths  bans  or  atoa- 
daid  for  all  nitea  lenable  in  the  comity." — 
(Jfr.  Lattton.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk-DUGDALE  (Warwiokshire,  Nun- 
eaton) said,  he  had  been  somewhat  sut- 
piised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  refer  to 
the  work  of  the  Aasessment  Committee 
as  purely  administratiTe  business.  He 
should  have  described  it  as  one  of  the 
most  eBsentiallf  judicial  duties  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  methods  of  the 
assessment  and  the  levyinff  of  rates 
were  laid  down  in  a  Statute  of  1852, 
which  provided  for  the  appointment  of 
a  County  Hate  AseesBment  Committee, 
and  it  gave  them  power  of  levying  rates, 
of  having  all  the  offloers  before  them, 
and  examining  them  on  oath.  After 
that  was  done,  the  rate  was  sent  to  the 
overseers  and  submitted  to  the  Yeetry, 
and  the  overseers  were  required  to  for- 
ward any  objections  they  might  have  to 
the  County  Sate  ABeeoament  Committee, 
who  were  compelled  to  fix  a  day  for 
hearing  such  appeals.  The  County 
Bate  Assessment  Committee  thereupon 
appointed  a  meeting,  hoard  the  over- 
seers, or  whoever  made  an  objection  to 
the  basis  of  the  rate,  and,  after  hearing 
them,  settled  ths  rate,  and  laid  it  before 
the  general  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  could 
alter  it  in  any  way  they  liked ;  and  by 
the  Act  of  1852,  when  oontirmed  by 
them,  it  became  the  basis  for  the  county 
rate.  So  far  he  did  not  think  there  was 
very  much  objection  to  the  functions  of 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sesaions  being 
transferred  to  the  County  Council ;  but 
Sections  17  and  18  of  the  Act  of  185:^ 
gaveparishes  and  persons  affectedaright 
of  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  agaiust 
the  decision  of  the  County  Bate  Basis 
Committee.  Section  17,  which  gave 
that  power  of  appeal,  placed  appellants 
in  the  osual  position  of  persons  appeal- 
ing. They  were  to  issue  notices  and 
state  the  gtonnds  of  appeal,  and  to  go 


through  all  the  forms  of  procedure  in 
an  ordinary  case  of  appeal.  When 
the  cases  came  on  for  hearing,  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  required  to  hear 
witnesses  on  oath,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  County  Council  would  be  a  proper 
tribunal  to  perform  such  a  duty  as  that. 
Therefore,  although  he  thought  the 
making  of  the  baHis  might  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Council,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  unWise  to  put  on 
them  the  judioial  business  of  hearing 
appeals. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Qentlemau  the  Member  for 
West  St.  Panorae  (Mr.  Lawson)  did  not 
qnite,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  embrace 
all  the  matters  which  he  had  referred 
n  his  speech.  The  hon.  Member 
desired  to  have  a  new  system  of  valua- 
tion and  a  uniform  system  of  assess- 
ment. In  regard  to  that,  the  Covem- 
ment  were  in  entire  accord  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Originally,  these  matters 
formed  a  portion  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill;  but  so  many  clauses  were 
intricate  and  controversial  that,  at  the 
last  moment,  it  was  found  quite  im- 
possible to  deal  completely  and  Batis- 
factorily  with  so  large  a  question  as  that, 
in  addition  to  the  other  important  sub- 
jects in  the  Bill.  They,  therefore,  struck 
those  clauses  out ;  but  he  hoped  that 
they  might  have  an  early  opportunity 
of  dealing  with  the  whole  question  of 
valuations,  and  he  was  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  they 
were  to  take  any  standard  on  which  the 
present  system  was  to  be  amended  or 
reformed,  probably  the  system  existing 
in  the  Metropolis  was  the  system  whi<£ 
they  ought  to  take.  Therefore,  although 
there  wae  no  proposal  of  that  kind  in 
the  Bill  at  present  before  the  Commit- 
tee, he  could  assure  the  Committee  it 
was  not  because  he  was  not  fully  aware 
of  the  great  importance  of  the  subject. 
He  earnestly  hoped  that  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  deal  with  the  whole  question, 
As  far  OB  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Paper  was  concerned, 
it  dealt  with  two  questions.  One  of 
them  was  the  question  of  the  basis  of 
the  standard  county  rate,  and  the  other 
was  the  question  of  ths  basis  of  the 
standard  of  all  rates  leviable  in  the 
county.  In  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  preparation  of  a  basis  for  tho  County 
Bate,  he  had  listened  attentively  to  what 
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his  bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Nnneaton  Division  of  War- 
viokahixe  (Ur.  Dagdale)  had  said,  and 
he  agreed  with  most  of  the  obaerrations 
vhim  fell  from  hia  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  Aa  the  Committee  were  aware, 
they  did  not  propose  in  the  Bill  to  transfer 
the  duty  of  the  preparation  of  the  stan- 
dard or  basis  of  the  county  rate  to  the 
Oounty  Coamiil,  because  they  desired  to 
deal  with  that  question  also  in  connaction  ,  IS  years 
with  the  whole  system  of  valoatiou  ;  bat  '  ' 
they  had  receired  large  numbers  of  re- 
presentations from  Quarter  Sessions  in 
sU  parts  of  the  country,  strongly  urging 
them,  along  with  the  duty  of  lev3ring  the 
rate,  to  transfer  the  preparation  of  the 
basis  of  the  rate  to  the  Caunty  Council. 
They  were,  therefore,  prepared  to  accept 
that  portion  of  the  proposals  which  were 
made  in  various  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  in  accordance  with  the  view  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  They 
were  prepared  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment by  which  not  only  the  lerying 
of  the  connty  rate,  hut  the  preparation 
of  the  basis  of  the  county  rate,  should  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  But 
in  reference  to  the  appMle  which  were 
twofold — an  appeal  by  the  parish  against 
the  assessment  of  the  connty  autho- 
rities, and  another,  an  appeal  by  an  in- 
dividual against  the  rating  in  his  par- 
ticular case — these  appeals  appeared  to 
the  Govemment  to  have  on  important 
judicial  element  connected  with  them; 
and  they  did  not,  therefore,  propose  to 
make  a  transfer  as  far  as  the  question  of 
appeals  was  concerned,  but  they  proposed 
to  leave  the  question  of  appeal,  as  now, 
in  the  hands  of  the  judicial  authorities 
which  DOW  exist  edin  the  counties- 
namely,  the  Qaarter  Sessions.  He  hoped 
the  euggestioD  he  had  made  would  meet 
with  the  acceptance  of  hon.  Uembera 
who  had  pnt  down  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  He  proposed  to  move  the  in- 
aertiou  of  the  following  Amendment,  in 
page  3,  line  13 — "  And  the  preparation 
and  revision  of  the  basis  of  uie  plan  for 
the  county  rate."  With  regard  to  other 
rates,  he  wished  to  remark  that  there 
were  a  large  number  of  Unions  which 
overlapped  counties,  and  until  they  had 
all  matters  brought  within  the  area  of 
the  county  they  could  not  give  the 
County  Authori^  power  to  deal  with 
them.  Some  Unions  were  in  as  many  as 
three  counties,  and  if  they  gave  to  the 
county  the  power  of  fixing  the  basis  for 
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all  rates,  there  might  be  three  different 
bases  in  the  same  Union. 

Me.  HENEAQECGreat  Grimsby)said, 
that  although  he  was  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  concession 
he  had  made,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
went  quits  far  enough.  Speaking  of  the 
experience  he  had  gained  in  connection 
with  the  Oounty  of  Lincoln,  he  might 
say  that  they  had  been  now  waiting  for 
'  S  years  for  a  new  county  rate.  The 
bole  assessment  at  the  present  moment 
was  entirely  unsatisfactory— for  instance, 
the  docks  of  Grimsby  hod  sprung  up  and 
had  made  the  value  very  different  from 
what  it  was.  Then,  again,  the  assess- 
ment for  the  different  Unions  was  framed 
on  entirely  different  principles,  so  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  to  arrive  at 
any  uniform  basis  by  a  comparison. 
Therefore,  unless  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  go  one  step  further,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  would  be  in  ex- 
actly the  same  position  after  the  Bill  was 
passed  as  they  occupied  now.  He  had 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
giving  the  County  Council — 

"  The  ravimoD  of  the  preaent  conntjr  ind  poor 
rate  aueuments,  and  tba  prepanticm  of  one 
Qniform  ba«i  or  stuidard  of  assennieilt  tor  all 
rates  leiiable  within  ^e  area  of  their  joriadic- 
tion  under  thia  Ant,  aa  well  aa  the  heanng  and 
deciding  of  all  appeala  in  relation  to  Uie  county, 
district,  or  local  ratei." 

The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  ee- 
cura  that  there  should  be  one  uniform 
assessment  for  all  purposes,  whether  for 
county  rate,  district  rate,  or  local  rate. 
He  himself  would  go  much  further, 
and  desired  that  there  should  be  one 
collection  and  one  Department.  What 
be  desired  was  that  in  consultation  with 
the  Bevenue  ofBoers  some  authority  or 
other — and  he  could  not  conceive  a  better 
authority  than  a  Oounty  Council — should 
have  power  to  lay  down  an  assessment 
that  should  be  the  aale  assessment  for 
all  purposes  throughout  the  oounty.  Ho 
hoped  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  Would 
undertake  to  bring  in  a  valuation  Bill, 
or  some  clause  that  would  enable  a  pro- 
vision of  Chat  nature  to  be  carried  out. 
As  far  as  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went,  he  was  much  obliged 
to  him  for  the  concession  he  had  made, 
although  he  thought  it  did  not  go  far 


Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  there  ought  to  be  power 
on  the  part  of  one  parish  to  appeal 
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against  the  couiBe  pursQed  in  another,  in- 
stead of  allowiag  matters  to  go  on  as  tfaej 
did  at  present.  One  parish  ought  to  be 
able  to  go  in  and  see  that  another  parish 
was  kept  up  to  its  proper  valuation. 

Me.  OHANNING  ^Northampton,  B.) 
said,  he  had  heard  with  satisfaction  the 
oonceesion  which  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  made  in  this  matter ; 
on  the  wider  sohjeot  of  valuation  gene- 
rally, be  thougiit  it  was,  perhaps,  nn- 
reaeonable  topress  the  Government  at 
this  stage.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
snggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Nuneaton  Division  of 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Dagdale)  that  aa 
regarded  rating  the  functions  of  Quarter 
Sessions  should  he  limited  to  hearing 
appeals.  He  should  like  to  point  out 
that  this  was,  in  fact,  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  he  had  on  the 
Paper,  wbicb  exactly  carried  out  the 
Tiew  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  It  provided  that  the  County 
Council  should  have  "the  preparation 
and  revision  of  the  basis  or  standard  for 
the  county  rate."  He  bad  also  an 
Amendment  on  Clause  5  reserving  ap- 
peals to  tbe  Quarter  Sessions.  He 
understood  that  to  be  the  principle 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  GentlemBn. 

Mb.  8TAN8FELD  (HaUfaz)  said,  be 
was  a&aid  be  had  not  followed  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
liocal  Government  Board  clearly,  and 
hs  therefore  wished  to  ask  him  what 
was  the  purport  and  extent  of  the 
clauses  it  was  originally  intended  to 
include  in  the  Bill  which  dealt  with 
the  qnestion  of  the  basis  for  tbe  as- 
sessment of  tbe  rate?  Was  it  to  extend 
beyond  tbe  county  rate,  and  apply  to 
tbe  whole  of  tbe  rates  in  the  county  ? 
Be  bad  no  desire  to  raise  any  objection 
against  tbe  Bill  of  the  Government ;  but 
bo  was  bound  to  express  bis  very  great 
r^ret  at  tbe  statement  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  felt  himself  compelled 
to  make.  If  there  was  a  subject  of  pri- 
mary importance,  then  he  maintained 
that  in  any  scheme  for  the  reform  of 
County  Councils  the  question  of  assess- 
ment and  the  fixing  of  all  the  rates 
within  tbe  county  on  a  uniform  ^stem 
was  of  tbe  greatest  impoitance.  It  was 
not  a  question  which  needed  argument, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
deny   its    importance,  because  it   wae 


originally  part  of  his  measure.  Com- 
paring  it  with  other  matters  that  were 
contained  in  the  Government  proposals, 
what  could  there  be  so  important  for  tbe 
simplification  of  the  afiTairs  of  county 
government  as  securing  a  uniform  assess- 
ment of  property,  and  why  should  it  not 
be  undertaken  now?  The  OoremmeDt 
badintendedtoundertakeit,anditformed 
the  subject  of  a  certain  number  of  clauses 
in  tbe  Bill  with  that  object.  They  were 
not  very  numerous,  and  they  were  not 
clauses  whiob  were  likely  to  be  discussed 
in  a  contentious  spirit.  The  uniformity 
of  assessment  was  not  a  Party  question. 
Every  Member  of  that  House,  to  what- 
ever Party  be  belonged,  wae  bound  to 
desire  uniformity  of  assessment,  at  any 
rate  throughout  the  county,  if  not 
throughout  tbe  country  altogether. 
Since  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  put  the 
Aasesement  Clausesin  tbe  Bill,  and  after- 
wards withdrew  them,  certain  things 
had  happened — for  instance,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  withdrawn  the 
Licensing  Clauses,  which  were  conten- 
tious, and  would  have  occupied  much 
more  time  in  discuHsion.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  take  an  opportunity 
of  revising  his  inteution  of  not  including 
the  Assessment  Glauses  within  the  Bill, 
with  tbe  view  of  reinstating  those 
clauses,  and,  at  any  rate,  of  giving  bis 
Bill  a  more  respectable  appearance 
when  it  was  passed  in  the  shape  of  an 
Act  than  it  now  presented.  The  func- 
tions to  be  handed  over  to  the  County 
Councils  were  very  limited  in  their 
nature.  They  were  to  manage  the  main 
reads,  to  look  after  the  lunatic  asylums, 
and  they  were  to  have  somethiug  to  do, 
although  he  did  not  know  exacHy  how 
much,  with  the  police.  Those  were  not 
very  large  functions — in  fact,  hardly 
sufficient  to  justify  the  creation  of  the 
new  Body  and  the  positioa  it  was  in- 
tended to  occupy  in  tbe  county.  There 
was  a  clause,  it  was  true — namely,  tbe  8tb 
clause,  which  was  of  a  very  remarkable 
character — to  enable  by  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil all  the  admiuistrative  business  of 
almost  every  Department  to  be  handed 
over  without  any  actual  discussion  or 
assent  on  the  part  of  Parliament  to  tbe 
future  County  Councils.  That  clause 
would  have  to  be  discussed  in  due  time. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  meet  entirely 
with  the  acceptance  of  the  House;  but 
before  anything  of  that  kind  was  at- 
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absence  of  Party  spirit;  but  there  wero 
numberless  Divisions  aod  endless  diSsr- 
ences  of  opinion  In  regard  to  points  of 
valuadooB,  as  to  tbe  amount  of  deduction 
to  be  made  in  calculating  the  rateable 
value  of  property,  and  especially  as  to 
the  povers  to  be  given  in  relation  to  the 
Hevenue  officers  arising  from  a  uniform 
asaessment  for  Imperial  and  local  pur- 
poses. The  result  of  the  inquiry  of^  the 
Committee  was  that  a  fiill  tsb  intro- 
duced by  different  Qorernments  on  more 
than  one  occasion  in  that  House — a  Bill 
of  35  or  40  clauses— but  no  Oovernment 
ever  succeeded  in  passinjr  it  into  law, 
although  Members  of  all  shades  of 
opinion  were  agreed  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  introducing  the  principle  of 
uniformity  of  assessment.  Yet  with  all 
this  information  before  him,  and  witb  the 
Departmental  knowledge  he  must  have 
obtained  when  at  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board,  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  calmly, 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  with  he  did  not 
know  how  many  clauses  contained  in  it, 
in  the  middle  of  June,  asked  his  right 
hon.  Fnend  to  introduce  this  most 
difficult  and  complicated  subject  into  the 
Bill,  and  add  some  25  or  30  clauses  to 
it.  If  that  was  not  practically  an 
attempt  to  defeat  the  Bill  he  did  not 
know  what  was.  It  was  their  dnty  to 
act  is  an  impartial  spirit.  The  first 
thing,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  done  was  to 
institute  reform  of  county  government. 
When  that  was  done,  no  doubt,  the 
powers  of  the  tribunal  instituted  might 
from  time  to  time  be  Increased  ;  but  it 
would  be  as  absurd  to  try  to  place  in 
this  Bill  all  the  matters  with  which 
county  government  might  have  to  deal, 
as  to  insert  in  a  measure  for  the  reform 
of  Parliament  all  the  social  changes 
which  those  who  promo  ted  Parliamentary 
reform  might  hope  to  secure  from  a  re- 
formed Parliament.  Therefore,  with  as 
strong  a  feeling  as  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mau  could  possibly  entertain  of  the 
desirability  of  securing  uniformity  of 
valuation  for  Imperial  and  local  taxa- 
tion through  the  machinery  they  were 
now  setting  up,  and  with  the  firm  inten- 
tion, as  espressed  by  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  of  taking  the  subject 
up  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  the 
Government  could  not  consent  to  en- 
cumber and  defeat  their  Bill  by  insert- 
ing such  clauses  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested. 
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tempted,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  regarded  as  an  important 
matter,  in  the  future  establishment  of 
County  Councils,  surely  they  should  en- 
deavour to  deal  witb  the  question  of  as- 
sessment. The  right  bon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  House  that  he  entirely  agreed 
in  the  opinion  that  the  securing  of 
uniformity  of  assessment  in  the  counties 
was  a  great  object,  and  he  took  it  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  origi- 
nally thought  be  could  accomplish  that 
object  in  this  measure,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  uecesssry  to  introduce  a  separate 
Assessment  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man only  withdrew  the  clauses  because 
he  thought  they  would  occupy  too  much 
time.  He  had  an  opportunity  now  of 
reinstating  them,  and  it  was  perfectly 
certain  that  they  would  be  discussed  in 
a  n on- contentious  spirit.  All  desired 
that  the  Bill  should  be  reasonably 
amended,  wherever  it  was  necessary,  so 
that  when  it  became  law  it  should  he 
as  complete  as  possible.  Moreover,  it 
would  reflect  greater  credit  on  the  right 
bon.  Qentleman,  on  the  Government, 
and  on  the  House  if  they  could  succeed 
in  carrying  these  clauses. 

Thb  president  ov  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohabl  Hicks- Bbaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  on  this  subject,  seeing  that 
it  was  one  in  which  he  took  a  consider- 
able interest  when  he  first  entered 
Parliament  25  years  ago.  No  one  would 
accuse  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld]  of 
any  desire  to  defeat  the  Bill.  8o  far  as 
he  was  aware,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  supported  the  Government  wherever 
he  could,  and  had  acted  fairly  and 
straightforwardly  in  the  discussion  of 
the  measure  ;  but,  in  spite  of  that,  the 
effect  of  tbe  acceptance  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  proposal  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  so  insidiously  made 
would  be  tantamount  to  the  defeat  of 
the  Bill.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  remember  what  had  hap- 
pened already  on  the  subject  of  asaesB- 
ment.  The  first  Select  Committee  upon 
which  be  ever  sat  in  that  House  was 
one  appointed  in  1866,  and  it  was 
engaged  for  that  whole  Session  upon 
this  single  question  of  assessment.  If 
hon.  Members  knew  anything  of  the 
discussions  which  took  place  in  that 
Committee  they  would  be  aware  that 
the  subject  was  dieoueeed  with  aa  utter 
M:  Stanifild 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  12,  after  the  werd  "  foond," 
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QnoBtion,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
infleited,"  pot,  and  agreed  to. 

MB.HENEAQK,iiimoviiiganAineiid- 
meot  in  tlie  same  olause,  to  insert,  at  the 
end  of  line  1^ — 

"  The  appointment,  cantral,  and  diamitul 
of  chief  conitables,  and  the  manaKenient  of 
the  police  in  punuauce  of  this  Act, 
said,  his  objeot  was  to  hand  over  ths 
control  of  the  police  to  the  Count; 
Councils.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
since  he  pat  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  circumstances  had  very  consider- 
ably altered,  because  tbe  Licensing 
Clauses  of  the  Bill  bad  been  withdrawn ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  be  still  objected 
to  the  proposal  of  tbe  QoTemment  to 
give  the  control  of  the  police  to  a  joint 
committee  of  the  magfistrates  and  the 
members  of  tbe  County  Council.  For 
bis  own  part,  he  was  in  favour  either  of 
one  or  the  other ;  and  eventually  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  control  of  tbe 
ooonty  police  would  be  given  to  the 
County  Council.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  clear  tbe  way,  he  proposed  to  give 
them  that  control  now  by  his  Amend- 
ment; but  he  wished  to  make  it  per- 
fectly dear  that  be  should  prefer  that  it 
should  still  remain  in  tbe  bands  of  the 
magistrates  than  it  should  be  handed 
over  to  a  joint  committee.  If  he  did 
not  cany  hi B,^ Amendment  now,  he  should 
support  an  Amendment  to  provide  that 
the  coDtrol  should  be  retained  in  tbe 
hands  of  the  magistrates  instead  of  being 
handed  over  to  a  joint  committee.  His 
objection  to  a  joint  committee  was  that 
it  would  be  no  joint  committee  at  all. 
It  would  be  a  committee  either  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  or  of  the  County  Oonn- 
cil.  How  was  it  to  be  elected  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  Bill,  it  waa  to  be  elected  one- 
half  by  the  magistrates  and  tbe  other 
half  by  the  County  Council,  bo  that  ons- 
half,  under  any  circumstances,  must  bo 
magistrates ;  and  if  the  County  Council, 
in  electing  their  half,  elected  one-half 
magistrates,  three-fourths  of  the  entire 
committee  would  be  magistrates.  If, 
on  the  other  band,  in  order  to  prevent 
tbe  magistrates  from  having  a  predomi- 
nant voice  on  the  committee,  the  Coun- 
cil decided  not  to  elect  magistrates  at  all, 
the  effect  would  be  to  exdude  the  most 
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Us.  UATHBONE  (Camarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  could  not  altogether 
agree  with  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  boa.  Gentleman.  For  HO 
years  they  had  looked  for  the  promised 
Valuation  Bill,  and  they  wanted,  if  pos- 
sible, to  get  some  instalment  without 
waiting  for  another  30  years.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  whether  somethiug  might 
not  be  done  by  this  measure,  and  by  a 
very  simple  addition  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  ?  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  hod  pointed  out  that 
it  was  impossible  to  take  up  the  last 
part  of  the  Amendmsnt,  making  the 
standard  for  the  county  rate  the  stan- 
dard and  basis  for  all  ue  rates  of  the 
county,  because  in  a  great  many  counties 
the  boundaries  of  the  county  cut  the 
boundaries  of  tbe  Union.  That  was  a 
Tory  reasonable  objection;  but  in  a  great 
many  counties  that  was  not  the  case, 
and,  as  be  understood  tbe  Bill,  it  was  in- 
tended that  where  they  did  cut  the 
boundary  of  counties  there  was  to  be  a 
revision  of  boundaries.  He  thought 
tbe  following  addition  to  the  Amend- 
ment would  meet  the  case — namely, 
"  where  or  as  soon  as  the  boundaries  of 
the  county  do  not  cut  the  boundaries  of 
the  union."  If  the  Government  would 
adopt  that  principle,  it  would  be  possible 
to  give  a  good  instalment  of  what  they 
all  wished. 

Mb.  KITCHIE  said,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  be  impossible  to  deal  with  the 

Suestion  in  the  off-hand  way  suggested 
y  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  give  suggestions  as  to 
the  lines  upon  which  the  boundaries 
were  to  be  settled.  Such  directions 
would  be  absolutely  necessary,  and 
clauses  that  would  be  essential  for  the 

E roper  carrying  out  of  the  view  of  tbe 
on.  Gentleman  would  be  very  nume- 
rous. Therefore,  to  come  to  a  satisfac- 
tory concession  in  a  few  lines,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was 
hardly  possible. 

Mb.  LAW80N  asked  if  tbe  Govern- 
ment were    inclined  to  go  no  further 
than  the  first  line  of  tbe  .£nendment  ? 
.     Mb.    BITCHIG  :  We  shaU  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  first  line. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that,  in  those 
drcumstances,  he  should  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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efficient  magistrateB.  Thatvas  bis  chief 
objection  to  the  present  proposal  of  the 
BiU ;  but,  for  many  other  reasons,  he 
thought  that  the  County  Oouncils  had 
better  deal  with  the  polioo  altogether. 
There  were  many  duties  which  the 
police  would  have  to  perform  under  the 
County  Oouncila  with  which  the  magis- 
trates would  have  nothing  to  do. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  the  Ooremmeut 
would  either  agree  to  place  the  police 
under  the  County  Councils,  or  ii  they 
thought  it  would  be  better  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  that  the  control  of  the 
police  should  remain  in  the  bands  of 
the  magistrates,  let  them  take  that 
course.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  they 
would  not  agree  to  appoint  a  joint  com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pof^  3,  line  IS,  at  sdiI,  to  ioMrt  the  wordf 
"  the  appointment,  control,  tuid  dismiual  ol 
chiel  cODBtables,  aod  the  management  of  the 
police  in  purauuioe  of  thia  Aot."  —  (Mr. 
Htneagt.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Bia  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  an  Amend* 
ment  on  the  Paper,  which  he  intended  to 
move   in   Clause   5,    in   regard  to    the 

Sowers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  with  regard  to  the 
police,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  the  Committee  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  question  on  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  This  was  a  very 
serious  question,  and  one  which  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  pass  by 
in  a  light  way.  They  were  only  seeking 
to  retain  the  powers  posssssed  by  the 
magistrates  in  regard  to  the  police,  and 
they  looked  upon  it  as  a  question  of 
vital  consequence  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  He  looked  upon  the  mainte- 
nance of  law  and  order  as  the  one 
which,  above  all  others,  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates ;  and  if  upon 
them  devolved  the  duty  of  maintaining 
law  and  order,  the  police  should  be  ab- 
solutely under  their  control.  The  right 
bos.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Qreat 
Qrimaby  (Ur.  Heueage)  proposed  to 
place  them  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Council ;  whereas  hia  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Ix)cal  Go- 
vernment Board  proposed,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Mr.  Mmtage 


Constable,  which  was  to  be  retained  by 
the  Quarter  SesaioBB,  to  place  them 
under  the  joint  custody  of  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sewions,  and 
one  appointed  by  the  County  Council. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  contended 
that  that  was  an  unfortunate  arrange- 
ment for  many  reasons.  He  wished  to 
put  the  case  very  shortly — and  he  hoped 
without  any  prejudice — before  the  Com- 
mittee. He  thought  they  ought  in  this 
country  to  maintain,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  control  of  the  police  in 
the  hands  of  those  persons  who  hap- 
pened, from  ciioum stances,  to  be  in 
a  position  to  undertake  the  duties  of 
magistrates.  Uen  of  all  classes,  as  soon 
as  they  were  in  a  condition  to  support 
the  position,  tried  by  every  means  in 
their  power  to  be  made  magistrates.  It 
was  a  very  laudable  desire.  \Lattght»r.'\ 
He  saw  that  the  right  hon.  Uentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Uorley)  was  very  much 
amused;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that  there 
were  a  good  many  persons  who  were 
anzioue  to  become  magistrates  and  per- 
form the  duties  connected  with  the 
office.  If  they  took  away  the  position 
they  DOW  occupied  from  the  magistrates 
and  their  sons,  and  did  not  give  them 
something  to  do  in  the  country — \_Lcittgh- 
ttr.'\  He  knew  that  would  provoke  a 
laugh  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
But  if  they  drove  these  men  away  and 
prevented  them  from  rendering  services 
that  were,  in  his  humble  opinion,  of  great 
advantage  to  the  counties,  they  would 
only  drive  them  into  the  towns  for 
amusement,  instead  of  allowing  them 
to  learn  the  most  useful  part  of  man's 
education — namely,  the  administration 
of  law  and  justice.  That  was  one  point 
he  wished  specially  to  call  attention  to ; 
but  there  was  another — and  there  he 
felt  he  was  treading  on  delicate  ground 
— but  he  would  not  mention  names  or 

E laces.  Instances  had  occurred  lately — 
e  would  not  say  where,  or  whereabouts, 
although  a  good  deal  had  been  stated 
in  that  House  on  the  subject — where,  if 
the  whole  control  over  the  police  had 
been  in  the  bands  of  the  Connty  Coun- 
cils, there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
that  in  many  inatanoes  there  would 
have  been  a  grave  dereliclioni  of  duty. 

tDu»ent.~\  Hon.  Uembers  shook  their 
eads;  but  in  dealing  with  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  it  was  most  im- 
portant to  look  at  all  the  oonsiderationa 
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inTolTed,  and,  after  mRtureconBideration, 
to  come  to  the  ooncluaion  which  they 
believed  to  be  the  beit,  not  only  for 
particular  localities  and  individualB,  but 
for  the  whole  country.  He  believed  it 
would  be  £ar  wiser,  more  prudent,  and 
far  better  in  the  laterests  of  the  country 
that  the  police  ahould  remaio,  hb  they 
were  at  preseat,  under  the  control  of  the 
Quarter  Seasions,  and  it  was  with  that 
object  behad  ventured  to  put  down  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derb;^, 
Ilkeston)  said,  the  Committee  had  in 
thia  cage  a  means  of  testing  the  earnest- 
ness and  sincerity  of  the  Qovemment  in 
conferring;  upon  the  County  Councils 
OS  much  power  and  dignity  as  they  un- 
doubtedly ought  to  have.  If  the  magis- 
trates were  to  lose  many  of  the  powers 
which  they  had  hitherto  enjojra,  and 
which  they  esteemed  bo  highly,  why  not 
give  the  new  County  Councils,  which 
were  to  replace  them,  all  the  power  and 
dignity  the  magistrates  had  enjoyed,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  the  control  of 
the  police  7  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
only  way  in  which  they  could  make 
local  government  successful  was  to  give 
all  the  dignity  and  power  they  could  to 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  people. 
On  that  account  he  was  anxious  that  the 
control  of  the  police  should  be  given  to 
these  CouDoile.  There  had  been  no 
complaint  that  the  control  which  the 
large  Corporations  possessed  over  the 
police  had  worked  badly.  On  the  con- 
trary, all  the  evidence  showed  that  it 
had  worked  well,  and  be  asserted  fear- 
lessly that  some  of  the  scandals  of  police 
administrationwhiohhad  appeared  lately 
in  the  newspapers — and  some  of  the  in- 
stances occurred  not  far  from  where  he 
was  speaking— CO  nld  not  have  ocourred 
in  localities  that  were  controlled  fay 
Watch  Committeee.  For  that  reason  he 
supported  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Qreat  Orimsby  (Mr. 
Heneoge).  Last  Session  he  had  to 
bring  before  the  House  an  instance  of 
the  brutal  treatment  on  the  part  of  the 
police  of  a  child  in  his  own  Division, 
and  that  case  would  have  been  inquired 
into  with  much  less  friction  in  a  borough 
where  the  Watch  Oommitteehad  control. 
Having  been  a  member  of  a  Watch 
Oommittee,  his  own  opinion  was  that  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  representa- 


tives of  the  people  should  control  the 
police  of  the  district  in  which  they  were 
elected.  He  believed  that  oouree  would 
bring  about  a  far  larger  amount  of 
sympathy  between  the  people  whom  the 
police  controlled  and  the  police  them- 
selves. KowadajB  there  wae  a  atrong 
tendency  to  convert  the  police  into  a 
^UMi'-mUitary  force.  He  objected  to 
that,  beoauBe  he  wanted  to  eee  the  police 
in  closer  sympathy  with  the  people,  and 
to  bring  that  about  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  elected  representatives  of  the  people. 
He  believed  that  the  Amendment  wonld 
accomplish  that  object.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
west Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
spoke  of  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order ;  but  there  were  few  inatances  of 
the  violation  of  law  and  order  in  towna 
where  a  popularly  elected  Watob  Com- 
mittee controlled  the  police.  It  was 
only  where  the  police  were  onder  the 
control  of  the  ma^strates  or  the  Go- 
vernment that  these  questions  of  law 
and  order  cropped  up.  The  best  way 
to  preserve  law  and  order  was  to  place 
the  police  under  the  entire  control  of 
elected  representatives. 

Ma.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
[Mr.  Heneage)  had  declared  bis  desire 
that  the  police  should  remain  as  they 
were,  under  the  control  of  the  magis- 
trates. 

Mb.  HENEAGEaatd.  he  bad  notsaid 
anything  of  the  sort.  What  he  had  said 
was,  that  rather  than  leave  them  under 
the  control  of  a  joint  oommittee  he  should 
prefer  that  they  should  remain  as  they 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  said, 
there  were  four  proposals  before  the 
Committee,  and  it  would,  perhaps,  be 
better  to  consider  them  separately. 
There  was  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  wished  the 
police  to  be  under  the  control  of  a  joint 
oommittee.  The  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North-West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  was  that  they  should  remain 
as  they  were.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Groat  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  desired  them  to  be  under 
the  control  of  the  County  Councils  ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  had  a  further 
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proposal  that  they  sbould  be  under  the 
coattol  of  the  Home  Office.  He  did  not 
propose  to  coneider  the  advantag'eB  or 
diaadvantages  of  all  these  proposals  at 
onoe,  but  he  wished  to  suggest  only  the 
objeotioDS  he  entertaiaed  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau  that  the 
police  should  be  uuder  the  control  of  the 
elected  Body.  Now,  an  elected  Body 
would  not  be  always  and  altogether  in 
favour  of  law  and  order.  lu  certalu 
cases  the  elected  Body  would  be  entirely 
inthehaudsofoneclasslofthecom  munity , 
and  thatclass  might  beopposed  to  thalaw. 
In  the  mining  counties,  for  instance,  it 
would  be  altogether  in  the  hands  of  the 
Miners'  Organization ;  and  the  Uinors' 
Organization  was,  like  every  trade  or- 
ganization, not  always  in  favour  of  law 
and  order.  These  trade  organizations, 
if  they  used  their  power,  would  be  able 
to  command  a  majority  in  the  County 
Councils.  Now,  the  police  ought  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  one  (uass  of 
the  community  or  another.  Their  only 
business  was  to  carry  out  certain  laws 
passed  in  that  House,  and  they  ought 
not  to  be  influenced  in  any  way  by  any 
local  orpopularfeeling.  The  hon.  Qentle- 
mau who  spoke  last  (Sir  Walter  Foster) 
said  that  all  the  evidence  was  in  favour 
of  the  management  of  the  police  in  large 
towns  by  an  elected  Watch  Committee. 
He  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  denied  alto- 
gether that  there  was  any  evidence  what- 
ever to  justify  the  assertion.  On  the 
contrary,  the  weight  of  evidence  went 
against  the  theory  that  the  Watch  Com- 
mittee of  the  towns  managed  their  police 
either  as  well  as  they  were  managed  in 
the  counties,  or  in  Loudon,  or  in  Ireland. 
There  were  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  were  never  pnt  in  force  at  all 
by  Town  Councils.  In  some  places,  like 
Leicester,  the  authorities  refused  to  put 
in  force  the  YaccinatioQ  Acts ;  in  other 
places  these  elected  Bodies  would  not 

?iut  in  force  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Animals)  Acts ;  and  in  others  they 
would  not  allow  the  police  to  interfere 
with  licensed  houses,  because  a  good 
many  of  them  belonged  to  members  of 
the  Town  Councils ;  in  many  of  the 
boroughs  they  would  not  allow  the  police 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  weights  and 
measures  ;  and  in  others  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  was  a  dead  letter.  He  was, 
therefore,  justified  in  saying — and  he 
did  BO  without  fear  of  oontradiction- 
that  these  elected  Bodies  did  not  oc: 
4Ir.  Stanley  Leighton 


duct  their  business  satisfactorily  on  the 
whole.  He  thought  that  before  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  it  would  have  been 
prudent  to  have  had  a  searching  inves- 
tigation into  the  manner  in  which  the 
Town  Councils  had  managed  their 
affairs.  The  Commission  which  bad 
considered  the  question  in  1639,  just 
before  the  new  Constabulary  were  estab- 
lished, made  this  Report — 

"  It  appearg  to  na  e«aeatiftl  that  uij  paid  con- 
atabulory  ekould,  as  far  as  poBsible  viUioat  im- 
peding Uieir  ^neral  action,  be  under  the  judi- 
cial Kuperrision  of  the  local  msgiBtnitee." 
That  Commission,  at  all  events,  was  in  fa- 
vour of  thepolicB  being  under  the  control 
of  persons  who  were  responsible  for  the 
maitttenaDoe  of  law  and  order  ;  and  for 
these  reasons  he  strongly  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

ViBcocMT  LYMINQTON  (Devon, 
South  Molten)  said,  be  was  sorry  that 
his  right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Qxeat  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  had 
moved  bis  Amendment.  In  his  opi- 
i  it  was  positively  a  mischievous 
Amendment,  and,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  views  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
on  other  questions,  he  was  sorry  that  it 
had  been  moved.  It  was  impossible  for 
him,  and  he  hoped  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  any  other  Unionist,  in  view 
of  the  question  of  Ireland,  to  vote  for  a 
proposal  to  hand  over  the  control  of 
police  entirely  to  elected  GonnoillorB. 
ylronital  ehterg."]  He  heard  the  cheer 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  gave ;  but  they  did  not  shake 
his  position  in  the  least.  If  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
went  to  a  Division  he  should  certainly 
vote  with  him,  because  ou  other  grounds 
— not  upon  political  grounds,  but  upon 
grounds  of  principle  —  he  considered 
that  the  police  and  its  administration 
should  be  under  the  control  of  and 
directed  by  a  Judicial  Body — be  was 
in  favour  of  placing  the  police  under  the 
control  of  a  committee  of  magistrates, 
instead  of  handing  them  over  to  a  com- 
mittee of  elected  Councillors.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  there  were  many  objec- 
tions to  the  compromise  which  had  been 
offered  by  the  Government.  He  knew 
from  considerable  experience — having 
served  for  many  years  on  the  police 
committee  of  his  own  oounty — that  there 
were  questions  of  friction  and  of  diffi- 
culty that  might  arise ;  bat,  on  the  other 
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hand,  h«  pToferred  the  oompromiBe  pro- 
posed by  the  OoTemment  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gre&t  Grimsby.  Ha 
thought  the  Committee  ought  to  view 
the  matter  as  a  very  serious  one.  They 
need  not  only  look  to  Ireland  ;  bat  there 
vere,  unfortunately,  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kin  ^om  There  popular  f  eelin  g  or 
popular  exoitementfor  the  moment  might 
interfere  most  unjusUj  and  most  unfairly 
iritb  the  practic^  administration  of  tbe 
law.  [Oritt  of  "Where?"]  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  asked  him  "Where?"  he 
should  like  to  recall  their  attention  to 
the  position  of  affairs  in  many  of  the 
Welsh  counties.  The  point  was  that  it 
was  the  law ;  and  the  law,  until  Parlia- 
ment thought  fit  to  abrogate  it,  should 
be  maintained.  This  was  no  question 
whether  the  law  was  just  or  unjust;  and 
hon.  Uambers  were  returned  to  that 
House  by  a  demooracy  in  their  consti- 
tuencies, and  if  the  law  was  unjust  they 
should  get  Parliament  to  repeal  it,  but 
OS  long  as  the  law  existed  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Exeoutire,  with  complete 
impartiality,  to  see  that  it  was  carried 
ont.  What  he  objeoted  to  was  that 
they  should  be  asked  to  offer  an;  oppor- 
tunity or  means  by  which  in  times  of 
excitement,  or  in  the  passion  of  the 
moment,  the  laws  might  be  defeated, 
and  their  administration  be  obstructed 
by  pressure  being  put  on  the  police, 
and  the  police  prevented  from  carry- 
ing out  their  first  and  primary  duty. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  desired  to  say 
that  it  the  police  ware  to  be  preranted 
from  performing  that  duty,  experience 
had  repeatedly  shown  that  the  only  force 
on  which  the  country  could  rely  was  one 
which  it  was  most  invidious  and  objec- 
tionable to  use  in  such  eircumstanoes — 
namely,  the  military. 

Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Hid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  keep  the  debate 
on  BO  high  a  lercl  as  that  to  which  it 
has  been  raised  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  LymtDgton),  who,  according 
to  his  speech,  seems  to  imagine  that 
the  real  question  at  issue  is  not  the 
control  of  the  police,  but  that,  at  all 
erents,the  important  consequential  ques- 
tion is  the  dismemberment  of  the  Em- 
pire. The  tOQChiug  appeals  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  addnssed  to  those  whom 
he  oalla  Unionists  shoWs  that  he  is 
dnl^  impressed  with  the  ma(;nitude  of 


the  subject  we  are  now  discussing 
The  ch^lenge  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
very  serious,  because  he  says  so 
Unionist  will  support  the  proposal 
except  the  renegade  who  proposed  it. 
But  my  noble  Friend  will  find  there  are 
more  renegades  than  one,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  West 
Birmingham  (Ur.  J.  Obamberlain)  had, 
debating  this  very  Bill,  stated  that  he 
objected  to  the  proposal  of  Her  Ha- 
JBsty's  Government,  and  that  his  vote 
would  be  in  favoar  of  placing  the  police 
under  tbe  control  of  the  County  Councils. 
Having  nowdone  justice  to  the  lofty  and 
statesmanlike  elements  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  introduced  into  the  debate, 
I  will  descend  to  the  more  humble  mode 
uf  conducting  the  diaousaion,  which  I 
think  the  Committee  will  be  content  to 
pursue.  I  regret  that  in  some  epeeohea 
— not  from  the  Treaauir  Bench— an 
element  of  suspicion  and  distrust  has 
been  introduced.  It  has  bees  stated, 
with  a  good  deal  of  tact  and  caution,  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  with 
much  greater  coura^  by  the  boa.  Uem- 
her  who  followed  him,  that  they  cannot 
really  trust  popularly  elected  Bodies  with 
the  administration  of  the  police  in  con- 
nection with  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order.  I  venture  to  express  the  confi- 
dent conviction  that  when  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  comes  to  defend  tbe 
proposal,  he  will  not  found  his  defence 
upon  any  euch  ground  as  that  a  represen- 
tative Body  cannot  be  trusted  in  this  mat- 
ter, beeanse,  if  no  representative  Body 
can  be  trusted,  bow  deplorable  is  the 
position  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  great 
towns,  who  amount  to  half  the  popula- 
tion of  the  oountry,  and  who  are  in  the 
most  serioos  danger  in  respect  of  life 
and  property  in  consequence  of  the 
arrangements  made  for  giving  them  the 
control  of  the  police.  I  have  no  mis- 
trust of  anybody  in  this  matter.  I  am 
far  from  saying  that  the  magiatratea 
have  misused  their  powers  in  this  re- 
spect ;  and  it  is  not  because  they  have 
mismanaged  the  police,  but  because  I 
think  that  the  plan  proposed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  more  excellent, 
more  historical,  more  traditional,  more 
Ccuservative,  and  more  agreeable  to 
the  ancient  usage  of  the  country  that 
I  shall  heartily  snpport  his  proposal.  I 
must  say  one  won,  however,  with  re- 
gard  to  the  magietratea.    They  are  a 
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Judidal  Body,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
as  a  Judicial  Body  they  are  pBrticularly 
Tell  qnalified  to  exercise  control  over 
the  p^ce  in  the  matter  of  the  Game 
LawB.  I  think  in  that  respect  their 
control  of  the  police  might  be  attended 
with  a  certain  amount  of  injurious  effeot. 
I  am  far  from  making  any  imputation 
on  the  magistrates ;  but  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  the  magLStrates,  per- 
sonally concerned  oa  they  are  to  so 
large  and  special  extent  with  the  enb- 
jeot-matter  of  the  dame  Lawa,  are  on 
that  account  the  best  chosen  authority 
for  the  control  of  the  police.  However, 
I  do  not  want  to  put  the  case  on  that 
ground.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  yesterday  that  he  had  an  appre- 
hension that  the  Bill  waa  likely  to  lead 
to  expense.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that 
is  not  altogether  a  chimerical  apprehen 
aion.  We  are  now  going  to  create  e 
separate  Body  for  the  management  of 
the  police.  But  every  new  Body  means 
new  expense,  and  upon  the  ground  of 
economy,  if  that  were  the  only  ground, 
I  shall  certainly  prefer  a  plan  which 
keeps  the  police  under  some  Body 'which 
is  about  to  exist  for  other  purposes, 
than  a  plan  which  creates  a  new  Body 
for  the  sake  of  this  arrangement.  I 
think,  however,  what  has  been  said  in 
this  and  in  former  debates  is  of  very 
great  importanee.  We  are  now  about 
to  create  new  offices  of  considerable 
moment — at  least,  new  offices  which  we 
wish  to  wear  considerable  dignity,  and 
we  can  only  invest  them  with  dignity 
by  giving  them  special  funotionsi  And, 
for  my  part,  I  own  to  the  desire  of 

fiving  to  the  County  Councils  every 
uty  which  it  cannot  be  shown  (hat  they 
are  disqualified  from  performing,  or 
which  it  cannot  be  shown  that  they  will 
perform  worse  than  others.  It  is  most 
important  that  in  creating  these  County 
Councils  we  should  not  run  the  risk  of 
sotting  up  in  any  shape  whatever  offices 
of  great  prominence  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  not  he  sustained  in  the  mind 
and  view  of  the  people  by  adequate 
duties  ;  beoause  the  immediate  conse- 
quence would  be  that  the  quality  of  the 
men  who  will  seek  election  will  infallibly 
and  very  seriously  decline.  The  County 
Authorities  in  my  own  recollection  have 
hud  no   connection  whatever  with  the 

Silice.     At  the  time  when  I  came  into 
arliament  there  was  not  the  slightest 
connection  between  the  county  and  th? 

Mr.  W.  S,  GMttone 


police.  The  police  were  a  parochial 
affair ;  they  were  appointed  parochially, 
such  as  they  were.  No  doubt  they  are 
defective,  and  require  to  be  improved ; 
but  they  are  not  defective  because  they 
are  appointed  under  a  repreaentative 
authority.  Go  as  for  book  as  you  will 
in  history,  and  you  will  find  that  the 
management  and  appointment  of  police, 
as  well  as  the  responsibility  for  the 
maintenance  of  life  and  property,  was 
admitted  to  be  one  of  the  very  first  and 
most  essential  functions  of  self-govern- 
ment. In  my  opinion,  self-government 
without  the  maintenance  and  control  of 
the  police,  and  without  responsibility 
for  the  preservation  of  life  and  property, 
is  a  mere  skslston  or  phantasm  of  self- 
government.  And  how  came  the  magis- 
trates to  exercise  the  functions  that 
they  now  exercise?  Simply  on  this 
account  —  that  it  was  thought  right, 
very  properly,  to  put  the  county  police 
on  a  new  and  better  footing,  and  there 
was  no  other  County  Authority  whatever 
to  whom,  except  the  magistrates,  the 
management  of  the  police  could  be  en- 
trusted. When  I  come  to  a  case  like 
that  of  the  Municipality  of  London, 
where  there  are  4,000,000  people  to  be 
protected  in  person  and  property,  it 
may  be  wise  to  adjourn  for  a  reasonable 
time  the  transfer  of  the  Police  Autho- 
rity ;  but,  unquestionably,  in  principle, 
in  my  opinion,  whether  it  be  in  London, 
Liverpool,  Birmingham,  Glasgow,  or 
elsewhere,  the  normal  and  the  perma- 
nent arrangement— nay,  the  only  ar- 
rangement — agreeable  to  the  ancient 
usages  of  the  country,  is  an  arrangement 
which  entrusts  to  the  inhabitants,  and 
the  representatives  of  the  inhabitants, 
the  appointment  and  the  oontrol  of  those 
who  are  to  see  to  the  security  of  life 
and  property.  I  earnestly  oontend  that 
that  is  not  only  a  tolerable,  enduring, 
and  allowable  mode  of  securing  that 
life  and  property,  bnt  that  it  is  the  best 
of  all  modes. 

The  8E0BETABY  of  STATE  fok 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The  im- 
portance of  the  question  now  before  the 
Committee  is,  I  think,  fully  recognized 
by  us  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  adverted  to  ancient  usages ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  we  should  derive 
much  benefit  in  respect  of  this  discussion 
from  the  system  of  parish  constables. 
Thf  old  police  of  (h^  09unti^  waa  q( 
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the  most  imperfeot  and  inofficient  kind. 
But  I  think  1  could  show  that  the  police 
force,  Buoh  aa  it  was,  and  totally  in- 
efficient aa  it  was,  was  not  eatirel; 
divorced,  as  this  propOBal  would  diToroe 
~  it,  from  something  of  judicial  authority. 
The  old  parish  constable  was  nuder  the 
authority  of  the  Court  Leet,  and, 
primarily,  he  was  the  servant  of  the  law, 
and  not  the  eervant  of  a  merely  public 
body,  such  as  the  Yestry,  or  any  elective 
body.  Judicial  authority  of  eome  sort 
has  always  been  deemed  necesaary  in 
this  matter,  and  to  divorce  them  wholly 
from  such  authority  would  not  be  wise 
or  expedient.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
truth  in  what  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
said — namely,  that  when  the  ancient 
and  parochial  system  of  police  was  set 
aside  and  superseded,  there  was  no 
other  visible  body  in  the  country  to 
whom  the  management  of  the  police 
could  have  been  committed,  except 
Quarter  Sessions  ;  but  I  apprehend  that 
if  the  Acts  dating  from  the  beginning 
of  this  Beign  were  carefully  loohed  at, 
that  was  not  the  only  consideration 
which  guided  Parliament  in  the  matter. 
Is  it  true  that  we  can  expect  greater 
impartiality  and  calmness  and  more 
judicial  temper  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  from  a  purely  elective  body 
than  from  the  magistrates,  or  a  body  in 
whioh  the  magisterial  element  has  its 
influence?  I  think  not.  I  agree  that 
a  poacher  in  some  parts  of  England  has 
not  much  chance  if  he  comes  before  a 
preserver  of  game  ;  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  touch  the  sort  of  control  which 
we  think  it  desirable  to  keep  up. 
Though  I  am  far  from  saying  a  word 
that  would  imply  distrust  of  an  elective 
body  that  had  the  confidence  of  the 
people,  yet  I  do  think  the  inflaenoes 
which  operate  on  an  elective  body  is  a 
matter  to  be  borne  in  mind.  It  is  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  be  swayed 
not  merely  by  a  general  sympathy  with 
the  people,  which  is  a  good  thing,  but 
by  sympathy  with  temporary  gusts  of 
popular  feehng,  which  is  not  always  a 
good  thing,  and  may  lead  to  uncertainty 
in  respect  to  the  ad  ministration  of  the 
law.  No  doubt,  when  prejudice,  passion, 
and  feeling  come  into  collision  with  some 
particular  law,  and  when  a  special  law 
oeoomes  unpopular,  a  great  gust  of 
popular  feeling  arises  which  does  not 
repreeent  the  true  feeling  of  the  country, 
but  onl^  the  pMsioa  of  the  moment; 


and  it  must  be  recognized  that  a  body 
of  men  dependent  for  election  on  the 
sympathy  of  the  masses  may  be  less 
able  toresistthat  gust  of  feeling  than  the 
magistrates.  An  hon.  Uember  opposite 
spoke  of  the  manner  in  whioh  the 
Watch  Committees  of  the  boroughs  ad- 
ministered the  police.  I  admit  that  it 
deserves  admiration,  but  when  the  hon. 
Ctentleman  said  there  was  never  any 
disturbance  of  law  and  order  in  the 
boroughs,  I  would  point  out  that 

8m  WALTEE  FOSTER;  I  said 
that  certain  breaches  of  the  law  whioh 
bad  occurred  lately  could  not  have  arisen 
under  the  borough  system. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his 
mind  at  this  moment,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  forgotten  the  in* 
cident  at  Cardiff.  I  do  not  think  eleo- 
tioneering  influences  ore  desirable  things 
to  introduce  into  the  administration 
of  the  police.  Can  it  be  said  that  be- 
cause there  ore  mngistrates  in  one  county 
who  are  not  in  sympathy  with  the 
people,  that  where  they  are  drawn  from 
the  people,  they  do  not  represent  all 
olasaes  and  ranks  of  life  ?  Buoh  a  posi- 
tion cannot  be  maintained.  What,  then, 
is  there  to  lead  us  to  say  that  they  are 
not  to  have  any  share  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  part  of  the  law  which  is  committed 
to  them  here  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
Bill,  in  ofl'ering  to  the  County  Councils 
a  joint  share  in  the  management  and 
administration  of  the  police,  is  aa  large 
a  concession  as  can  reasonably  be  made 
on  this  subject.  The  whole  system  of 
the  financial  part  of  the  administration 
is  committed  to  the  care  of  the  County 
Councils,  and  the  various  duties  they 
have  to  perform  are  certainly  suflScient 
to  satisfy  the  ambition  of  any  man  likely 
to  become  member  of  a  County  CounoU 
withont  the  extraordinary  oourse  of  put* 
ting  the  whole  force  responsible  for  law 
and  order  into  the  hands  of  a  purely 
elective  Body. 

8m  GEOBGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the 
observation  of  the  Home  Secretary  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  importance  that  the 
police  should  be  under  the  control  of 
the  judicial  authorities.  He  took  ex- 
ception to  that  observation  as  a  matter 
of  principle-  If  there  was  any  autho- 
rity which  would  do  its  work  better  by 
being  con&ned  strictly  to  its  own  duties, 
{Sixth  NigU-l 
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for  very  obviona  reasons  it  was  tbe 
jadidal  authority.  And  when  th«  noble 
Lord  behind  him  (Viscount  Lymington) 
shrank  from  suppoTting  the  Amend* 
ment,  because  it  would  be  settinf;  up  a 
bad  example  for  Ireland  in  the  future, 
when  he  asked  whether  they  would 
hand  over  the  control  of  the  police  in 
Ireland  to  elective  OounoiU,  be  (Sir 
Oeorea  Trevelyan)  would  ask  him  whe- 
ther he  was  ready  to  aooept  the  alter- 
native, and  hand  over  the  control  of 
the  police  in  Ireland  to  the  Juatioes  of 
the  Peace?  But  they  need  not  go  to 
Ireland.  Let  them  look  at  Scotland, 
where  law  and  order  were  maintained, 
and  in  no  part  of  whioh  were  the  police 
under  judicial  autborifj.  They  were 
under  the  Commiesionere  of  Supply. 

The  LOHD  ADTOOATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonau))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  nnlTersitieB)  said,  he  was  in 
a  position  to  state  the  exact  contrary. 
The  police  foroe  in  Scotland  was  under 
a  judicial  authority — namely,  the  Sheriff 
of  the  county. 

Mk.  DONALD  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.E.)  said,  with  the  greatest 
deference  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  he  wished  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
was  in  error.  The  Sheriff  had,  no  doubt, 
a  voice  in  tbe  control  of  the  police,  but 
no  one  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  Sheriff 
had  two  distinct  functions,  one  judicial 
and  the  other  representative  of  the 
Crown.  It  was  not  in  his  judicial 
oapacity  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
polioe. 

Sib  QEOEGE  TEETELTAN  said,  he 
thought  the  Lord  Advocate  by  his  inter- 
ruption had  not  attained  tbe  end  which 
in  a  moment  of  hurry  he  bad  in  view — 
namely,  for  throwing  doubt  on  hia  argu- 
ment. The  Chief  Constable  in  a  Scotch 
county  was  selected  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Commissioners  of  supply,  who  were 
notjudtoiol  persons.  He  would,  however, 
pass  from  tbe  counties  to  the  boroughs  of 
Scotland,  where  law  and  order  was  pre- 
served, sometimes  in  the  most  trying  cir- 
cumstances and  in  the  most  admirable 
manner,  by  the  police  who  were  under 
an  eleotive  authority,  not  only  such  as 
they  had  in  English  boroughs,  but  such 
as  they  were  now  desirous  of  establish- 
ing in  the  counties.  What  great  city 
was  there  in  whioh  they  could  imagine 
it  more  difficult  to  keep  order  than  in 
8v  Gwrgi  3Vmlyim 


Qla^ow  7  And  yet  its  police  were  most 
admirably  managed  by  a  purely  elective 
Oouucil.  In  addition  to  its  great  float- 
ing population,  there  was  in  Qlasgow  a 
large  imported  papulation  from  Ireland, 
belonging  to  the  two  conflicting  parties 
in  that  country,  but  the  police  dis- 
charged their  duties  in  a  manner  whioh 
was  unsurpassed  in  any  other  part  of 
the  country,  and  they  were  under  an 
elected  authority  which  contained  no 
Aldermen  or  selected  Councillors.  In 
his  opinion,  the  more  purely  elective 
they  made  their  authority  the  more 
they  would  bring  on  the  side  of  the 
authority  those  moral  forces  which  were 
tbe  basis  of  law  and  order.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  much  less  danger  of 
favouritism  and  jobbery  in  an  eleotive 
than  in  a  nominated  Body.  Of  all 
important  concessions  that  could  ba 
made  in  the  shape  of  self-government, 
almost  the  most  important  was  the  dis- 
posal of  offices  of  rosponsibility  and 
emolument,  and  he  believed  that  this 
had,  perhaps,  as  much  to  do  with  the 
question  to  which  the  noble  Lord  behind 
bim  bad  referred  as  any  other  part  of  the 
question.  They  were  going  to  give 
Home  Rule  to  counties,  and  were  uiey 
to  keep  from  them  about  tbe  best  and 
most  important  piece  of  patronage  in 
tbe  counties  ?  In  Northumberland,  on 
the  election  of  Chief  Oonatable,  after  a 
committee  of  magistrates  had  carefully 
selected  three  candidates,  a  majority  of 
the  magistrates,  from  personal  motives 
and  under  personal  pressure,  appointed 
a  candidate  who  proved  to  be  a  most 
unsuitable  person,  and  whose  appoint- 
ment was  most  unfortunate  for  the 
county.  He  did  not  believe  that  would 
have  been  done  if  the  great  influence 
now  exercised  in  the  county  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Uie  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Uatthew 
Ridley)  had  at  the  time  been  exercised 
as  extensively  as  it  was  at  that  moment. 
But  the  thine  was  done,  and  he  believed 
it  always  might  be  done  in  any  nomi- 
nated Body,  and  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  such  abuses,  as  weU  ae 
for  tbe  purpose  of  separating  adminis- 
trative from  judicial  functions,  that  he 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  intervening  in  the 
discussion,  hut  thought  it  right  to  make 
a  short  statement  with  referenbe  to  the 
management   ^t  fhe   poUoe    in    Soot- 
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It  vas  perfectly  true  that  it  was 
bis  jadicial  but  in  bis  adminis- 
tratiTe  capad^  that  the  Sheriff  of  a 
ooQDfy  ID  ScoUand  took  charge  of  the 
police  in  ita  administratiTe  work.  He 
took  that  to  be  true  of  every  magiatrate, 
but  it  did  not  alter  the  fact  that,  as  in 
EoKland,  a  judicial  officer  was  entrueted 
wi^  the  control  of  the  police ;  and  not 
only  had  the  Sheriff  control  of  the  police 
in  a  county,  but,  if  at  any  time  diaturb- 
sncQ arose  in  a  borough,  and  he  came  on 
the  spot  and  took  the  steps  neceasary  to 
put  an  end  to  it  by  means  of  the  borough 
police,  the  magistrates  of  the  borough 
could  not  interfere  with  his  orders  and 
directions.  He  was  the  ezecutiTe  officer 
of  the  State,  and  the  responsible  ad- 
ministrative official  to  take  ^arge  of  the 
police  in  that  capacity  in  all  cases.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  boroughs  the  police  were 
administered  by  elective  Bodies,  but  he 
rentured  to  point  ont  that  in  that  respect 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely 
mistaken.  The  police  were  not  under 
the  orders  of  the  borough  council,  but 
under  the  orders  of  the  magistrates,  who 
vere  gentlemen  elected  and  chosen  by 
the  Town  Council  as  Aldermen  were  in 
England,  but  hod  to  take  the  position 
of  judicial  officers  as  well. 

Mr.  DONALD  CHAWFOKD  said,  it 
vas  no  accidental  or  verbal  distinction 
which  existed  between  the  functions  of 
the  Sheriff  as  Judge  and  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Grown  in  his  county,  and 
it  was  in  the  latter  capacity  only  that  he 
had  certain  authority  over  the  police. 
The  control  of  the  police  rested  with  a 
body  of  men  who  were  in  no  sense  a 
judicial  body — namely,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  who  were  qualified 
in  virtue  of  certain  property,  and  it  was 
to  a  police  committee,  nominated  by 
tikem,  that  the  control  of  the  police  was 
entrueted,  an  arrangement  which  cor- 
responded in  all  respects  to  the  police 
in  an  English  county.  It  was  entirely 
a  mistake  to  say  that  the  control  of  the 
police  was  made  dependent  on  judi- 
cial functionaries  either  in  counties  or 
boroughs. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  refer 
either  to  Scotland  or  Ireland  in  the  few 
observations  he  had  to  make  on  this 
subject.  All  he  desired  was  to  eubmit 
one  or  tww  practical  considerations  in 
connection  with  the  Bill,  which  related 
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solely  to  England  and  Wales.  In  that 
light  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
good  deal  of  force  in  the  objection 
ken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
_aved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Honeage) 
to  the  dual  control  of  the  police,  and  that 
being  so  there  remained  the  choice  be- 
tween the  County  Councils  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  magistrates  on  the  other. 
If  they  were  to  transfer  the  police  to  the 
County  Councils,  it  would  be  acknow- 
ledged that  that  would  be  a  very  con- 
siderable  change,  and  if  it  was  to  be 
made,  the  least  hon.  Members  could  do 
was  to  offer  some  serious  reasons  for 
making  it.  What  reasons  had  been 
given  m  the  whole  of  the  discussion  f 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevely an)  had,  by  way  of 
illustration,  cited  a  certain  case  which  he 
said  occurred  in  Northumberland.  He 
(Mr.  Chaplin]  was  unable  to  speak  on 
that  subject  from  personal  knowledge  ; 
but  he  Delieved  it  was  a  solitary  in- 
stance, probably  the  only  one  which 
oould  be  quoted.  [An  hon.  Hbhbsr  : 
No,  no !]  Then  he  hoped  they  would 
have  oUier  illustratione,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  there  was  less  jobbery  in  elective 
Bodies  in  appointing  to  important 
offices  than  there  was  in  nominated 
Bodies,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that, 
80  far  as  he  and  the  great  majority  of 
the  Committee  were  concerned,  that  was 
totally  opposed  to  their  experience.  Waa 
it  pretended  that  the  administratios  of 
the  police,  as  conducted  by  the  magis- 
trates in  the  past,  was  to  be  generally 
condemned?  They  had  heard  something 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester  about 
the  scandalous  administratioa  in  the 
post,  but  ha  believed  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man stood  alone  in  the  assertion  he  made. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
(or  Darby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  last 
night,  expressly  repudiated  the  making 
of  any  charge  against  the  magistrates, 
so  far  OS  their  duties  were  performed, 
although  he  complained  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  appointed  ;  and  that 
repudiation  was  re-affirmed  that  day  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  some  remarks  in  oonneo- 
tion  with  the  Game  Laws ;  but  he  ex- 
pressly guarded  himself  against  making 
any  imputation  against  the  magistrates. 
That  being  so,  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  waa 
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bound  to  come  to  the  conclusioa,  wbich 
was  a  perfectly  fair  one,  that  up  to  the 
present  time  no  fi^od  reason  had  been 
advanced  for  making  any  change  in  tlie 
system  whieb  by  general,  if  not  by 
uniTersal,  admiaeion  was  acknowledged  to 
have  worked  well  up  to  the  present  time. 
Who  was  in  future  to  be  responsible 
for  the  adminiatratiDn  of  the  law — the 
County  Oouncil  or  the  magistrates? 
There  was  no  question  that  for  some 
timeitmuetbothemEigietratea  in  whose 
hands  the  responsibiTity  was  to  rest. 
Why,  then,  should  they  be  deprired  of 
the  means  of  discharging  the  respon- 
sibility? The  right  ben.  Qentleman 
the  Afember  for  Mid  Lothian  made  a 
somewhat  sweeping  assertion  when  he 
said  that  the  County  Counoil  ought  not 
to  be  entrusted  with  every  duty  unless  it 
was  shown  they  were  qutdified  to  under- 
take them.  But  how  were  they  to  prove 
a  negative  ?  How  were  they  to  prove 
they  were  disqualified  for  duties  until 
they  bad  shown  themselves  unfit  to  per- 
form them  ?  He  would  rather  put  it  in 
the  other  way — reversing  the  contentioB 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and  say, 
"  Give  to  the  County  Councils,  and  im- 
pose upon  them  every  duty  that  you 
like,  as  soon  as  it  is  shown  that  they 
are  qualified  to  perform  them."  He 
was  opposed  to  binding  these  new 
Counoils  with  too  many  and  too  onerous 
duties  until,  at  all  events,  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  how  these 
bodies  performed  their  duties.  He 
hoped  that  when  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Heneage)  went  to  a  Division,  and 
he  supposed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  go  to  a  Division,  they — on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House — acoom- 

fanied  by  a  great  number  of  good 
riends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
would  go  solid  against  the  Amendment, 
Then,  when  the  Amendment  was  re- 
jected, it  would  remain  to  consider  at  a 
future  time  whether  the  control  of  the 
police  was  to  be  entrusted  to  the  autho- 
rity contemplated  by  the  Government 
in  the  Bill,  or  whether  it  should  be  left, 
as  in  bia  opinion  it  ought  to  be,  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates  as  at  present. 
Mb.  JAMES  STDART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxto-i)  said,  there  were  some  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  who  re- 
garded this  matter  as  inferior  in  im- 
portance to  none  in  the  Bill.  He,  for 
one,  must  express  his  surprise  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Jfr.  CAaflin 


West  Birmiogham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
was  not  in  his  place  to  take  what  he 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  regarded  as  the 
popular  side,  at  any  rate,  upon  this 
important  matter.  He  listened  with 
astonishment  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews), and  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
andleamedLord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald).  He  listened  with  astonish' 
meut  to  those  speeches,  because  in  them 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  argue  in  favour  of,  was  tbe  lialut 
quo  in  respect  to  the  police.  He  was 
astonished  that  those  two  Gentlemen 
were  prepared  to  support  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  contained  in  tbia 
clause.  If  it  was  desirable  to  remove 
the  police  from  the  danger  of  popular 
control,  which  was  really  the  essence  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Home  Secretary,  surely,  then,  the 
argument  was  that  the  police  should 
remain  as  they  were,  and  dead  against 
the  proposal  of  this  Bill,  which  was  to 
put  the  police  under  a  joint  committee 
of  the  two  Bodies  specified  in  the  Bill.  It 
ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  why  the 
polioe  were  placed  under  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  If  they  looked  through  the 
oountry  it  would  be  seen  that  the  police 
had,  by  the  wisdom  of  Parliament, 
always  been  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  Body  most  nearly  representative 
of  those  among  whom  the  police  acted. 
In  the  boroughs  they  were  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  representative  Body,  and 
the  boroughs  were  the  only  places  where 
they  had  representative  Bodies  ;  in  the 
counties,  the  nearest  approach  to  a 
representative  Body  was  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  In  the  case  of  London,  they 
found  that  the  very  reason  for  not  put- 
ting the  police  under  the  control  of  any 
Body  short  of  Parliament  was  given  by 
Sir  £obert  Peel  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act, 
and  the  reason  given  was  this,  that  there 
was  no  representative  Body  in  the  Me- 
tropolis in  whose  bands  the  control  of 
the  Police  Force  could  be  placed.  Now, 
why  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  argued 
that  the  police  should  be  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  Councils,  was  that  Parlia- 
ment was  creating  a  representative  Body 
in  the  counties  where  no  representative 
Body  had  hitherto  existed.  If  the  Go- 
vernment followed,  as  nearly  as  they 
eould,  the  conditions  which  had  beeii 
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laid  down  previoualy,  llie;  would  pli 
the  police  m  the  handa  ot  the  sew 
Bodies.  They  need  not  go  very  fat 
from  their  own  doors  to  see  the  evils 
which  arose  wheD  the  police  were 
tirely  managod  by  some  Body  away 
from  and  outside  the  people.  He 
auetted,  without  referring  in  detail  to 
a  matter  which  he  would  have  to  refer 
to  again, — he  meant  the  question  of  thi 
London  police— there  was  no  place  ii 
England  where  the  control  of  the  police 
was  more  removed  from  the  people  thi 
London,  and  there  was  no  place  in  En 
land  where  there  was  mora  dissatisfacti 
generally  in  connection  with  the  p«lice. 
He  did  not  put  that  at  the  door  of  the 
police,  but  at  the  door  of  the  method  of 
their  control.  If  they  went  over  the  water 
to  Ireland,  where  they  found  nearly  con- 
tinual the  conflict  between  the  peopU 
and  the  police,  the  police  were  controlled 
from  a  great  distance.  It  had  been 
noticed  by  people  coming  to  this  coun- 
try how  ready  the  people  were  to  assist 
the  action  of  the  law.  Feopte  here 
assisted  the  action  of  the  law  because 
they  knew  the  control  over  the  execution 
of  the  law  emanated,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  from  among  themaaWes,  much 
more,  at  any  rate,  than  it  did  in  other 
countries.  Even  as  the  police  were  now 
constituted,  in  the  counties  they  were 
more  under  the  control  of  the  people 
than  they  were  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Becretary  spoke  as  if  a  popularly 
elected  Body  would  be  subject  to  the 
whims  of  every  passing  impulse,  and  as 
if  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  or  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Police  in  Loudon  were 
Bodies  of  persons  who,  like  the  gods,  were 
entirely  free  from  the  influence  of  human 
affairs.  They  needed  to  go  no  further 
than  London  to  see  that  the  controlling 
Bodies  were  certainly  not  altogether  free 
from  the  pressure  at  certain  prejudices, 
and  he  asied  the  right  hon.  Qeatleman 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  there  were 
not  as  many  instances  of  unelscted 
Bodies,  controlling  the  police  in  this 
country,  being  affected  by  passing  events 
as  there  were  of  elected  Bodies  f  Al- 
though a  previous  speaker  had  referred 
to  some  temporary  difficulty  at  Cardiff, 
that  was  altogether  exceptional.  The 
borough  police  of  this  country  had,  as  a 
whole,  beenwelloonducted  and  managed, 
and,  as  a  whole,  had  been  free  from 
those  influences  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Heme  Secretary  songht 


to  attribute  to  the  police  in  the  counties 
if  they  were  made  subject  to  popular 
control.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
feared  popular  control  in  that  way, 
why  did  he  introduce  popular  con- 
trol in  the  Bill  to  the  extent  it  was 
introduced?  He  (Mr.  Jamee  Stuart) 
had  abstained  intentionally  from  enter- 
ing into  the  question  whioh  affected 
Londoners  more  than  any  other  body 
of  persons — namely,  the  relation  of 
the  police  in  London  to  the  people. 
He  had  done  so  because  the  question 
would  come  up  again  for  dieoussion. 
He  dealt  with  the  matter  on  general 
grounds,  and  he  repeated  that  there  was 
no  question  which  to  him  was  of  more 
importance,  there  was  none  which  re- 
quired more  discussion,  there  was  none 
on  which  he  and  hie  hon.  Friends  would 
criticize  more  closely  the  votes  of  those 
Liberals  who  sat  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches,  but  who  generally  voted  with 
the  Government. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R 
Holderness)  said,  he  thought  it  was  very 
unfortunate  that  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
(Ur.  Heneage]  had  coupled  together 
two  subjects,  each  of  which  seemed 
worthy  of  discussion.  These  eubjectg 
were  the  control  of  the  police  and  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constables. 
His  sympathies  were  entirely  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  one ; 
in  the  other  they  were  entirely  op- 
posed lo  him.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  in  bis 
speech  jast  now,  pointed  out  that  no 
one  had  shown  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  County  Councils  would  be 
capable  of  undertaking  the  duties  pro- 
posed to  be  entrusted  to  them.  But  he 
would  point  out  to  his  right  boa.  Friend 
that  when  they  were  constituting  a  new 
and  great  Body  like  the  County  Council 
there  ought  to  be  some  strong  reasaus 
shown  for  withholding  from  them  a 
dutv  BO  important  as  the  duty  of  con- 
trolling the  police.  He  held  that  the 
more  power  that  was  given  to  these 
aseembliee,  the  neater  would  be  the  posi- 
tion they  would  occupy  in  the  county. 
Nor  did  he  believe  there  was  any 
reason  whatever  to  suppose  that  popu- 
larly elected  Bodies  had  any  sympathy 
at  all  with  disorder.  There  were  ex- 
ceptional cases,  no  doubt,  but  he  thought 
it  conld  be  shown  that  elected  bodies 
generally  did  ezerdBe  with  rigour  the 
L  3  [SwW  *■«•'■    o" 
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the  whole,  the  control  of  the  police 
beio^  placed  under  the  County  Couscib 
was  of  mora  ur^ut  importance  than 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Conetable, 
and  it  vronld,  therefore,  be  hia  an* 
happy  fortune  on  this  occasion  to  dis- 
sociate himself  from  very  many  of  bis 
hon.  Friends. 

Mk.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  little  confusion  in 
the  debate  arising  from  the  mixing  up 
of  the  admini  strati  TO  and  the  judicial 
control  of  the  police.  Tba  Committee 
would  see  the  essential  difference  if  they 
would  allow  him  to  tecall  to  their  minds 
what  was  the  position  of  the  police  both 
administratively  and  judicially  in  the 
boroughs  of  the  Kingdom.  He  knew 
nothiDg  about  the  law  of  Scotland,  but 
he  knew  how  the  police  were  adminis- 
tered in  the  boroughs  with  large  popula- 
tions. The  administrative  control  of 
the  police  in  those  borougha  was  in  tba 
haude  of  a  Watch  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough,  and 
if  the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  the  Home  Secretary  was  cor- 
rect, that  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Qrimaby  (tfr.  Heneage)  amounted 
to  a  divorce  of  the  police  from  all  judi- 
cial control,  the  greatest  sinner  in  that 
respect  would  be  the  borough  which 
the  Home  Secretary  had  the  honooi 
,  to  represent,  in  which  he  ventured  to 
say  the  police  were  as  well  and  as 
efficiently  managed  as  they  were  in  any 
county  in  England.  But  in  boroughs 
there  was  alao  judicial  control  of  the 
police,  the  judicial  control  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary alluded  when  he  went  through  all 
the  various  processes  of  issuing  anm- 
I  monses  controlling  the  action  of  the 
police  with  reference  to  the  preservation, 
of  the  peace,  and  that  maintenance  of 
law  ana  order  to  which  so  many  hon. 
Members  had  alluded.  That  waa  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  and  was 
not  in  the  hands  of  Town  Goundls.  If 
they  went  into  the  counties,  they  found 
the  ma^strates  exercised  a  two-fold 
jurisdiction.  As  the  magistrates  are 
responsible  for  he  maintenance  of  law 
and  order,  they  controlled  the  police 
in  the  exercise  of  those  functions 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  had  alluded ; 
but  the  administrative  control  of  the 
county  police  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Police  Oouuuittee  of  the  county,  which 
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executive  powers  entrusted  to  them  in 
the  direction  of  suppressing  disorder. 
He  must  say  there  was  one  difficulty 
which  presented  itself  to  his  miud— it 
was  one  of  those  anomalies,  however, 
which  he  supposed  were  frequently 
found  in  our  system.  The  magistrates 
of  a  county  were  responsible  for  the 
peace  of  the  county,  and  it  certainly  did 
seem  en  anomalous  condition  of  things 
to  deprive  them  of  all  power  of  keeping 
the  peace.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
same  circumstancea  existed  at  present  in 
the  boroughs,  and  although  it  was  an 
anomaly,  it  was  one  of  those  which 
had  been  found  to  work  well.  There- 
fore he  supposed  it  might  be  equally 
applied  to  the  counties.  That  waa  the 
only  consideration  which  aeemed  to  be 
against  placing  the  control  of  the  police  in 
the  hands  of  the  County  Councils,  but  he 
should  not  oppose  the  proposalon  that  ac- 
count. Hedesiredihowever,  tosayaword 
in  reference  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constables.  That  appeared  to  be  a 
matter  of  much  greater  importance.  He 
did  not  believe  the  appointment  of  any 
high  official  could  be  satisfactorily  made 
by  any  lai^a  body  whatever,  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions  or  the  County  Council. 
He  had  been  informed  by  various  people 
who  were  familiar  with  the  working  of 
Quarter  Sessions  that  when  the  appoint- 
ntent  of  a  Chief  Constable  came  up  it  did 
happen  that  gentlemen  who  did  not 
usually  attend  the  Sessions  turned  up 
in  considerable  numbers.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  County  Councils  would  be  any  freer 
than  Quarter  Sessions  from  this  pecu- 
liar fallibility  of  human  nature.  Per- 
sonally, he  thought  elected  Bodies  were 
much  more  likely  to  be  swayed  in  that 
direction  than  Quarter  Sessions;  his 
belief  was  that  Chief  Constablee  ought  to 
be  appointed  by  some  individual,  be  he 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, with  the  power  of  removal  by 
address  from  the  County  Council;  and 
he  had  a  strong  suspicion  they  would 
get  better  men  in  that  way,  and  that 
there  would  be,  by  address  from  the 
County  Council,  a  check  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  men  ^rho  were  not  fit  for 
the  office.  He  was,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, in  some  doubt  as  to  the  way 
he  ought  to  vote.  He  had  to  weigh  in 
hia  mind  which  was  the  more  important 
feature  of  the  case— the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  or  the  control  of  the 
police.  He  was  bound  to  eay  that,  on 
Ctmmandtr  Bitkall 
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iras  appointed  by  the  Qauter  BeButms, 
and  reollj  he  did  not  suppose  for  one 
moment  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  DiTiaion  of 
linoolnshire  (Ur.  Chaplin)  would  con- 
tend that  that  vaa  a  judicial  function 
at  all.  That  was  a  porel;  administrative 
tUncUon  which  the  magistrates  had  dis- 
charged with  great  efficiencj  and  eco- 
nomy. The  point,  therefore,  waa  not 
whether  they  were  going  to  transfer 
what  was  judicial,  but  whether,  when 
they  were  setting  up  in  the  county  a 

Eopularly  elected  Body,  who  were  to 
ave  control  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
finances,  they  should  not  place  that 
elected  Body  in  precisely  the  same 
position  in  regard  to  the  administrative 
control  of  the  police  as  Town  Councils 
were  placed  in  the  boroughs.  Of  conree, 
they  might  argue  from  theot;  or  from 
experience;  they  might  argue  that  a 
nominated  Body  as  magistrates  were  a 
better  Body  for  exercising  these  funO' 
tions  than  an  elected  Body;  but  the 
vhole  theory  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  waa 
desirable  to  transfer  the  admisistrative 
functions  of  nominated  Bodies  to  the 
bandeot  elected  Bodies;  and  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  addressed  to 
the  Committee  against  elected  Bodies 
applied  not  only  to  this  clause,  but  to 
every  other  clause  of  the  Bill.  If  they 
wanted  to  judge  from  ezperienca  they 
must  take  the  eiperience  of  the  large 
boroughs.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary raise  some  doubt  about  the 
administration  of  the  police  in  large 
boroughs.  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
Leeds,  Liverpool,  had  all  larger  popula- 
tions than  most  of  the  counties;  they 
bad  a  larger  number  of  police,  and  they 
bad  a  more  difficult  population  to  deal 
with.  They  contained  large  numbers 
of  the  criminal  classes,  and  they  were 
subjected  to  what  had  been  called  popular 
gusts  of  feeling.  Yet  no  one  had  ever 
complained  that  the  administration  of 
the  police  there  hod  been  inefTective  or 
unsatisfactory,  or  that  in  any  way  the 
administration  of  law  and  order  had  been 
prejudiced  by  being  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  elected  representatives  of  those 
boroughs.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  alluded  to  the  case 
of  Torquay ;  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
intended  to  quote  that  as  an  illustration 
of  his  point.  There  the  police  were  in 
'  no  way  interfered  with  Dy  the  elected 


Body.  The  elected  Body  was  the  prase- 
anting  Body  in  that  case,  and  the  police 
were  perfectly  independent.  Speaking 
from  his  own  experience  in  a  Watoa 
Committee,  the  police,  in  the  disoharge 
of  their  functions,  in  the  preservation  of 
Laws,  were  not  interfered  with  by  the 
Town  Council.  For  all  purposes  of  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  the  police 
ler  the  control  of  the  magistrates. 
If  any  question  arose  the  magistrates 
communicated  with  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  if  it  was  necessary  action  was  taken 
through  the  magistrates.  All  that  the 
supporters  of  this  Amendment  argued 
was  that  the  administration  and  finan- 
cial control  of  the  police  and  the  patron- 
age of  the  police  should  fallow  the  ad- 
ministration  and  financial  control  of  all 
the  other  buainesB  of  the  county.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Holdemess  Division  of  York 
(Commander  fiethelt)  referred  to  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable.  He  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  thought  he  could  show  to  the 
Committee,  if  they  could  go  through  the 
various  elections  which  bad  taken  place, 
that  the  election  of  a  Chief  Constable  in  a 
large  borough  waa  not  conducted  on 
those  principles  of  papular  election 
which  prevailed  in  counties.  The  ap- 
pointment of  a  Chief  Constable — say,  at 
Birmingham,  or  any  other  large  town 
— vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Watch 
Committee,  which  was  a  small  Body. 
There  had  just  been  a  Chief  Constable 
elected  in  Staffordshire,  and  the  election 
had  aroused  as  much  interest  among  the 
magistracy  as  a  Parliamentary  Election 
Votes  had  been  sou  eh  t  East  and 
West,  and  North  and  South.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  Quarter  Sessions 
elected  the  very  beat  man,  but  to  say 
that  there  had  been  anything  of  a 
judicial  character  in  the  election  pro- 
ceedings was  to  caricature  judicial  func- 
tions. The  principle  which  underlay  the 
whole  of  this  question  was,  were  they 
prepared  to  maintain  that  constituents 
who  were  competent  to  elect  men  to  sit 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  control  all 
the  naval  and  military  expenditure,  and 
to  control  the  policy  of  the  Empire,  were 
incapable  of  electing  a  Body  of  men  in 
order  to  control  financially  the  police 
force  in  the  counties  in  which  they  lived. 
If  popular  election  was  worthy  of  the 
name,  if  popular  government  could  he 
trusted  to  any  extent,  it  surely  could  be 
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tmsted  to  the  estent  whioh  the  vary 
small  Amendment  of  ths  right  hoa.  Oen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Heneap;e)  proposed.  He 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  that  they  would  not  maim  the 
I^epreaeotative  GounciU  of  the  Oountiea 
by  depriving  them  ef  funotioaa  which 
similarly  elected  Bodies  in  great  towns 
had  efficieatly  discharged  for  upwards 
of  half  a  century. 

Ur.  KITCHIE  said,  that  what  they 
all  desired  was  that  now  they  were  con- 
stituting new  county  authorities  they 
should  make  adequate  provision  for  the 
maiuteoaiice  of  that  foroe  which  had  the 

E reservation  of  law  and  order  jo  its 
ands  in  a  stats  of  effieiency.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
had  drawn  an  analogy  from  the  case  of 
towns,  and  had  endeavoured  to  prove 
from  that  analogy  that  they  would  be 
perfectly  safe  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion of  the  police  in  the  counties  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  manner  as  had  been  for 
a  long  time  past  done  in  towns.  But  he 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  had  ventured  once  before 
in  discussing  this  question  to  point  out 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Oovemment, 
there  was  a  very  marked  and  wide  differ- 
ence between  a  borough  and  a  county 
for  purposes  of  this  kind.  He  ventured 
again  to  press  upon  the  Committee  that 
there  was  that  very  real  distinction,  a 
distinction  which  made  it  easential  that 
they  should  consider  this  question  of 
counties  altogether  apart  from  the  ques- 
tion of  how  the  matter  was  arrsngod  in 
the  large  towns  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  no  doubt  competent  to 
speak.  What  was  the  position  in  large 
boroughs,  atBirmingham,  and  Liverpool, 
and  Wolverhampton  ?  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  administration  of  the 
police  was  in  the  hands  of  elected 
Bodies,  but  he  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
would  acknowledge  that  the  representa- 
tion of  individual  interests  in  the  borough 
he  represented  was  very  much  mure 
complete  than  it  was  possible  for  them 
to  hope  for  in  the  case  of  the  smaller 
areas  over  whit-h  the  County  Councils 
would  have  to  exeroise  control.  The 
Town  Councils  of  the  large  boroughs 
consisted  of  a  very  large  number  of  repro- 
sentalivea  ;  they  were  elected  in  consider- 
able number  from  all  parts  of  the 
borough,  and  they  represented  all  aeo- 
J/r.  HtnryS.  Ftwltr 


tions  of  the  community  within  the 
borough.  A  borough  itself  was  a  com- 
paratively small  area  ;  although  the 
population  was  large  it  was  confined 
within  a  very  limited  space,  and  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  every  part  of  the 
borough  was  within  the  knowledge  of 
all  the  members  of  the  oouncil  having 
to  administer  the  police  who  had  the 
care  of  law  and  order.  But  what  was 
the  condition  of  things  in  oounties? 
They  had  a  very  large  number  of  dis- 
tricts in  the  counties,  some  of  them  rural, 
some  of  them  municipal  boroughs,  and 
if  they  were  to  follow  out  the  analogy 
of  the  boroughs,  the  fit  and  proper  system 
would  be  not  to  give  the  control  of  the 
police  to  the  County  Oouncils  at  all  or 
to  any  Joint  Committee,  bnt  to  have  a 
separate  police  foroe  for  all  the  various 
districts  over  which  the  District  Councils 
which  were  to  be  created  should  have 
separate  administrative  control.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  pro- 
pose that,  and  no  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  proposed  it.  What  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  proposed  was  that  the 
County  Council — which  was  elected  from 
a  very  large  area,  an  area  which  con- 
tained many  smaller  areas  often  very 
widely  scattered,  and  very  often  in  no 
sense  connected  by  interest  or  associa- 
tion— that  they  should  give  to  the  County 
Council  which  represented  all  the  various 
places  in  the  county  the  control  of  the 
police  for  the  whole  area  of  the  county 
including  both  rural  and  urban  districts. 
Now,  in  some  oountiea  the  area  was  bo 
large  and  the  population  was  so  great 
that  the  number  of  representatives 
which  were  to  be  retained  in  order  to 
makeaworkableCounoil compelled  them 
to  limit  very  much  indeed  the  num- 
ber of  representativee  to  be  returned 
from  the  various  areas,  and  many  of 
these  areas,  some  of  them  boroughs, 
some  large  urban  districts,  others 
rural  districts,  would  only  return  one 
or  two  members.  Now,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  think  that  it 
could  be  in  any  sense  considered  that 
the  representatives  of  these  districts  or 
the  ratepayers  of  these  districts  could 
have  that  complete  control  over  the 
police  force  which  the  ratepayers  of  a 
borough  had  over  their  polios  force. 
That  being  so,  and  the  county  itself  con- 
sisting of  a  very  large  area  of  very 
scattered  population,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  districts,  hardly  any  ona  of 
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□pinion  be  the  best  foT  maintaining  in 
efficiency  the  police  force ;  and  in  asso- 
ciating  the  old  and  neir  Bodies  for 
that  object,  they  thought  they  had 
arrived  at  a  solution  of  the  difficulty 
which  met  exactly  the  requiremente  of 
the  case,  and  which  did  notin  any  shape 
or  form  reflect  the  smallest  discredit  or 
suspicion  upon  the  new  Authorities. 
Me.    BOWEN   ROWLANDS  (Car- 


whicfa  had  connection  with  the  other, 
they  considered  that  the  BepresentatiTc 
Council  of  that  county  was  not  in  the 
same  sense  as  qualified  to  efficiently 
represent  all  the  Tarioua  communities, 
as  able  to  give  that  same  kind  of  control 
over  the  police  force  aa  a  Town  Council 
of  a  borough  was.  These  things  con- 
sidered, let  him  observe  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  QoTemment,  was  the  best 
means  for  pioriding  for  the  adequate 
administratioD  of  the  police  force.  They 
found  that  hitherto  it  had  been  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates.  They 
recognized  at  once  that,  having  set  up  a 
great  Representative  Institution,  they 
could  not  propose  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  duly  elected  were  to  have  no  con- 
trol over  the  administration  of  the  police 
force,  hut  th^  considered  that,  having 
Bet  up  as  entirely  new  Body  under  the 
oircnmatances  he  had  named,  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  put  the  entire  control  of 
this  force  which  was  responsible  for  law 
and  order  throughout  the  great  county 
area  under  the  new  Body.  They,  there- 
fore, thought  it  was  a  perfectly  justifi- 
able proposal  that  along  with  this  new 
Body  they  should  associate  the  old  body 
which  had  for  so  many  years  adequately 
performed  its  duties  respecting  the  ad- 
ministration of  police.  He  did  not  anti- 
cipate that  there  was  at  all  likely  to  bs 
any  conflict  whatever  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  He  knew  that  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  thought  that  possibly  there 
might  be  some  conflict  between  the  two 
component  parts  of  the  joint  committee, 
but  the  Government  did  not  think  there 
would  be  anything  of  the  kind.  There 
were  many  joint  committees  at  the 
present  time,  some  of  which  had  been 
mentioned  before,  where  nothing  like 
the  conflict  which  had  been  spoken  of 
arose,  or  was  likely  to  arise.  The  sole 
and  only  desire  of  the  Qovemment  had 
been,  in  handing  over  to  the  new  Au- 
thority these  lai^  powers,  to  obtain 
efficiency.  There  had  been  no  question 
whatever  of  suspicion  on  their  part  of 
the  newly-elected  Bodies.  It  would, 
indeed,  be  a  sorry  compliment  to  these 

Seat  Bodies,  which  the  Oovemment,  as 
sir  authors,  would  be  naturally  the 
last  to  pay,  if  they  were  to  say  that  they 
had  a  suspicion  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  would  exercise  their  authority. 
What  they  were  seeking  to  obtain  was 
a  Body  so  composed  as  would  in  their 


diganshire)  said,  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  follow  the  arguments  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Ur. 
Ritchie)  to  show  the  difference  between 
the  new  Councils  as  the  representatives 
of  the  interests  of  the  counties  and  the 
Watch  Commi  ttees  and  Town  Councils  as 
the  representatives  of  the  interests  of 
the  boroughs.  As  he  was  unable  to 
follow  the  course  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemau's  arguments,  he  did  not 
intend  to  attempt  any  refutation  of  them. 
He  hoped  that  the  Qovemment  would 
carry  out  loyally  their  expressed  inten- 
tion of  endeavouring  to  maae  the  County 
Council  as  representative  a  Body  as  cir- 
cumstances would  allow,  and,  in  hi& 
opinion,  as  far  as  it  was  representative 
it  warranted  the  analogy  which  had 
been  drawn  between  its  functions  and 
these  of  existing  Town  Councile.  On 
the  general  question  he  did  not  know 
wheUier  one  ought  not  to  sympathize 
with  the  Qovemment  in  this  matter, 
because  they  seemed  to  him  to  be  any- 
thing but  at  one  with  their  supporters. 
WhOe  the  Qovemment  professed  to  be 
actuated  by  no  distrust  of  the  Bodies  they 
proposed  to  set  up,  the  speeches  of  their 
supporters  behind  them  had  breathed 
an  entirely  contrary  spirit.  The  Com- 
mittee were  told  by  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Ifember  for  the  Oswestry  Division 
of  Shropshire  (Ur.  Stanley  Leigbton) 
that  an  elected  Body  was  not  in  favour 
of  law  and  order.  He  (Kfr.  Bowen 
Bowlande]  did  not  know  in  what  quar- 
ter the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pursued  his 
historical  researches,  hut  thev  must  have 
been  in  quarters  entirely  misleading.  If 
there  was  one  charge  more  than  another 
as  to  this  matter  which  had  been  urged 
against  republics  and  elected  Bodies 
generally,  it  was  that  they  had  been  too 
arbitrary  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them,  and  had  put  down 
with  too  strong  a  hand  any  attempted 
invasion  of  the  rights  and  authority  of 
which  they  believed  themselves  to  be 
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le  B&w  in  the  present  pro- 
posal of  tlio  Government  b  fifloo my  fore- 
boding as  to  the  way  the  Body  vhich 
the  Bill  called  into  existence  would  exer- 
cise their  f  UDctione.  While  the  Qovern- 
ment  trere  prepared  to  confide  lunatics, 
the  most  helpless  part  of  the  community, 
to  the  care  and  consideration  of  the 
County  Counoits,  they  considered  that 
if  they  entrusted  to  them  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  police  force  they  would  be 
putting  power  into  the  hands  of  persons 
who  knew  not  how  to  use  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  rebuked  certain 
hon.  Qentlemen  who  sat  behind  him 
in  no  uncertain  tone.  He  had  argued 
that  it  was  im possible  to  prove  a 
negative.  He  bad  argued  that  be- 
cause there  was  no  proof  ae  yet  to  show 
that  the  new  County  Councils  were 
fitted  for  the  duties  oonferred  upou  them 
by  the  Bill,  the  control  of  the  police 
should  not  be  given  to  them.  That  was 
another  example  of  the  forebodings 
which  they  had  heard  uttered  in  dismal 
tones  by  some  of  those  who  had  spoken 
from  behind  the  Front  Oovornment 
Bench.  If  they  pursued  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  to  its  logical 
conclusion  they  would  give  these  County 
Councils  no  duties  at  all.  They  were 
not,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Uentle- 
man,  to  be  entrusted  with  duties  until 
they  had  shown  their  fitness  to  discharge 
them ;  but  that  could  not  be  shown  until 
they  had  had  duties  to  discbarge.  This 
language  of  the  gloomy  prophets  con- 
trasted very  strongly  and  markedly  with 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh),  who  looked 
with  a  cheerful  countenance  to  a  not  far 
distant  period,  when  all,  or  nearly  all, 
the  functions  of  county  governmeut, 
would  be  vested  in  these  new  Bodies. 
The  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  the 
South  Molton  Division  of  Devon  (Vis- 
count Lymington)  had  referred  to  Ire- 
land and  Wales.  He(Mr.Boweii  Row- 
lands) did  not  think  that  the  tithe  riots 
in  Wales  was  a  very  happy  instance  for 
the  noble  Viscount  to  sefect,  because  the 
tithe  disturbances  occurred  at  a  place 
where  the  police  were  under  the  control 
of  the  county  magistrates.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
Mr.  Bowm  Rowlandt 


thews)  had  alluded  to  disturbances 
which  had  taken  place  in  Cardiff.  He 
(Mr.  Bowen  Bowlande)  was  unable  to 
see  how  the  case  of  the  disturbances 
at  Cardiff  helped  the  argument  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  At  Cardiff  an  in- 
quiry was  held  into  the  conduct  of  the 
police  on  a  certain  occasion.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  criticize  the  capacity  of  the 
tribunal  which  investigated  the  conduct 
of  the  police,  nor  to  say  anything  in  re- 
gard to  its  findings;  but  how  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  ot  the  police  in  a 
borough  could  assist  the  argument  that 
the  control  of  the  police  was  not  to  ba 
given  to  the  County  Oounoils,  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  understand,  especially  in  view 
of  those  instances  which  were  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  shuwiog  how  admirably  the 
control  worked  in  the  larger  towns  and 
boroughs  throughout  the  Kingdom.  It 
was  far  from  his  intention  to  do  any* 
thing  to  delay  the  Committee  in  arriving 
at  a  conclusioR  by  a  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  there  were  one  or  two  other 
matters  he  wished  to  refer  to.  It  was  a 
curious  fact,  with  regard  to  the  control 
of  the  police  by  the  authorities  in 
boroughs  and  the  authorities  in  coun- 
ties, that  in  the  disturbances  which  took 
place  in  Cardifl  (aud  he  believed  it  was 
also  the  case  at  Belfast)  it  was  to  the 
police  who  were  imported  from  out^de 
that  the  bulk  of  the  disorders  were 
mainly,  if  not  altogether,  attributed, 
and  not  to  those  who  were  under  the 
control  of  the  authorities  within  the 
borough.  That  was  another  instance 
which  went  to  support  the  argument 
adduced  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House;  but  among  the  gloomy  pictures 
drawn  on  the  other  side,  there  was 
one  bright  spot  shown  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North-Weat  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot).  The  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet  gave  as  a  reason  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  system  that 
everybody  in  bis  district  was  desirous  of 
being  a  magistrate  ;  this  might  be  true 
and  might  be  an  example  of  well  or 
ill  regulated  ambition,  but  it  proved 
nothing  that  could  be  of  service  in  this 
discussion.  The  complaint  they  had  to 
make  in  Wales  was  that  magistrates 
were  almost  invariably  selected  from  one 
class  of  people,  and  persons  who  were 
fairly  entitled  to  a  seat  upon  the  Bench 
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were  denied  the  poeition  b;  tboee  who  i  Council  itself.  There  was  no  juetiGoa- 
had  the  power  of  appointmeDt.  The  I  tion,  it  Bsemedtobim  (Ur.  Stanafeld),  fur 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Ssore- 
tarj  had  referred  to  the  eoforcemeDt  of 
the  Qame  Laws  bj>  magistrateB,  and 
had  appeared  to  confess  that  it  was  not 
all  that  could  be  desired.  But  his 
(Ur.  Bowen  Bowlaud's)  and  his  hon. 
Friend's  complaint  was  not  b^  an; 
means  restricted  to  the  hearing  of  cases 
under  the  same  LawB,  but  rather  ae 
to  the  employment  of  P^Iit^  ^b  ^^' 
ditional  gamekeepers.  There  was  a 
Statute  which  prevented  gamekeepers 
being  constables,  but  the  action  of  the 
magiBtrates  really  turned  constables  into 
gamekeepers.  He  was  not  there  to  make 
any  special  charge  against  the  magis- 
trates, although  he  was  obliged  to  con- 
fess that  their  training  and  prejudices 
disposed  them  to  run  in  one  groove.  On 
the  grounds  he  had  enumerated,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  grant  full 
control  of  the  police  to  the  County 
Council. 

Mb.  8TANSFBLD  swd,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Looal  Qovemment  Board  had  had,  he 
thought,  B  difficult  task,  and  he  had  not 
been  perfectly  successful  is  fulfilling  it 
in  endeavouring  to  justify  the  scheme  of 
the  Bill  in  regard  to  the  control  of  the 
police,  because  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  founded  on  the 
precedent  of  the  Uunicipal  Corporations 
Act,  and  everyone  knew  that  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  the  police  were 
under  the  Tovn  Council,  and  not  under 
any  mixed  Committee  or  under  any 
foreign  Body.  How  did  the  right  hon. 
GentTeman  endeavour  to  justify  and 
account  for  the  proposal  in  his  measure  7 
As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  could 
understand  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  boroughs  and  the  counties 
with  respect  to  the  management  of  the 
police.  He  had  said,  in  the  first  place, 
that  if  they  were  to  go  by  analogy  they 
ought  to  confer  on  Instrict  Counuils  the 
superintendence  and  management  of  the 
police ;  and  he  added  that  the  County 
Councils  were  not  as  distinctly  find  as 
definitely  representative  Bodies  as  the 
District  Councils  were,  or  might  be.  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  police.  But 
what  was  his  proposal?  To  give  the 
saperinten deuce  of  the  police  and  the 
patronage  of  the  police  to  a  Body  which 
was  less  representative  than  the  County 


thatargument.  Then  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  eay  that  tbo  County 
Council  was  in  some  respects  tees  fitted 
than  the  Council  of  a  borough  to  under- 
take these  funotions:  When  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act  was  passed,  what 
experience  bad  the  Councils  which  werd 
created  for  the  first  time  under  that 
ActP  Besides,  the  County  Councile  of 
the  future  would  be  largely,  and  per- 
haps  mainly,  composed  of  the  very  men, 
or,  at  any  rate,  the  class  of  men,  from 
whom  magistrates  were  chosen,  and 
who  had  peculiar  experience  in  the 
management  of  police.  It  was  no  use 
casting  doubts  on  the  Councils  which 
they  proposed  to  create  for  popular 
government  in  the  counties,  unless  they 
could  justify  those  doubts,  and  he 
iuserted,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  oonditions  of  the  case  were  such 
that  the  future  County  Councils  would 
largely  oonsiet  of  county  magistrates, 
and  almost  exclusively  consist  of  owners 
of  property  and  county  gentlemen,  from 
which  classes  of  the  community  magis- 
trates were  chosen.  Therefore,  he 
maintained  that  on  the  ground  of  expe- 
rience there  was  mora  reason  for  con- 
ferring on  County  Councils  the  admiaia* 
tration  of  the  police  than  there  was 
reason  when  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  was  passed  far  conferring  that 
power  on  the  Councils  which  were 
thereby  created.  He  wanted  to  give 
the  Qovernment  to  understand  that  they 
bad  come  at  length  in  this  Bill  upon 
what  was  a  vital  question,  a  question 
upon  which  they  on  the  Opposition 
Benches  felt  deeply,  and  upon  which 
their  friends  and  constituents,  and  those 
who  were  politically  in  accord  with 
them  felt  deeply;  and  he  said  this 
without  fear  or  hesitation,  that  npon 
the  conclusion  to  which  the  Committee 
came  that  day  would  depend  largely 
the  aspect  in  which  the  measure  would 
be  regarded  by  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  that  it  would  bo  impossible 
to  avoid  disaensions  and  [lolitical  dis- 
cussion s,  particularly  with  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  measure.  Xow, 
theright  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  seemed  to  think  that 
they  (the  Opposition)  would  find  a  diffi- 
culty in  stating  positively  their  reasons 
forobjectingtothe  Qovemment  measures 
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or  to  the  proposal  of  tlie  hon.  and 
gall&nt  Barooet  the  Member  for  Xorth- 
"West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
and  of  approriug  of  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentieman  (Mr.  Hene- 
*g«).  which  they  were  discussing  at 
this  moment.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  folt 
no  difficulty  in  stating  the  viewa  and 
principles  by  vhtoh  be  beiieved  they  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  Hoase 
were  guided  on  this  subject.  First  of 
all,  they  objected  to  the  very  thing 
which  many  people  seemed  to  desire — 
they  objected  to  mixing  judicial  with 
executive  functions.  They  objected  to 
too  oloee  and  intimate  an  allianoe  be- 
tween the  Judges  or  magistrates  and  the 
police,  and  they  adopted  entirely  the 
lucid  and  unanswerable  explanation 
and  arguments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verfaampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
had  put  forward  so  clearly,  to  the  effect 
that  what  they  desired  was  not  to  inter- 
fere with  the  judicial  functions  of  the 
magistracy,  or  to  fake  away  from  them 
any  power  which  judicially  they  were 
entitled  to  exercise  over  the  police  in  the 
county,  but  simply  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  a  popularly  elected  Body,  which 
wae  to  pay  for  the  police,  the  right  of 
nominating  and  managing  the  police. 
The  right  hon.  Qentieman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  had  placed  in 
(Mr.  Stanafeld's)  hands  the  wordi 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  which 
referred  to  this  subject,  and  the  thing 
was  perfectly  plain.  The  words  were 
contained  in  the  9 1st  section  of  the  Act, 
and  it  was  plain  from  that  section  that 
thepowersconferred  on  the  Watch  Com- 
mittees of  Town  Councils  were  purely 
administratiTe,  and  that  the  police  re- 
mained absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Justices,  who  were  entitled  to  call 
upon  them  to  act.  In  the  Snd  sub-sec- 
tion of  that  clause,  he  found  that  every 
constable  should  be  liable  to  obey  all 
Buoh  lawful  commands  as  he  might 
receive  from  any  of  the  Justices  having 
jurisdiction  in  the  borough  or  in  any 
county  in  which  that  constable  was 
called  on  to  act.  Therefore,  there  was 
no  difference  at  all  between  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  and  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  on  the  question  of  the  magie- 
traCT  retaining  all  that  power  which 
might  fairly  be  called  judicial  as  dis- 
tinct from  the  administrative  power,  and 
all  that  he  claimed  was  that  the  measure, 
Jfr.  Sttnt/M 


the  principal  object  of  which  wastotake 
away  from  the  magistrates  of  counties 
that  which  was  not  judicial,  but  purely 
adminiBtrative,  should  follow  that  prin- 
ciple when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
subjectoftheadminietration  of  the  police. 
They  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  had  another  reason.  They  ob- 
jected to  the  refusal  to  give  the  Coun^ 
Councils  of  the  future  that  control  over 
the  police  which  the  Borough  Councils 
had,  and  which  the  Councils  of  Boroughs 
which  were  to  be  Counties  were  to  have 
the  future.  Ke  thought  it  was  a 
sorry  compliment  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  pay  to 
the  County  Councils,  which  he  was  in- 
strumental in  creating,  to  refiise  them 
administrative  powers  which  were  vested 
in  Town  Councils  by  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  ven- 
tured to  think,  or  to  suspect,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  feeling  was  not 
very  strong  against  the  arguments  and 
the  resolution  which  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
was  now  advocating,  and  that  it  had 
been  a  matter  of  Party  tactics  and  of 
concession  to  what  might  he  called  the 
Quarter  SeesionB  element  which  had  led 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose 
this  compromise,  which  many  even  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  did 
not  think  would  work  without  difficulty 
and  friction.  But  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
should  like  the  Committee  to  take  a 
somewhat  larger  view  of  the  matter,  and 
would  put  it  in  this  way.  He  contended 
that  they  could  not  do  a  more  useful 
thing  for  law  and  order  than  to  call 
upon  the  local  representatives,  freely 
chosen  by  the  people,  to  administer  the 
police,  subject  always  to  the  right  of 
the  magistracy  to  call  upon  them  when 
it  might  be  necessary  to  do  so.  He  had 
yet  to  learn  the  very  A  B  C  of  Consti- 
tutional Government,  if  it  waa  not  a  fact 
that  if  they  wanted  to  rule  the  people 
with  law  and  order,  the  people  must  be 
put  on  tho  side  of  law  and  order.  Did 
not  everyone  know  that  looking  back  at 
the  history  of  the  MunicipalCorporations 
of  the  country,  how  eminently  success- 
ful the  adoption  in  practice  of  that  prin- 
ciple had  been  ?  There  might  have  oeea 
occasions  when  there  had  been  some 
difficulties  to  encounter,  and  when  there 
had  been  some  partial  failure,  but,  look- 
ing at  the  question  broadly  and  fairly, 
could  anyone  say  to  himself  that   any 
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otbei  meaanre  or 
could  have  con  due  e< 
oeaafulobBerranceof  law  and  order  in  the 
liig  boroughs  of  this  country  ae  thepriu- 
ciplcB  and  arraugemeuts  of  the  Uunicipal 
Corporatious  Act,  which  placed  the 
police  under  the  administrative  control 
of  the  Town  Councila  ?  Why,  it  waa  com- 
mon sense  and  common  knowledge  that 
about  the  best  thing  tbey  could  do  with 
mea  was  to  set  them  to  a  good  work — 
was  to  define  their  duty  and  set  them  to 
do  it.  Under  such  circumstances  most 
men  would  do  their  duty.  If  an  elective 
Body  of  men  were  nven  the  admini- 
etration  of  the  Bill  whether  they  were  a 
Borough  OounciL  or  a  County  Council, 
however  popularly  they  were  chosen, 
thej  placed  them  at  once  upon  the  side 
of  the  law,  and  infused  into  their 
minds  a  high  sense  of  responsibility. 
There  had  been  many  ocoasiona  in  the 
history  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  of 
this  country  when  popular  feeling  was 
■trongly  against  the  exercise  of  police 
power,  but  the  popularly  elected  repre- 
Bentatives  of  the  people  in  the  Councila 
had  not  hesitated  in  the  fulfilment  of 
their  duties,  and  had  called  upon  the 
police  to  perform  theirs.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  if  they  would  do  the  best 
thing  for  law  and  order,  they  would 
place  the  police  entirely  under  the  con- 
trol— subject  to  the  right  by  law  of  the 
magistrates  to  call  upon  them  to  act  in 
certain  oases — entirely  under  the  superiu- 
tendence  and  control  of  the  County  Coun- 
oila.  What  be  bad  noted,  be  must  say 
with  some  surprise,  was  that  the  ob- 
jection to  the  present  proposal  had 
sprung  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— from  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  had  brought  in  this  measure. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  Centlemen  who 
opposed  this  proposal  to  invest  the 
County  Councila  of  the  future  with  the 
management  of  the  police — he  would 
put  it  to  them  on  what  ground  did  they 
support  the  proposal  to  create  County 
Councils,  if  tbey  could  not  trust  them? 
These  County  Councils  would  un- 
doubtedly consist  to  a  large  extent  of 
gentlemen  who  were  masialrates  at  the 
present  time.  They  would  further  con- 
aiat  of  persons  coming  mainly  from  the 
claaa  from  whom  the  magistrates  were 
chosen.  Was  it  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opi>osite  to  cost  discredit  and  a  slur  upon 
their  own  class,  and  upon  theii  fitness 
for  the  fulfilment  of  their  duties,  and  to 
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take  refuge  in  the  argument  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  when  he  said  that  those  duties 
which  the  Borough  Councils  and  their 
Watch  Committees  had  conducted  and 
fulfilled  with  admirable  suocess  for  half 
a  century,  those  who  would  compose  the 
County  Councils  were  not  fitted  to 
perform.  These  were  the  views  and  the 
principles  whioh  they  (the  Opposition) 
entertained.  They  held  the  strongest 
opinion  upon  the  subject,  and  they  would 
vote  upon  it  that  day  with  the  strongest 
and  deepest  conviction,  and  they  would 
never  rest  satisGed,  even  if  it  were  car- 
ried against  them  now,  until  they  bad  re- 
form, and  had  invested  the  County  Coun- 
cils with  the  same  rights  in  regard  to  the 
police  as  the  Bnrough  Councils  possessed. 
Mk.  8WKTENHAM  (Carnarvon,  ftc.) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  admiration  to 
the  vei7  eloquent  and  theoretical  speech 
with  which  they  had  just  been  favoured 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) ;  but, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Committee, 
he  should  like  to  recall  it  to  a  few  dull, 
common-place  facte.  Now,  let  them 
just  look  for  a  moment  at  what  was  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  in  this  Bill. 
First,  in  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
Chief  Constable,  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  that  he  should  be  retained,  and 
that  the  power  of  appointing  him  should 
still  rest  with  the  County  Magistrates  ; 
but  before  he  dealt  purely  with  the 
Amendoient  which  they  were  now  con- 
sidering, he  would  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  for  one  moment  to 
what  the  powers  were  which  the  magis- 
trates had  over  the  Chief  Constable. 
They  had  power  to  appoint  him,  but 
they  had  not,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  the  power  of  controlling 
the  Chief  Constable.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable, he  apprehended,  acted  inde- 
pendently of  the  magistracy,  nor  did  he 
think— and  he  spoke  under  correction  if 
he  was  wrong— that  they  bad  the  power 
of  dismissing  him,  except  indirectly,  be- 
cause, of  course,  they  controlled  the 
purse'Strings.  But  the  Amendment 
they  bad  now  under  consideration  went 
a  great  deal  further,  and  proposed  to 
give  to  the  County  Council  much  more 
power  over  the  Chief  Constable  than 
the  magistrates  now  had,  because  they 
not  only  proposed  to  give  to  the  County 
Council  hie  appointmeut,  but  the  power 
of  oontroUing  bim  and  dismissing  him 
\_aixth  AyA^.] 
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as  well.  He  ventared,  therefors,  to 
think  that  the  matter  was  one  to  which 
the  Committee  should  devote  very  care- 
ful oonsideration  before  they  decided  in 
which  way  they  ought  to  vote.  Some- 
thing had  beea  aaid  in  regard  to  the 
magistrates,  and  in  particular  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Beed).  Well,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that,  as  a  rule,  the  magis- 
trates had  performed  their  duty,  so  far, 
'  in  a  most  exemplary  manner.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  himself  that  if  attacks 
were  made  upon  them  from  time  to 
time,  such  as  were  recently  made  upon 
them  by  some  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  if  these  attacks 
vere  unjustifiable,  he  did  not  think  the 
present  wish  to  belong  to  the  magis- 
traoy  would  long  continue ;  but,  on  the 
Other  hand,  he  felt  certain  that  if  Lords 
Lieutenants  of  counties  were  to  take 
care  in  appointing  magietratea  that  they 
only  chose  the  best  men,  men  of  culture 
and  intelligence  and  position,  and  who 
had  characters  to  lose,  the  magistracy 
would  continue  to  enjoy  the  very  high 
respect  it  had'  hitherto  secured  on  the 
part  of  the  community.  He  should  fur- 
ther like  to  say  this :  he  could  hardly 
help  thinking  that  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  when  gentlemen  took  upon 
themselves  the  office  of  magistrates,  they 
did  not  put  on  one  side,  as  the  Judges 
did,  all  considerations  of  politics  and 
all  considerations  of  religion,  and  he 
thought  that  when  they  oame  to  the  deci- 
sion of  oases  brought  before  them,  they 
endeavoured  to  decide  them  astheiludges 
did,  however  they  may  have  felt  politi- 
cally on  certain  subjeots  beforenand. 
Therefore,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
maintained  that  magistrates  ought  never 
to  be  selected  on  account  of  their  religion 
or  politics,  but  entirely  on  acoount  of 
their  intelligence  and  capacity.  Now, 
let  him  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  constables.  He 
confessed,  himself,  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  both  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  and  of  the  other 
constables  still  kept  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates,  or  given  over  to  some 
Gtovernment  Department  —  say,  the 
Local  Government  Board  ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  the  Bill  proposed  that  there 
should  be  a  joint  committee,  so  far  as 
the  management  was  concerned.  As  a 
matter  of  course,  he  should  vote  for  it ; 
but  he  should  draw  attention  to  what 


he  thought  was  an  argument  from 
which  they  could  pretty  well  form  an 
opinion  as  to  how  they  ought  to  vote  in 
this  case.  Suppose  for  one  m.oment  that 
a  County  Council,  say,  in  the  North  of 
Wales,  were  to  be  composed — [Ow»  of 
"Divide!"]  Ho  would  undertake  not 
to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  Committee 
for  more  than  a  few  moments ;  but  per- 
haps the  Committee  would  allow  him  to 
put  this  case.  Suppose  for  a  moment, 
what  was  not  impossible,  that  in 
some  of  the  counties  of  North  Wales 
County  Councils  were  composed  largely 
of  highly  conecientiouH,  excellent  men, 
Nonconformist  ministers  who  thought 
that  the  payment  of  tithe  was  wrong, 
and  were  entirely  opposed  to  its  pay- 
ment. So  long  as  tithe  waa  payable, 
it  was,  of  course,  payable  by  law, 
and  if  the  people  would  not  pay  when 
the  law  was  set  in  motion,  the  police 
when  called  upon  were  bound  to  assist 
in  carrying  it  out.  Suppose  the  Chief 
Constable  and  the  other  constables 
were  absolutely  under  the  control 
and  subject  to  the  dismissal  by  a 
County  Council  such  as  that  be  had 
referred  to,  would  it  be  in  human  nature 
either  for  the  Chief  Constable  or  the 
other  constables  to  dare  to  act  contrary 
to  the  wishes  of  those  under  whom  they 
served — of  those  who  had  the  control 
of  their  appointments  and  of  their  dis- 
missal ?  Those  appeared  to  him  to  bo 
practical  eubjecte  which  they  ought  to 
consider.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  {Mr.  W. 
£.  Gladstone)  had  asked,  rather  triumph- 
antly— "Are  you  going  to  distrust 
this  body  which  you  are  now  creating  ?  " 
No ;  he  did  not  distTust  them ;  he  would 
not  distrust  them  anymore  than  tberight 
hon.  Gentleman  himself;  but  there  were 
certain  cases  in  which  people  ought  not 
to  be  judges,  and  those  cases  were  where 
their  own  interests  were  concerned.  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
did  not  distrust  the  magistrates.  No  ; 
but  he  would  distrust  them  just  as  much 
as  anyone  else,  where  they  were  made 
judges  in  their  own  cases.  Certainly, 
with  all  admiration  for  the  way  in  which 
magistrates  had  fulfilled  their  dutiee, 
if  he  had  had  the  power  to  stop  them, 
he  never  would  have  allowed  them  to 
be  judges  in  game  cases.  As  he  ob- 
jected to  the  magistrates  being  judges 
in  their  own  cases,  so  he  objeoted  to  the 
police,  whether  the  Chief  Oonstable  or 
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the  other  courtablee,  beiag  put  under  the 
control  or  power  of  the  Count;  Coun< 
ciIb,  against  some  members  of  which 
the;  might  from  time  to  time  be  called 
upon  to  act.  Ho  would  detain  the  Com- 
mittee no  further.  He  was  obliged  to 
tbem  tor  having  listened  to  hia  remarks, 
and  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  the; 
ought  thoroughly  to  consider  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Amendment  before  the; 
i^reed  to  it. 

Ur.  HENEAQE  eaid,  he  hoped  the; 
might  now  be  allowed  to  divide  after  a 
debate  which  had  lasted  two  hours  and 
a-balf. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ajea  218; 
Noes  264 :  Hajorit;  46. 

AYES. 
Abiahui,  W.  (lime-    Onug,  J. 

rick,  v.)  CnvBn.  J. 

AcUnd,  A.  H.  D, 
AcUnd,  C.  T.  D. 
AUisoQ,  R.  A. 
Aodenon,  C.  H. 


Atheriey-Jonet,  L. 
An«tin,  J. 
Bklfuor,  Sir  O. 
BkllantiDe,  W.  H. 
Bwbonr,  W.  B. 
Barda;,  J.  W. 
Barmn,  J. 
BetheU,C(u 


BiggM,  J.  O. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Boltou,  T.  D. 
Bradlanffh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhunt,  H. 
Bmoe,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bnumer,  J.  T. 
BryoB,  J. 
Boxtmi,  8.  0. 
Bynw,  Q.  U. 
China,  W.  8. 
CamerMi,  C. 
Caraerm,  J.  M. 
Campbell  -  BanDerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Otfew,  J.  L. 
Caiutoii,  R.  K. 
ChambOTUin,  R. 
Ohaoning,  F.  A. 
Childsra,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Claooj,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  O.  B. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
Conway,  M. 
Convbeare,  0.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 


Crawford,  D. 

Cremer.  W.  R. 

OriUy.  D. 

Dariei,  W. 

Deaay,  J. 

DiUoa,  J. 

DiUwTn,  L.  L. 

Dodda,  J. 
I.  W.     Ebrington,  Yiscoiut 

Ellit,J. 

EUii,  J.  E. 

Ellia,  T.  E. 
dciO.    EaiuoQde,SirT.  H.G. 

Eaalemont,  P. 

Evans,  P.  H. 

Faiquharaon,  Dr.  R. 

Finocsne,  J. 

Firth,  J.  F.  B. 

Flower,  0. 

Flynn,  J.  C. 

Folay,  P.  J. 

Foljambe,  C.  O.  B. 

Fontar,  Oir  C. 

Foat«r,  Sir  W.  B. 

Fowler,  right  hon.  H. 


Poi,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry.  T. 
Fuller,  Q.  P. 
OaHkell,  C.  G.  Uilnea- 
Oilhooly,  J. 
Gill.  T.  P. 
Qladatone,  right  hop. 

W.  E. 
Gladatans,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  B.  0- 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
GiJly.  W.  O. 
Hanbniy-Trocy,  hon. 

F.  8.  A. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  U. 
Uayden,  L.  P. 


Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Jocoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joioey.  J. 
Jurdao.  J. 
R>y-8hattleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  XJ.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  8. 
Eenrick,  W. 
KUbride,  D. 
Labonohere,  H. 
Lalor,  B. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawsoQ,  8ir  W. 
lAwaon,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leiene,  right  han.  Q. 

J.S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lyell,  L. 

Ibodonald.  W.  A. 
Hao  Innea,  M. 
MsoNeill,  J.  G.  8. 
M' Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W.  A. 
U'Carthy,  J.  H. 
U'Donald,  P. 
U'Ewan,  W. 
M'KenDa,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
U'lAren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony.  P. 
MaitUnd,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Miu^oribanks,  rt.  hon. 


Mayne.  T. 
Molloy,  B.  0. 
Montagu,  8. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan.  O.  V. 
Uorley,  right  hoo.  J. 
Uorley,  A. 

Hoodolla.  rt.  hn.  A,  J. 
Moiphy,  W.  U. 
Neville,  R 
Nawnes,0. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
OBrien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Uanlon,  T. 
O'Hsa,  P. 
Q'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  0.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
PameU,  C.  8. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease.  A.  E. 
Fickersgill,  8.  H. 
Picton.  J.  A. 
Finkerton,  J. 


Flay  fair,    light    bou, 

BirL. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Potter,  T.  B, 
PoweU,  W.  U.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 
Price,  T.  P. 
PrieaUey,  B. 
Pagh.  D. 
Pyoa,  J.  D. 
Quioo.  T. 
Bathbooe,  W. 
Redmond.  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  B.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Richard,  H. 
Robert*,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T . 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlaode,  W.  B. 
ttowatree,  J. 
SamnelaoD,  Sir  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sbeehy,  D. 
8hei],  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
SUgg,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stock,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Sbusfeld,  right  hon.  J. 
StorensoD,  P.  S. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 
Storey,  S. 
Htnart,  J. 
8ulU«an,  D. 
Saromera,  W. 
Sirinbume,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  E. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tbomaa,  D.  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  6. 0. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Way  man,  T. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
WilliamsoD,  S. 
WOeOQ,  c.  la. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodbaad,  J. 
Wright,  O. 

rSLI-tM. 

Gardner,  H. 
Haneage,  right  hon.  E, 


Aird,J. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 

ISixth  lf,gkt.'\ 
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AUaopp,  bon.  P. 
Ambrow,  W. 
Amherat,  W.  A.  T. 

Anstmtber,  Coloncd  B. 


DuDcoiBbe,  A, 

DTke,  right  boil.   Sir 

Egsrtoa,  bOD.  A.  J.F. 

EgertOD,  boo.  A.  de  T. 
AoBtrntber,  H.  T.  Elcho,  Lord 

Aihmead-Bartlett,  E.      Elliot,  Sir  Q. 
Badan-PoweU,  Sir  Q.     Elliot,  G.  W. 

S.  Elton,  C,  I. 

Bailay,  Sir  J.  H.  Ewiny,  Sir  A.  0. 

Baird,  J.  G.  A.  Eyre,  Colonel  H. 

Balfoar,  rt.  boa.  A.  J.     Follower  A.  E. 
Banes,  Major  O.  B.         Field,  Admiral  E. 


Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry.  A.  H.  8. 
BartlBV,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bate*,  Sir  E. 
Baumann.  A.  A. 
Bazley-Wbitd,  J. 


Pieldeo,  T. 
Finlay,  fi.  B. 
FiBber,  W.  H. 
Fitigerald,  E.  D.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Foltceatone,  right  hon. 
Viscoaut 


Beach,  right  hon.  Sir     Forwood,  A.  1 


E.  Hicki' 

Beadel,  W.  J. 

Beaamont^  [{.  F. 

Beckett,  E.  W. 

Beckett,  W. 

Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 

Bererford,  Lord  C.  W. 
delaPoer 

Sickford.Smith,  W. 

Biddulph,  U. 

Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  B. 
BlDiideU,Ool.H.B.H. 

Bond,  G.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
BrookSeId,A  U. 
Brooka,  Sir  W.  C. 
Burdett-Conttg,  W.  L. 

Asb.-B. 
Burgbler,  Lord 
Oampbell,  Sir  A. 
CampbeU,  J.  A. 


Fowler,  Sir  E.  N. 

FittMr,  General  0.  C. 

Pry.  I". 

FidtOD,  J.  P. 

Gatbome-Hardy,  hon. 
A.E. 

Gatbcvue-Hudv,  ban. 
3.3. 

Gedge,  S. 

Gent- Davit,  H. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldaraid,  Sir  J. 
Goldiworthy,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorat,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ooscben,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marqueu  of 

Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimiton,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Uunter,  Oolonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
UaU,  C. 


^.0. 
Hnut,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
leaaceon,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jamei,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jeffreys,  A.  P. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston.  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenjon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon -'Slaney,  Col. 

King,  H. 


Paget,  Sir  B,  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearoe.  Sir  W. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  rt.  hoo.D.  B. 
Flnnkett,  hoo,  J.  W. 
PowoU,  P.  S. 
Prioe.  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hoo.  H.  0. 
Rankin,  J. 
Eawh,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 


KoatchbuU-Hugenen,    Richardson,  T. 


H.  T. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 

lAwrance,  J.  C  

Lawrence,  Sir  J,  J.  T.     RnsaJ^l,  ( 
Lawrence,  W.  P.  Russell,  T.  W. 

I*«.  T.  Sandys,  Lt.-Col.  T.  M. 

Lechmere,SirE.  A.  H.    Sellar,  A.  C. 


Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Kobinaon,  B. 
Ross,  A.  U. 
Bound,  J. 


Lees,  E. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  T 
Gordon- 


Bhaw.Stewart.  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 


Cavendiah,  Lord  E. 

ChapliQ,  right  hon.  E 

ChMrington,  S. 

Clarke,  Sir  E.O. 

Coddington,  W. 

Colonb,  Sir  J.  0.  R. 

Compton,  P. 

Cooke,  0.  W.  R. 

Corbett,  A.  C. 

Corbett,  J. 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D, 

Cranborna,  Visconnt 

Ctom,H.  S. 

Cnbitt,  right  hon.  Q. 

Curzon,  hon.  Q.  N. 

Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 

DarUng,  0.  J. 

Be  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.    Hoare, 

De  Worms,  Baron  H.      Hobhouae,  H. 

Dimsdale,  Baron  R.  «      .      -      - 

Diion-Hartland,  P.  D. 

DoQkin,  B.  S. 

Doringtun,  Sir  J.  E. 

Dngdde,  J.  S. 


Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamlsy,  Gsn.  StrE.  B. 
Banbury,  H.  W. 
Hankey,  P.  A. 
Uardoastle,  E. 
HartingtoQ,  Marq,  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Beaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  P. 
HiU,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.W. 
HiU,  Colonel  B.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 


Bomby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howortb,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 


Viscount 
LUwellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W, 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
I^mington,  Viscount 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclean,  P.  W. 
Maclean,  J,  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makina,  Oolonel  W.  T. 
Malcohn,  Col.  J.  W. 
UaUock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Matthsva,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Ktattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Hilvain,  T. 
More,  ft.  J, 
Morgan,  hon.  F, 
Morrison,  W. 
Mosa,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir    Wood,  N. 


Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  B.  J. 
SCopbeos,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykea,  0. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theobald,  J. 
TomlioBon,  W.  E.  Jl. 
Townaend,  F. 
Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.E.H. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  B. 
Webster,  R.  O. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
VVodebouse,  E.  B. 
Wohner,  Viseonnt 


J.  R. 

Uulholland,  H.  L. 
Muocaater,  Lord 
Murdoch,  O.  T. 

Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northoote,    hon.     S 


WorUey,  C.  B.  Stnart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerbui^h,  R.  A. 


Me.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 


Duncan,  Colonel  F.        Hnbbard,  hon.  E.         [  borne)  aaid,  the  next  AmendmeBt  WM 
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in  hia  name,  to  strike  out  from  the 
fonrth  Sub-aection  the  words- 

"  Subject  a«  to  the  Die  of  building!  by  tha 
Quarter  Sauiona  and  the  Jiuticoi  to  the  pro- 
Tidoiu  of  thia  Act  reapectio^  the  Joint  Gam- 
mittae  of  Quarter  Senioiu  and  Coaoty  Coon- 

The  clause  proposed  to  give  to  County 
Goonoils  certain  powers.  It  trsnaferred 
to  the  Gounoils  adminiatrative  buaiueai 
at  preaent  transaoted  bj  the  Quarter 
Seasiona  in  respoct  of  certain  matters. 
Sub-section  4  provided  for  the  transfer 
to  the  County  Oounoil  of  the  powers 
of  Quarter  Sessions  with  regard  to  abire 
halls,  county  halls,  Assize  Courta, 
Jndgea'  lodgings,  look-up  houses,  Court 
hooaea,  Juaticea'  rooms,  police  atationa 
and  county  buildings,  works  and  pro- 
perty, but  this  power  was  subject  to 
their  use  by  the  Quarter  Sesaions  under 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill  reapecting 
Joint  Oommitteea  of  Quarter  Seasioaa 
and  County  Gounoils.  He  brought  for- 
ward the  Amendment  because  he  had  a 
•trong  objection  to  the  principle  of 
dnal  control  by  the  joint  committee 
which  it  vas  propoaed  to  eatabliah, 
conaistine  partly  of  the  Juetices  of  the 
Peace  and  partly  of  the  County  OounoilB ; 
and  juat  as  the  principle  of  the  control 
of  the  police  by  such  joint  committee  was 
open  to  vary  grave  objeotioQ,  so  he 
thought  that  the  aamc  dual  control  aa 
applied  to  the  queation  of  ahire- halls, 
county  halls,  Aasize  Courla,  Judges' 
lodgings,  and  ao  on,  was  liable  to  mo- 
tion and  very  great  abuse.  It  would  be 
said,  no  doubt,  by  the  right  hon.  Oraa- 
tleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board,  thataatheae  matters 
related  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
therefore  it  was  desirable  that  the  magia- 
tratea  should  have  something  to  say  aa 
to  the  use  of  these  buildings.  Well,  he 
took  the  position  himself  in  the  first 
place,  that  to  retain  the  esiating  magis- 
trates as  a  judicial  Body  waa  a  miatake, 
and  that  they  ought  to  be  aboliahad  alto- 
gether; but  that,  of  course,  he  was  not 
going  to  argue  at  the  present  time. 
Another  principle  upon  which  he  went, 
in  opposing  the  dual  control  intended  to 
be  set  up,  ao  f ar  as  regarded  the  matters 
speciGed  in  this  aub-clanae,  waa  that,  as 
theae  buildinga  and  ao  forth  bad  to  be 
maintained  out  of  the  ratea,  and  aa  the 
people  were  to  he  taxed  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  anch  rates,  it  waa  only 
proper  that  their  elected  representatives 
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should  have  control  over  these  specified 
buildings  and  other  places.  It  waa  a 
fundamental  principle  that  waa  known 
in  the  constitution  of  thia  country  that 
tbere  ahould  be  no  taxation  without  re- 
preaentation,  and  if  it  was  argued  that 
the  magiatratea  were  entitled  to  share 
thia  control,  hia  answer  would  bo  that 
the  magistrates,  having  the  opportunity 
of  being  elected  on  the  County  Councils 
— an  opportunity  which  they  were  pretty 
certain  to  exerciae  to  the  fullest  extent, 
because  they  would  have  better  oppor- 
tunities of  becoming  elected,  in  all  pro- 
bability than  other  persona,  because 
they  would  have  greater  advantagea 
under  municipal  nominations  under  this 
Bill — would  have  all  the  control  over 
theae  buildinga  aa  membera  of  the 
Councils,  either  nominated  or  elected, 
which  they  could  desire.  In  view  of  the 
great  difficulties  that  would  arise,  and, 
in  view  of  the  great  objections  that 
might  esiat  on  many  grounds  to  this 
principle  of  dual  control  by  joint  com- 
mittees, he  thought  that  it  waa  undeair- 
able  that  theae  buildings  and  other 
arrangements  ahould  be  left  under  the 
control  of  any  suoh  joint  committee.  The 
principle  they  went  upon  waa  that  those 
who  had  to  pay  for  these  thinga  ahould 
be  unfettered  in  their  control  and  uae, 
and  that,  if  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
wanted  the  uaa  of  those  buildings  for 
particular  purpoaea  at  particular  seasons, 
they  should  apply  to  the  Counoila  for 
penuiasion  to  uae  them.  Under  the 
clause  aa  it  stood,  what  would  happen 
would  be  this  :  county  buildings  would 
be  entirely  under  the  control  of  an  un- 
representative section  of  the  Councils 
and  unrepresentative  magiatratea,  be- 
cause it  would  hardly  be  denied  that  the 
jointcommittee  would,  in  all  probability, 
coneiat  almoat  exclusively  of  the  magis- 
trates who  had  not  been,  and  would  not 
be,  the  elected  members  of  the  Councils. 
Now,  that  being  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  hard  indeed  on  the  majority  of 
the  people  in  any  county  that  the  build- 
ings they  had  put  up  there,  and  which 
had  to  be  maintained  by  a  rata  paid  by 
them,  ahould  be  entirely  and  exolueivaly 
under  the  control  of  those  who  did  not 
ectly  represent  them.  He  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  what 
ould  be  the  result.  That  would  happen 
which  was  happening  to-day  in  man; 
parte  of  the  oouattr,  especially  in 
country  districts,  at  political  meetings— 
ISisiXNigM.-] 
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aamely,  that  they  vho  represented  the 
party  opposite  to  the  parBon  and  the 
squire  were  excluded  from  the  only  room 
iu  vilUgea  in  which  tbey  coald  posaibly 
hold  meetings — that  was  to  say,  in  the 
village  school-room.  That  was  a  great 
grievaiice,  end  just  as  tbey  felt  it  to  bo 
a  grievance  in  that  small  matter,  bo  he 
apprehended  the  ratepayers  would  find 
it  a  grievance  to  be  excluded  from  tbeir 
own  buildings  through  the  prejudices  of 
the  unrepresentative  memoerH  of  the 
Council  who  would  constitute  one  part 
of  the  joint  committee.  It  was  in  order 
to  obviate  such  difficulties  as  those, 
which  it  was  pretty  sure  were  likely  to 
arise,  and,  in  order  to  insist  upon  the 
great  principle  that  the  people  had  a 
rightto  control  their  own  bnildings  and 
works  and  property,  that  he  ventured  on 
this  sub-section  to  enter  the  strongest 
protest  against  the  dual  control  men- 
tioned in  this  sub-eeotion,  and  that  he 
ventured  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  from  "  subject "  to 
end  of  paragraph  (IV.). — {Mr.  Oong- 
htari.) 

Queetion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  beleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Thb  SEORETABT  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVEKNMENT  BOAED  fMr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  bon.  Member  seriously 
contemplated  the  acceptance  by  the 
Committee  of  this  Amendment.  He 
(Ur.  Long]  could  assure  the  Committee 
that  there  need  he  no  apprehension  of 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to— namely,  unfair  execution  of  these 
duties  by  the  joint  committees.  The 
only  object  of  the  Buh-seotion  was  to 
enable  the  joint  committee  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  and  the  County  Ooun- 
oils  to  have  the  use  of  the  buildings 
mentioned  so  far  as  they  might  be 
required  by  either  of  those  Bodies. 
The  Quarter  Sessions  would  have  to 
make  use  of  those  baildings  for  several 
purposes. 

Mk.  PIOTON  CLsioBster)  said,  that 
surely  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers  onght  to  be  supreme  in  ma- 
naging the  property  of  the  ratepayers. 
The  representatives  of  the  r&tepayerB 
were  the  County  Council,  and  the  joint 
J/r.  Cony&eara 


committees  would  be  by  no  means  re- 
presentative. He  did  not  think  that  it 
was  in  the  slightest  degree  probable 
that  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers would  he  unreasonable  people, 
and  it  was  in  the  highest  degree  likely 
that  tbey  would  always  allow  such  use 
of  the  county  property  as  was  requisite 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  law.  He 
thought  it  was  in  the  highest  degree 
unlikely  that  any  difficulty  would  arise 
through  the  carrying  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  be  considered  it  most  desir- 
able that  the  County  Council  should  be 
supreme  on  this  subject,  and  should  have 
complete  control  over  the  property  of 
tbo  ratepayers. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
Clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Heport  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  BILL-JBill  278.] 

(Sir  Miehatl  Hieki-Btaek,  Baron  Stnry  dt 

Worm*.) 

COUHm-KS. 

Bill  eoiuidend  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Dr.  TANNBB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
it  really  seemed  to  him  unseemly  at 
such  an  hour  as  this  to  attempt  to  make 
progress  with  an  important  Bill  of  this 
character.  It  would  be  improper  to 
proceed  with  a  Bill  even  smaller  than 
this;  indeed,  ho  should  think  it  would 
be  impossible  to  push  a^  measure 
through  at  such  an  hour.  He  supposed 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  the  Bill  in 
charge,  like  other  hon.  Members,  was 
at  this  time  of  the  evening  rather 
hungry  and  waiting  for  his  dinner,  and 
he  (Dr.  Tanner)  should  think  that  the 
five  minutes  time  which  was  all  that 
was  left  for  hon.  Members  to  disouss 
matters  of  public  interest  would  be  a 

freat  deal  better  employed  in  the  ful- 
Iment  of  one's  natur^  functions,  which 
not  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  eould 
ignore,  than  trying  to  run  through 
measures  in  this  manner.  He  sincerely 
hoped  that  further  discussion  on  the 
Bill  would  be  deferred  until  a  more 
seemly  opportunity. 

Mr.  MABJOBIBANES  (Berwick- 
shire)  said,  be  would  appeal  to  the  hqa. 
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Gentleman  to  withdrair  his  objection. 
The  present  Bill  was  not  only  an  inno- 
cent one,  but  one  which  would  be  of  the 
graateat  bene&t  to  the  North  Sea  fisher- 
men; therefore,  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Qentleman  would  allow  it  to  pass  this 
stage.  Tho  Bill  was  founded  upon  a 
Conventioa  ag;reed  to  by  all  European 
nations  bounding  on  the  North  Sea. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermoath)  said,  ho  would  add 
his  appeal  to  that  of  the  right  bon.  Mem- 
berfor  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks). 
Thia  Bill  was  one  of  the  best  which  had 
been  brought  in  thia  Session.  It  was 
one  for  total  prohibition  on  the  sea.  It 
only  remained  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
remment  to  bring  in  a  measure  to  carry 
out  total  prohibition  on  the  land,  and 
their  legislation  upon  the  subject  of  the 
liquor  traffic  would  be  perfect. 

Dk.  tanner  said,  he  did  not  care 
much  for  appeals  which  were  made  to 
bim  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  in- 
variably obstructed  Irish  measures 
vhen  they  were  brought  forward  ;  and 
he,  therefore,  felt  in  duty  bound,  when 
Uiniatarial  meaauree  were  brought  for- 
ward, to  try  and  get  them  di8cae«ed  in 
an  adequate  fashion.  He  was  always 
anxious  to  prevent  the  misuse  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  the  privileges 
the  House  conferred  upon  them.  Seeing 
that  the  Bill  was  of  the  character  de- 
scribed by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  from  those  (the  Opposition) 
Benches,  he  W3uld  not  proceed  with 
his  objection.  If  he  refrained  from 
offering  oppoaition,  however,  it  was  not 
because  of  any  love  he  bore  the  other 
side.  He  should  not  persist  in  his  ob- 
jection out  of  compliment  to  Gentlemen 
on  bis  own  aide  with  whom  he  was 
proud  to  be  associated. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pauti. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HODSE. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  wiBhe4  to  state 
to  the  House  that  in  accordance  with 
the  statement  he  had  made  yesterday, 
he  should  ask  the  House  to  go  into 
Oommittee  of  Supply  on  Thursday  next, 

yOL.  CCOXXVn.     [xniBDamiES."] 


and  that  Vote  12  of  the  Army  Estimates 
would  be  proposed  and  some  Votes  on 
the  Navy  Estimates. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Will  not  Votes  on  the  Civil  Service  be 
taken  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No;  no  Civil 
Service  Votes  will  be  taken. 

Da.  TANNER :  Will  the  Nary  Es- 
timates  be  taken  in  order  P 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Not  in  regular 

Ma.  9TANSFELD :  Will  the  Local 
Qovernment  Bill  be  the  first  Order  on 
Monday  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes ;  or  if  not, 
only  some  remaining  stages  of  minor 
measures  will  be  taken. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


ORDERS    OF    THE  DA  T. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.— COMMirrEE. 

Order  tor  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EAST  INDIA  (ME.  WILLIAM  TAYLER). 

KEaOlUTlON. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRTDGB  (Ken- 
sington,  N.),  in  rising  to  call  attention  to 
the  oase  of  Mr.  William  Tayler,  late 
Commissioner  of  Patna ;  and  to  move — 

"That,  ia  tbe  o^inioa  of  tbis  Uoiue,  it  is 
denrable,  with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  a 
loag-*tMiding  controvsrar  s>  to  the  wrong 
stated  to  have  been  Bufferad  by  a  meritorious 
■ervant  of  the  Crown,  that  a  Select  Committee 
ihoald  be  appointed  to  iaqoire  into  this  case," 
said,  he  entreated  the  House  not  to  turn 
away  from  the  cry  of  a  meritorious  ser- 
vant of  the  Crown  because  his  was  "  a 
tale  of  ancient  wrong,"  and  because  he 
was  Hi  years  of  age,  and  bis  wrongs 
had  their  origin  il  years  ago.  The 
longer  cruel  hardships  had  remained 
unredressed  the  greater  was  the  urgency 
for  redress.  The  story  which  he  had  to 
tell  was  of  a  man  who,  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  the  highest  responsibility,  anfl 
in  circumstances  of  appalling  difficulty 
and  danger,  did  his  dut^  to  ue  b^^t  o( 
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his  abilitios,  and  saved  a  (;reat  ProTiacs 
from  the  horrors  of  the  Mutiny.  That 
man  waa,  unfortunately,  misuaderstood, 
and  cruelly  nronged  by  his  superior 
officer,  and  for  30  years  since  then  he 
had  devoted  all  his  eoergies  to  the  task 
of  rehabilitating  himself  before  the 
world.  He  now  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mooa  of  England  for  the  redress  which 
that  House  never  refused  in  a  deserving 
case.  Close  upon  GO  years  ago  William 
Tayler  landed  in  India  as  a  young  cadet 
in  the  Company's  employment.  He 
served  for  nearly  30  years  with  success 
end  distinction  in  every  grade  of  the 
Bengal  Civil  Service,  and  at  length 
reached  the  topmost  step  but  one  of  the 
official  ladder,  and  became  Oommia- 
sioner,  or  Chief  Buler,  of  the  populous 
Province  of  Patna  or  Western  Behar. 
The  Commissioner  of  Fatna,  as  an  ad- 
ministrative Chief,  was  subordinate  only 
to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal  at 
Calcutta,  who,  in  bis  tnm,  was  aubordi- 
nate  only  to  the  Oovemor  General  and 
the  Supreme  Government  of  India. 
That  was  the  position  held  by  Mr.  Tay- 
ler at  the  moment  when  the  awful  wave 
of  the  great  Mutiny  in  18S7  swept  over 
Northern  India  and  surged  up  to  and 
around  the  Province  of  Fatna.  How  he 
faced  this  appalling  aitualioa  was  matter 
of  history.  Unfortunately,  his  views 
and  those  of  his  superior.  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday,  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Ben- 
sal,  were  directly  and  openly  at  variance, 
both  as  to  the  nature  oi  the  orisiB  and  as 
to  the  means  by  which  it  should  be  met. 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  had  before  this 
proposed  to  remove  'i&i.  Tayler.  Four 
hundred  miles  away,  in  the  security  of 
Calcutta,  he  thought  that  Patna  was 
safe;  that  the  revolt  of  the  neighbouring 
Sepoys  at  the  Fatna  Cantonments  of 
I>inapore  was  inconceivable;  that  the 
Wahabee  Mahomedans  of  Fatna  were 
"  innocent  and  inoffensive,"  and  so 
forth  ;  he  considered  all  Tayler's  mea- 
sures utterly  wrong,  and  one,  whereby 
the  Christians  at  Gya  and  Tirhoot  were 
warned  to  concentrate  on  the  central 
station  of  Fatna,  he  stigmatized  as  done 
under  a  panic.  Theupshot  was  thatwhile 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  waa  brought 
home  to  the  high  places  of  the  Secretary 
of  State's  Council — from  which  he  had 
only  retired  a  few  months  ago — Mr. 
Tayler  was  virtually  dismissed  from  his 
high  office,  a  ruined  and  broken  man. 
The  sentence  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
Sir  Ropar  LtthhriAg* 


of  Bengal  was  confirmed  by  Lord  Can- 
ning and  the  Government  of  India,  who, 
in  Buch  a  case,  would  be  little  else  than 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  under  another 
name ;  and  while  the  facts  of  the  Mutiny 
were  only  obscurely  known,  the  omahing 
sentence  waa  further  endorsed  by  the 
Board  of  Control,  though  some  of  the 
most  serious  parts  of  the  charge  were 
there  withdrawn.  He  (Sir  Boper  Loth- 
bridge)  would  not  attempt  to  pass  judg- 
ment himself  on  these  remote  events,  or 
on  the  actions  of  Mr.  Tayler  in  the 
Behar  crisis ;  but  he  should  refer  to  the 
testimony  of  every  recogniEod  authority 
and  every  competent  witness.  He  would 
first  show  that  at  least  tn'o  out  of  the 
five  Members  of  Lord  Canning's  Go- 
vernment who  had  concurred  in  the  dia- 
miasal  on  the  imperfect  evidence  entirely 
changed  their  opinion  on  fuller  infor- 
mation, and  after  the  Wahabee  trials  of 
1865.  One  of  the  chief  charges  brought 
against  Mr.  Tayler  was  that  he  had 
been  unduly  severe  against  the  Waha- 
bee fanalics,  whom  Sir  Frederick  Halli- 
day called  "inoffensive  men,  against 
whom  there  was  no  ground  of  auspi- 
CLon."  And  it  was  auggested  that  Mr. 
Tayler  had  been  misled  by  the  intrigues 
of  his  own  subordinates.  But  some 
years  later  these  very  Wahabees  were 
tried  by  Sir  Herbert  Edwardes  on  other 
charges  of  treason,  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced to  death,  and  Mr.  Tayler's  sub- 
ordinates, who  had  been  dubbed  in- 
triguers, wore  decorated  with  the  Star  of 
India.  Writing  to  Mr.  Tayler,  Sir 
Herbert  Fdwardea  said — 

"The  centre  or  ths  tnilj  bitter  acd  formidibia 
cooapiraEj  wm  Patoi.  £du  lirsd  tlisre  aod 
kaew  wbat  wm  gdog  on.  Ton  acted  on  joar 
kaawledge,  aad  paraljied  the  whole  of  the  Wn- 
habes  tect,  V  ieiiin;;  their  l«adera  at  the  vorr 
mement  *hsn  they  could  and  would  hnve  itrack 
■  heavj  hlow  againit  ua.     The  Bengal  GoTera- 


1  belie< 


Waliabea  eonapiracy,  (  _ 
rigour.  Time  hu  done  jou  joatioe,  ihowa  that 
jou  nere  right,  and  banged  or  traniportod  tbo 
eaemiei  whom  jeu  iuspected  and  diiarmud." 

SirBartle  Frere  wrote  that  it  "  had  been 
proved  beyond  all  doubt "  that  Mr. 
Tayler  saved  the  Province  from  insur- 
rection. He  turned  from  the  evidence 
of  Membera  of  the  Government— two  of 
whom  voltmtarily  came  forward  after- 
wards and  testified  that,  had  the  facta 
been  known  to  them,  they  would  not 
have  joined  in  the  censure  passed  on 
Mr.  Tayler— to  the  opinions  of  every 
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historian  and  every  writer  who  hod 
written  upon  the  terrible  timea  in  India 
during  the  great  Sepoy  Mutiny.  Tbeir 
authority  would  not  be  impugned  by 
Her  Majesty's  Qoverument.  They  were 
8ir  John  Kaye,  Colonel  MsUeson,  and 
Dr.  Alexander  Duff.  They  had  all 
given  precisely  the  same  verdict  with 
respect  to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Tayler 
by  the  Qovernoient,  and  they  showed 
the  greatest  anxiety,  as  being  honest 
men  they  were  bound  to  do,  that  he 
should  obtain  redress  of  his  injuries. 
Dr.  Alexander  Duff  was  the  head  of  tbe 
6oottish  missionaries  in  Bengal,  and  his 
name  was  a  household  word  over  the 
Province,  and  he  was  known  as  a  most 
estimable  character  when  he  (Sir  Boper 
Lethbridge)  was  in  Bengal ;  and  he 
wrote  that,  under  Providence,  Mr. 
Tayler  was  the  protector  of  Patna  and 
the  saviour  of  Behar,  and  for  a  single 
error  of  judgment  he  was  removed  from 
his  exalted  station,  in  which  he  had 
rendered  momeutoua  service  to  India 
and  the  British  Grown;  and  Dr.  Duff 
added  that  the  real  ground  obviously 
was  the  antagonism  between  Mr.  Tay- 
ler's  policy  and  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  dealing  with  the  events  of 
the  crisis.  A  precisely  similar  verdict 
was  given  by  others— by  Victoria  Cross 
heroes,  like  Iiis  old  frieod  Mr.  Fraser 
Macdonald  and  Mr.  Hobs  Mangles. 
The  latter  wrote — 

"  t  nan  benr  mT  humblo  tsitimoo/  to  (bo 
Ti[Orou>  rin<)  judicioni  meaaurei  wbjcli  ^ou 
adopted  lit  Palna,  and  which,  fasfand  qumtion, 
aitfod  tbaC  oilj.  I  baits  alvajis  bean  lurpriMd 
lliat  joar  srrTion  boTa  neier  been  ncocniud. 
but  I  bapa  that  jaalios  maf  jat  bo  done  to  jou." 

Tbeae  words  were  written  20  years  ago. 
Take  the  evidence,  again,  of  gallant 
Boyle,  the  engineer  who  planned  the 
detenoe  of  the  little  Arrah  Compound. 
He  wrote — 

"  I  am  glad  to  repeat  vbat  wu  then  the  general 
ODn*ietion,  linoa  cotiBrmed  b;  hett — that  bad 
JOU  Dot  aoted  aa  joa  did  on  four  own  reapoDsi- 
btlit;  (diaregarding  for  a  time  roatlne  and  need- 
leM  teohniealitr) " — thii  waa  tbe  atinf  of  the 
whole  tbinf — "  I'atoa  could  not  Lava  boan  uied. 
That  JOU  were  the  means  of  saving  Patna  and 
the  lives  of  the  Cbriatian  communil)'  Ihero  is  as 
undeni.ibia  aa  that  leal  far-aeeing  poliof  would 
have  inTolied  a  wideipread  caCaslropbe.  When 
1  oonaidsr  tbeae  thinga.  how  jou  have  been 
Irealed  for  your  aminent  seriicfls  white  Commis- 
sioiior  oF  fnlni,  bow  yoit  have  boon  wronged, 
bow  JOU  were  degraded  instead  ofbeiog  honoured, 
and  how  aveg  jsl  uagleot  sod  injuatiee  are  un- 
rpdrMied," 


Sir  Vincent  Eyre  endorsed  all  that  had 
been  written  by  Sir  John  Kaye  and 
Colonel  Malleson,  who  rejoiced  that  in 
Mr.  Tayler  they  had  the  right  man  in 
the  right  place,  who  had  the  courage  to 
assume  responsibility  adequate  to  the 
occasion.  It  was  because  Mr.  Tayler 
had  that  courage  and  assumed  that  re- 
sponsibility that  he  had  been  disgraced 
and  degraded  these  long  years.  He 
should  only  trouble  the  House  with  one 
extract  more  on  the  snbject,  and  it  was 
from  the  gallant  Colonel  Kattray,  of 
Pattray'e  Sikhs,  who  happened  to  have 
lived  in  tbe  same  house  with  Mr.  Taylor. 
He  said — 

"No  one  but  those  wbo  were  working  with 
Mr.  Tajler,  liring  in  bis  house  as  I  was,  eaa 
know  the  amount  of  burden  thrown  upon  him, 
and  all  thai  I  oan  sajr  is  not  onoe  did  I  see  a 
sjmptom  of  panic  during  tbe  whole  of  the  time 
1  was  working  with  liim.  Always  oourteoua, 
alw.i.va  affable,  alwaja  cool,  and  always  approach- 
able, be  waa  tlio  picture  of  what  no  English 
gentleman  should  be  when  plaocd  in  a  most 
eritieal  and  dangerous  paaition,  and  1  niaintnin 
through  thick  and  thin  that  it  ia  mainly  due  to 
him  that  Palna  was  saved.  I  ainccrely  truit 
that  Mr.  Tayler  may  yet  Uto  to  see  full  juitioo 
meted  out  to  him." 

TIlis  testimony  was  given  10  years  ago. 
He  (Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  might  quote 
precisely  eimilar  language  from  the  Bo- 
man  Catholio  Archbishop  of  Patna,  the 
Church  of  England  Chaplain  of  Patna, 
the  Qerman  missionary  there,  round 
robins  of  English  residents,  round 
robins  of  Natives,  surgeons,  engineers, 
all  sorts  and  conditions  of  men  ;  and  he 
challenged  a  single  contradictory  state- 
ment iiram  those  who  were  there  to  say 
that  Mr.  Tayler's  policy  was  wrong.  He 
did  not  think  that  anyone  would  deny 
that  there  had  been  all  along  an  over- 
whelming consensus  of  opinion,  espe- 
eially  in  India,  that  a  grave  error  was 
committed  by  the  Qovernment  in  this 
ease ;  and  what  he  feared  was  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  might 
be  tempted  to  say  that  the  matter  had 
been  decided  on  its  merits,  and  that  the 
Government  could  not  re-open  the  case. 
He  held  in  his  hand  absolutely  unde- 
niable proof  that  Che  matter  had  never 
been  decided  on  its  merits  since  tlie  time 
when,  in  1865,  the  new  facts  were  dis- 
covered, and  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  themselves  altered 
their  opinions.  The  letter  which  he  was 
about  to  read  was  the  keystone  of  hU 
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case.  It  was  an  autograph  letter  of 
that  noble-minded  statesman,  the  late 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote.  It  was  written 
CD  India  Office  paper,  and  the  signature 
had  been  verified  by  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Exeter  [Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  tiad  iaformed  him. 
reply  to  a  Question,  that  there  was 
trace  whatever  to  be  found  of  this  letter 
in  the  India  Office.  The  letter  was  aa 
follows: — 

"  Hsrlejr  Sireet,  December  7,  1888, 
dear  Sir, — Yoar  nppenl  hai  not  fet,  4*  I  find, 
gnne  before  tbe  Comniiiiea  of  our  Oounoil.  bjr 
wbom  it  will  hsTO  tc  be  dealt  with.  1  lake  for 
izranted  Ihot  when  il  comes  on  for  difcuiaion.  Si 
Frederiefa  Hnllid&j  will  abBtkin  from  taking  pni 
in  the  deliberation  of  the  Council  ;  and  I  fei 
nuured  that  the  Duke  of  Argjrll  will  look  into 


What  next  did  they  find  ?  The  Govern- 
ment to  which  the  late  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  belonged  went  out  of  Office. 
With  regard  to  what  happened,  The 
Timt4 — which  did  not  usually  use  un- 
measured language — ^called  it  "aeinister 
fact."  His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Oorst) 
spoke  ot  it  aa  "  an  accident  that  may 
happen  in  the  best- regulated  Depart- 
ments." For  10  long  years  Mr.  Taylet 
waited  for  the  orders  on  his  Uemorial 
that  was  to  be  "fairly  and  fully"  looked 
into,  and  then  he  discovered,  from  a 
statement  in  Tha  SeoUman,  and  not  by 
information  from  the  India  Office,  that 
his  papers,  including  the  Memorial,  had 
gone,  vanished,  no  one  knew  when,  no 
one  knew  whitiier,  and  that  the  Duke 
of  Argyll,  as  Secretary  of  State,  had  re- 
corded this  moat  significant  Minute — 
"  My  opinion  is  against  re-opening  the 
case."  The  House  would  observe  that 
this  was  not  against  Mr.  Tayler  on  the 
merits  ot  the  case,  not  against  the  mer- 
ciful inclinations  of  his  Predecessor,  Sir 
Stafford  Korthcote,  but  against  any  con- 
sideration of  those  merits.  He  protested 
at  once,  and  most  strongly,  against  the 
attempt  that  had  been  made  to  throw 
the  blame  for  the  miscarriage  of  justice 
on  the  Duke  of  Argyll.  He  held  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Dnke  was  a  just  and 
proper  one,  probably  even  a  necessary 
one,  for  he  had  not  been  made  aware  of 
the  promise  and  intention  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  and  could  only  conclude  that 
in  re-opening  the  case  ha  would  be  cast- 
ing a  slur  on  the  judgment  of  his  Fre- 
deeesaoT.  The  words  of  the  Duke,  after 
Sir  Boptr  L»thlriig» 
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the  promise  of  Sir  Stafford  Northcot^ 
could  not  possibly  be  got  over.  They 
declared  definitely  that  the  case  had  not 
been  re-opened,  and  they  cast  palpably 
and  incontestably  on  his  hon.  Friend  Oie 
responsibility  of  ref  rising  to  do  an  act  of 
justice.  Why,  it  might  be  asked,  was 
the  present  year  so  especially  favourable 
for  the  reconsideration  of  this  matter? 
He  had  some  little  delicacy  in  replying 
very  directly  to  that  question,  though 
the  answer  was  well  known  to  everyone 
who  had  followed  the  ease.  It  was  his 
determination,  and  that  of  those  who 
acted  with  him,  not  to  say  one  word  of 
imputation  against  the  two  most  distin- 
guished  and  most  eminent  Members  ot 
the  Secretary  of  State's  Council,  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  and  Sir  Henry 
Maine,  who  for  a  great  many  years 
thought  it  their  duty  strongly  to  oppose 
Mr.  Tayler,  and  who  both,  within  the 
last  few  months,  bad  been  removed 
from  that  Council,  one  by  death  and  one 
by  resignation.  Hard  words  enough 
had  passed  on  both  sides.  He  would 
earnestly  say  let  bygones  be  bygones ; 
and  in  extenuation  of  any  bitter  worda 
that  might  be  raked  up  against  Mr. 
Tayler,  he  would  urge  that  when  ohargee 
on  public  grounds  were  brought  against 
a  man  and  were  known  by  him  to  be 
false  it  was  only  human  nature  to  aasiga 
soma  of  the  animus  to  private  gronnds. 
And  if  Sir  Henry  Maine  were  alive  he 
would  be  the  first  to  laugh  at  the  ori- 
ginal cause  of  quarrel  between  him  and 
Mr.  Tayler.  The  quarrel  was  over  the 
famous  Simla  "  pickles  case,"  when  the 
late  Sir  William  Mansfield  accused  hia 
secretary.  Captain  Jervis,  of  stealing  bis 
pickles.  Sioila  society  was  rent  asunder 
into  fiercely  contending  factions  by  the 
case.  Sir  Henry  Maine,  aa  Law  Mem- 
ber of  Council,  was,  in  a  way,  the  Lep^al 
Adviser  of  the  Commander  -  in  •  Chief. 
Mr.  Tayler  was  the  advotiate  of  the  se- 
cretary, and  triumphantly  won  his  case. 
But  surely  those  old  feuds  ot  bygone 
times  might  now  be  forgotten.  It  re- 
mained an  obvious  practical  fact  that, 
whereas  for  at  least  20  years  it  had  beea 
mpossible  for  a  Secretary  of  State  to  do 
anything  for  Mr.  Tayler  without  offer- 
ing something  like  a  rebuff  to  his  two 
most  distinguished  Councillors,  now  no- 
thing of  the  kind  was  involved.  He 
light  say  that  the  whole  Press  ot  India 
id  a  most  influential  portion  of  the 
Press  of  England  had  dwelt  on  that  fact.  - 
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Withia  the  last  fev  montliB  everyone 
of  the  great  newspapers  at  India  bad 
called  on  the  Seoretarj  of  State  to  move 
a  the  matter,  aod  had  declared  that 
ustice  could  now  be  done  without  hart- 
ng  t^  dignity  or  the  character  of  any- 
one, and  with  great  advantage  to  the 
charaoter  of  the  Oovernment.  Tit  Timet 
the  other  day  said  of  Mr.  Tayler  that — 
"  The  time  that  la  left  to  him  in  the  ordinaiy 
couiM  of  oattire  CMinot  be  long.  It  will  b« 
our  lou  isther  than  his  if  the  fntnre  hiitomn 
hafl  to  record  that  he  went  down  to  the  gr&Te 
with  all  who  knew  hia  deeds  applauding  them, 
andofficialiam  alone  holding  itnpidlj,  anjnetlj, 
and  diahoneatly  aloof." 

Xt  was  official,  not  natioaal,  ingratitude ; 
and  TA»  Ctdevlla  Engiithmatt,  paaaion- 
ately  applauding  this  sentiment,  added 
that— 

"  Every  right-heuted  Gsglishmanmnathope 
that  his  i^ildren  and  grandchildren  will  hare 
cause  to  he  thankful  that  he  worked  for  their 
honour  during  the  30  yean  of  his  retirement 
undeterred  by  official  slights  or  by  unmanly 
doabta  o{  his  eventual  succwa." 

Everyone  who  knew  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  aud  the  noble  Via- 
conut  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ladia 
(Yiacount  Croes)  would  feel  that  they,  at 
least,  were  the  last  men  in  the  world  not 
to  join  heartily  in  such  a  wish.  But  he 
must  sorrowfully  confess  that  it  was 
possible  that  his  hon.  Friend,  after  all 
ne  (Sir  Koper  Lethbridge)  had  ventured 
to  urge,  and  after  all  that  would  be 
urged  by  those  who  would  follow  him, 
might  still  feel  a  dread  of  some  reproach 
for  committing  what  had  been  repre- 
sented to  him  as  a  breach  of  offioial 
etiquette.  He  ventured  to  assure  him — 
and  the  generous  heart  of  the  people  of 
this  country  would  assure  him — that 
whan  that  official  sin  came  to  be  recorded 
against  htm,  the  Recordiug  Angel  would 
remember  the  poor  old  hero  of  Patna 
and  his  wrongs,  and  would  drop  a  tear  on 
the  record  and  blot  it  out  for  ever.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  ooooluded  by  moving 
bis  Resolution. 

Sir  HENUT  HAYELOCK- ALLAN 
6.G.  (Durham)  sud,  he  rose  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  to  second  the  Sesolu- 
tion,  and  if  he  might  be  permitted  to 
offer  a  reason  for  doing  so,  it  was  be- 
cause he  was  to  have  had  the  honour  of 
seconding  the  Motion  of  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot  on  this  subject  when  the  case 
was  about  to  be  brought  forward  in  lt(7H. 
Since  that  time,  owin^  to  changes   of 


Qoremments,  changes  in  Ministries  and 
other  accidental  circumstances  the  case 
had  not  been  brought  forward,  and 
there  had  been  no  investigation  what- 
soever of  this  question.  They  had  been 
told  time  after  time  that  the  case,  having 
been  investigated  by  successive  Secre- 
taries of  State,  had  passed  beyond  the 
cognizance  of  the  present  day.  He 
should  elaborate  that  point  in  the  course 
of  his  observations  to  shov  that,  exoept 
in  the  first  interval,  no  investigation  of 
any  description  whatsoever  had  been 
held.  If  he  might  be  allowed  to  offer 
an  apologyfor  intervening  in  this  debate, 
it  would  be  that  he  had  the  honour  of 
having  been  himself  en  gaged  in  the  trans- 
actions to  which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  related  at  the  time  at  which  they 
occurred,  and  he  hoped  that  the  personal 
testimony  of  one  who  had  been  engaged 
in  the  circumstances  he  was  endeavour- 
lag  to  relate  would,  however  junior  his 
poeitioa  might  be,  cootinue  to  be  re- 
garded as  of  some  value  in  that  House. 
In  1857,  when  theee'events  occurred,  the 
Province  of  Bahar  and  tho  City  of  Patna 
were  saved  from  destruction,  and  from 
a  loss  of  life  such  as  they  were  not  able 
to  estimate  by  the  bold,  determined, 
wise,  and  well-conducted  action  of  Hr. 
Commissioner  Tayler,  The  Mutiny 
which  broke  out  in  India  in  1857  had 
overwhelmed  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
country,  and  in  a  few  isolated  spots 
there  were  detached  sections  of  our 
countrymen  exposed  to  dangers  to 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  none  would 
ever  be  exposed  again.  lu  such  cir- 
oumstanoes  as  those,  Mr.  Gommiseionev 
Tayler,  then  in  the  prime  of  life — now 
an  old  man  of  81  years — and  having  had 
an  ofhcial  experience  of  26  years  in 
India — during  which  he  had  obtained 
the  distinguished  approbation  of  every- 
one under  whom  he  had  served— had  to 
meet  a  most  perilous  crisis  with  scarcely 
any  assistance  from  those  with  whom 
he  was  associated,  that  which  he  did  re- 
ceive being  in  many  cases  a  detriment 
and  a  block  to  him.  He  rose  to  the 
emergency ;  but  he  committed  tho  un- 
pardonable fault  of  having  been  right 
when  his  official  superiors  were  wrong, 
and  the  vindictiveness  and  narrow- 
minded  spite  which  wrecked  hia  career 
and  had  followed  him  ever  since  was 
attributable  to  nothing  but  that  he, 
being  a  most  clear-sighted  and  capable 
Englishman,  had  met  with  the  censure 
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of  those  who  were  leas  clear- sighted  and 
capable  than  himself.  Tbe  great  City 
of  Fatna,  close  to  the  military  atatiou 
of  Dinapore,  containiDg  great  Govem- 
ment  factoriee,  and  millions  of  trea- 
sure, WBB  left  with  scarcely  any  garriaoo 
at  all,  which  might  be  said  to  conaiet  of 
Commissioner  Tayler  himself  and  a  few 
police  when  the  emergency  arose.  In 
the  month  of  June,  1657,  CommiBsioner 
Tayler  knew  from  prerious  investigation 
what  was  not  understood  by  the  autho- 
rities at  Calcutta — of  the  exiatence  of  a 
great  and  powerful  conspiracy  aimed  at 
uprooting  the  foundation  of  our  power 
in  India — concerning  which  everything 
that  he  then  alleged  was,  seven  years 
afterwards,  borne  out  by  unimpeachable 
evidence  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt. 
He  had  to  deal  with  the  circumstance  that 
eight  miles  lower  down  the  Ganges  than 
PatDS  there  was  a  garrison  of  three  of 
the  best  regiments  of  our  Indian  Army, 
who  were  held  in  check  by  one  regiment 
in  which  he  (Sir  Henry  Havel ock- Allan) 
had  the  honour  to  serve.  Their  efBciency 
could  not  be  doubted  from  a  military 
point  of  view;  but  for  that  very  reason 
they  were  all  tbe  more  dangerous  should 
they  become  our  enemies.  Commissioner 
Tayler  was  urging  on  tbe  authorities 
the  eiiatence  of  the  conspiracy,  and  the 
necessity  of  disarmament.  The  insurrec- 
tion was  spreading  all  over  the  country, 
and  our  out-stations  were  being  over- 
whelmed, owing  to  their  small  numbers, 
when  Commissioner  Tayler  thought 
that  it  would  be  a  prudent  step  to 
disarm  these  2,000  Indian  iroops,  tor 
which  proceeding  there  were  means 
at  band,  and  an  opportuuity  afforded- 
Ihe  only  opposition  offered  was  that  of 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  and  General 
Lloyd,  who  desired  to  retain  a  belief  in 
the  loyalty  of  the  Native  troops  with 
whom  he  had  been  associated  all  bis 
life,  although  in  tbe  course  he  took 
he  was  afterwards  proved  to  have  been 
grieTOusly  mistaken,  and  which  course 
was  absolutely  opposed  to  the  informa- 
tion of  Commissioner  Tayler.  AtPatua 
itself  he  nipped  the  insurrection  in  the 
bud  by  seizing  somewhat  unceremo- 
niously—insurrections were  not  to  be 
Eiut  down  with  rose  water— the  Wababee 
eaders  without  furtherdetrimentto  them- 
selves, except  that  they  were  depriyed 
of  the  power  of  doing  mischief.  That 
raised  the  ire  of  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
then  Governor  of  Bengal,  whose  in- 
Sir  Utnry  Havihek- Allan 


fluence  was  strong  enough  to  indoca 
Lord  Canning  and  General  Lloyd  to 
resist  every  representation  made  to  them 
as  to  the  disarmament  of  tbe  forces, 
which  might,  in  the  early  days  of  the 
conspiracy,  have  been  deprived  of  the 
power  of  doing  evil.  Subsequent  events 
had  undoubtedly  proved  that  in  every 
step  taken  by  Commissioner  Tayler  he 
was  right,  and  that  the  steps  taken  by  his 
official  superiors,  who  were  opposed  to 
him,  were  absolutely  and  lamentably 
wrong.  He  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
would  show  presently  how  that  bore  oa 
the  insurrection  in  India,  and  bow,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  Providence,  Lnok* 
now — to  whose  relief  his  father  was  ad- 
vancing—would have  fallen,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  neglect  of  Mr.  Tayler's  ad- 
vice. This  disarmament  of  the  Native 
troopsraighteasilyhave  taken  place  early 
in  June,  and  when  at  last  permission  was 
given  the  operation  was  so  mismanaged 
and  bungled  that  a  large  force  of  some- 
what over  2,000  traiuea  Sepoys — as  fine 
soldiers  as  any  in  the  world — were  able 
to  escape  into  the  adjoining  Province  of 
Bebar,  with  the  whole  of  their  amma- 
njtion  in  their  possession,  which  enabled 
them  for  15  months  to  oppose  resistance 
to  the  attempt  to  suppress  the  Mutiny. 
But  the  chief  point  alleged  against  Mr. 
Commissioner  Tayler  was  that  he  showed 
a  want  of  courage  in  what  was  called 
the  disgraceful  withdrawal  of  the  ofKcials 
from  tbe  districts.  What  did  that  mean? 
All  over  India  small  detached  bodies  of 
Europeans  were  striving  for  their  lives. 
In  tbe  midst  of  the  circumstances  that 
surrounded  them  they  would  naturally 
retire  to  tbe  nearest  town  ;  and  the 
whole  gravamen  of  the  charge  against 
Mr.  Tayler  was  that  he  foresaw  tha 
possibility  of  those  small  detaohed  par- 
ties being  obliged  to  take  refuge  ia 
Patna,  and  gave  facilities  for  that  which 
all  over  India  was  taking  place  without 
any  orders  at  all.  Another  charge 
against  him  was  that  he  had  prevented 
the  advance  of  the  heroic  Sir  Vincent 
Eyro  to  the  relief  of  Arrab.  When  tbo 
authorities  had  succeeded  in  bungling 
the  plan  of  disarmament,  tbe  2,000 
Sepoys,  wbo  made  their  escape  with 
their  arms  and  ammunition,  laid  siege  to 
the  small  house  at  Arrah  to  which  the 
hoD.  Member  for  North  Eensingtoa 
(Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  had  alluded.  A 
detachment  of  European  soldiers,  400 
in  number,  wbo  were  sent  to  their  relief, 
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had  falleo  into  an  ambnsh ;  they  suffered 
■everetf,  and  had  to  return  diminiBhed 
in  number  by  250.  The  allegation 
ag^st  Oommiseioaer  Tayler  was  that 
Wuea  some  few  days  later  a  much 
smaller  detachment  of  British  soldiers, 
available  for  the  relief  of  tbeheleaguered 
garrison,  was  passing  up  the  river,  he 
recommended  them  to  proceed  with  cau- 
tion. If  he  had  not  done  that,  he  would 
have  been  deficient  in  respect  of  the 
first  element  of  bis  public  duty.  Seeing 
what  had  happened  to  a  much  superior 
force  a  few  days  before  Commissioner 
Tayler — whosebuainess.&saCivilofficer, 
it  was  to  sift  all  the  evidence  derived 
from  a  hundred  sources  as  to  what  the 
probability  of  success  might  be — sent 
through  the  military  officer  commanding 
at  Dlnapore,  who  had  to  decide  whether 
the  movement  should  be  made  or  not, 
certain  advice  either  not  to  advance, 
or  els«  to  advance  with  caution  to 
what,  in  his  opinion,  might  otherwise 
be  almost  certain  defeat.  So  far  from 
that  being  in  auy  degree  a  discredit  to 
Mr.  Xayler,  ha  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan)  maintained  that  it  reSected  the 
highest  possible  credit  upon  his  fore- 
sight and  his  appreciation  of  the  duties 
which  fell  to  his  share  as  Oivil  officer, 
in  giving  all  the  information  in 
his  power  to  the  Military  Authorities. 
These  were  the  only  two  points  alleged 
i^ainst  this  man.  He  would  not  say,  in 
general  terms,  that  there  had  been  official 
rancour  displayed  against  Mr.  Tayler, 
as  he  ^Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan]  did 
not  believe  that  such  a  feeling  was  en- 
tertained by  the  higher  official,  the  case 
having  received  a  fair  hearing  whenever 
it  had  come  up  for  higher  consideration, 
and  Mr.  Taylor  having  been  especially 
completely  exonerated  by  the  Court  of 
Directors.  But  one  individual  had,  from 
first  to  last,  displayed  implacable  hos- 
tility against  Commissioner  Tayler,  be- 
cause that  gentleman  had  been  right, 
whilst  he  himself,  hie  official  superior, 
had  been  wrong,  and  these  two  insigni- 
ficant reasons  had  been  picked  out  as  a 
lever  for  htinging  to  an  end  the  official 
career  and  ruining  the  prospects  and 
embittering  the  life  of  a  gentleman  to 
whomthe  people  of  India,  perhaps,  owed 
aa  much  as  to  any  other  man  engaged 
in  the  Mutiny.  He  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  anything  further  alleged 
agdnst  him ;  but  if  Mr.  Tayler  had 
committed  an  error  of  judgment  in  this 
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matter,  what  did  it  amount  to?  It 
amounted  to  a  case  of  this  kind— that  in 
esiinguishing  a  great  and  dangerous  oon- 
fiagration,  which  threatened  life  and  pro- 
perty, those  who  managed  the  fire-engine 
might  have  accidentally  sprinkled  the 
bystanders.  Now,  let  him  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock-AUan]  point  out  that  subse- 
quent events,  in  every  respect,  bad  con- 
firmed the  soundness  of  the  judgment 
arrived  at  by  Mr.  Taylor.  It  was  at 
that  time  urged  on  Lord  Canuiug,  who 
had  not  then  been  long  in  India — and  of 
whom  he  wished  to  speak  with  every 
respect,  be  having,  of  course,  been  in 
this  matter  in  the  hands  of  his  official 
advisers— who  had  long  years  of  Indian 
experience — that  Gommiesioner  Tayler 
had,  without  due  cause,  seized  and  im- 
prisoned some  worthy  and  inoifensive 
Mahommedan  gentlemen — these  being 
the  Wahabee  conspirators.  If  that  con< 
spiracy  had  not  been  promptly  checked 
much  bloodshed  and  slaughtor  would 
have  resulted.  But  what  happened  later 
ou?  In  1B64,  after  CommiesionerTayler 
had  been  displaced  and  relegated  to 
private  life,  when  everything  had  been 
done  that  was  possible  to  ruin  him,  when 
he  bad  been  deprived  of  pay  and  pen- 
sion, and  forced  to  rely  upon  his  owu 
extraordinary  talents  as  an  advocate  for 
a  subsistence,  this  remarkable  event 
occurred.  An  investigation  which  was 
carried  on  by  Sir  Herbert  Edwards  at 
Simla,  in  the  North- West  Provinces,  ia 
connection  with  the  Wahabee  conspiracy, 
brought  to  light  the  fact  that  the  very 
individuals  whom  Commissioner  Tayler 
had  seized — thus  nipping  the  insurreo- 
tion  in  the  bud — were  the  persons  who 
were  subsequently  proved  to  be  the 
principal  movers  in  the  insurrectionary 
movement  in  1857,  which  was  intended 
to  upset  the  British  power  in  India. 
Those  men  were  convicted  in  1864,  on  the 
clearest  evidence ;  but  Commissioner 
Tayler  was,  unfortunately,  unable  to 
profit  by  what  happened.  But  the  men 
who  were  instrumental  in  proving  that 
the  Wahabees  seized  by  Gommiesionor 
Tayler  were  connected  with  the  con- 
spiracy were,  by  the  deliberate  action  of 
the  Indian  Oovernment,  promoted  for 
the  services  they  had  rendered  the 
country.  From  that  day  up  to  the  pro- 
sent,  every  subsequent  event  had  fully 
and  completely  eatabliehod  the  souoduosa 
andcorrectnessof  Mr.  Tayltir'e  judgment. 
Speaking  &om  peisonal  knowledjo  in 
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fetring  to  this  personal  matter,  and 
assured  tbe  House  that  he  only  did  bo 
under  a  strong  im^elliog  sense  to  obej- 
the  dictates  of  justice  and  honoor, 
— in  letting  the  truth  be  known— 
which,  he  believed,  were  not  extinct, 
and  never  would  be  extinct,  in  that 
House.  Since  that  time  Ur.  Tayler 
had,  from  time  to  time,  endeavoured  in 
poverty,  in  circumEtancee  of  unexampled 
trial  and  depression  during  3t  years,  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  countrymen  to 
tbe  iDJustice  be  bad  suffered.  He  (Sir 
Hebry  Havelock- Allan)  came  now  to  a 
dark  and  uDexplained  circumstance, 
which,  if  it  stood  alone,  would  justify 
the  request  now  made,  that  fuller  in- 
vestigation into  this  case  should  take 
place.  In  lfi78  he  was  engaged  with 
SirEaidley  Wilmot  in  bringing  this  case 
before  Parliament.  He  hod  sent  Memo- 
rials to  tbe  India  OSice,  which  were  not 
then  replied  to.  They  were  told  in  July, 
1878,  that  it  was  desirable  that  inquiry 
should  be  deferred,  because  a  very  com- 
prehensive Minute  on  the  su^ect  had 
been  prepared  by  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
and  that  it  would  shortly  be  laid  before 
the  House.  That  reply  stopped  action 
in  1878.  Iq  1879othercircumstaQcesin- 
tervened  to  prevent  the  case  being  taken 
up,  and  in  1880  there  was  a  change  of 
Government.  But  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  cir- 
cumstance, which  had  remained  uuez- 
plained  to  this  day,  and  such  circum- 
stances fortunately  did  not  often  happen. 
When  the  papers  on  which  Commis- 
sioner Tayler  relied  for  his  defence  were 
searched  for,  it  was  found  that  they  were 
absent  from  the  records  of  the  India 
OSice,  and  could  not  be  traced.  He 
cast  imputation  on  no  person.  It  so 
happened  that  the  parties  iu  this  case  on 
the  one  side  and  the  other  were  equally 
friends  of  hie,  and  he  should  not  like  to 
be  swayed  by  the  slightest  bias  against 
anyone,  or  by  any  feeling  but  that 
which  was  usually  felt  by  an  English- 
man to  stand  up  for  a  man  whom  be 
b(?lieved  to  be  oppressed  and  injured. 
As  he  bad  said,  all  the  papers  required 
by  Mr.  Tayler  to  prove  his  case  were 
abstracted  from  the  India  OfBce.  The 
only  thing  that  could  be  discovered  of 
the  voluminous  documents  was  the  fly- 
leaf, which  bore  tbe  simple  Minute  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  in  1868,  that  bis 
Grace  was  against  the  reopening  of  the 
case.     Ho  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 


this  matter,  he  could  say  that  the  escape 
of  tbe  Diuapore  brigade  from  Dinapore 
into  the  jungle,  with  all  their  arms  and 
ammunition  complete,  might  have  had, 
except  for  the  interposition  of  Providence, 
s  fatal  effect  on  the  result  of  the  insur- 
rection in  India.  At  that  time  the  force 
under  his  father's  command,  and  of 
which  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- All  an) 
had  the  honour  to  be  executive  officer, 
was  on  the  further — the  northern— side 
of  tbe  Qanges,  having  fought  11  battles 
on  the  near  side,  capturing  100  pieces 
of  artillery,  and  being  then  within  50 
miles  of  tite  relief  of  Lucknow.  As  far 
as  he  and  his  father  knew  every  hour  was 
of  importance.  What  happened  ?  In 
consequence  of  Mr.  Taylor's  advice  not 
being  followed,  and  this  large  body  of 
nien  being  allowed  to  escape  intact  to 
swell  the  forces  of  rebellion,  tbe  whole 
of  his  father's  movements  were  abso- 
lutely checked.  He  asked  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House  to  read  a  few  words 
from  a  letter  of  his  father,  expressing 
tbe  judgment  which,  with  great  regret, 
be  had  arrived  at  on  this  occasion.  Be 
was  not  quoting  from  a  copy  of  a  docu- 
ment, but  from  the  original,  written  by 
himself  at  that  time  to  his  father's  dic- 
tation, in  the  warmth  of  the  circum- 
atauces  as  they  occurred,  and  he  would 
then  ask  whether  Commissioner  Tayler 
was  right  or  wrong  in  tbe  course  ho  re- 
commended. On  receiving  the  news 
that  tliis  large  reinforcement  had  been 
received  by  the  enemy,  that  they  bad 
cut  his  line  of  communication,  and  that 
reinforcements  would  cease  to  reach 
them  for  many  weeks,  his  father  wrote 
this  letter— 

"  Camp  MuDgurwar,  August  8,  1867. 
"  Imperious  circumBlaiiceB  compel  me  to  re- 
crou  the  UaDges.  When  further  dpfance 
becomes  impDBgible,  da  not  negotiata  oi  capitu- 
Istp,  Cut  your  way  out  to  Cawnporo  ;  j-ou  will 
save  the  colours  ai  the  K2Qd,  and  two-thirds  of 
joor  Britiah  troopa.  Blow  up  your  fortifica- 
tiODB.   nagHziuet.    &c.,  by  cODBtructing   sur- 


ges bumiag. 

H.  Havii 

To  Colonel  InoliSj 


OCK,  Brigadier  Oeneral. 
Com m audi Dg  Lucknow." 


Why  was  this  advice  rendered  neces- 
sary f  His  father  was  compelled  to 
give  if,  because  Commissioner  Taylor's 
advice  was  not  followed,  and  because 
this  large  reinforcement  was  allowed  to 
reach  tbe  enemy  intact,  and  to  cut  their 
com  muni  oat  ions.  He  apologized  for  re- 
Sir  Senrs  Harehcli- Allan 
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did  not  wish  to  attach  any  further  im- 
portance to  that  remarliable  iacident 
than  it  doeerved  ;  but  he  did  say  that 
vhen  official  documente  disappeared  in 
this  extraordinary  way,  the  question 
naturally  arose  whether  anyone,  and  if 
BO  who,  was  most  interested  in  their 
disappearKiioe.  Fortunately,  they  were 
not  at  a  loss  aa  to  the  facts.  Through 
3 1  years  of  privation,  of  loss  of  position, 
of  circumslances  which  would  have 
broken  any  man  of  inferior  courage 
and  spirit,  Mr.  Tayler  bad  survived  to 
bear  the  test  of  public  investigation, 
and  the  gentleman  who  waa  mixed  up 
with  Mr.  Tayler  in  the  events  of  that 
time,  the  gentlemen  of  whom  he  (Sir 
Henry  Ha  v  clock- All  an)  did  not  wish  to 
say  a  word  stronger  than  was  warranted 
by  circumstances,  but  who,  at  alt  events, 
was  the  sole  opposing  element  in  thecase, 
also  survived.  This  was  not  a  case  like 
that  of  Lord  Dundonald,  where  all  who 
had  been  originally  coucemed  in  the 
events  which  had  led  to  acta  of  injustice 
had  passed  away,  though  even  in  that 
case  in  1678  justice  was  at  last  done  to 
the  memory  of  a  great  and  gallant 
gentleman,  and  to  those  who  had  suc- 
ceeded him.  As  to  the  present  case, 
they  were  in  no  such  difficulty.  The 
accused  and  the  accuser,  if  they  might 
be  said  to  stand  in  that  position,  were 
■till  before  them,  and  the  documents 
were  forthcoming  in  abundance.  Every 
historian  who  had  judicially  examined 
the  circumstances  of  this  case  had 
been  unanimously  in  asserting  that 
Commissioner  Taylor,  of  Patna,  had 
certainly  established  bis  position  as 
having,  not  only  acted  with  judgment, 
but  as  having  thoroughly  earned  tbe 
gratitude  of  his  country.  This  man  was 
now  81  years  of  age.  In  the  course  of 
nature  hie  life  could  not  be  much  longer 
prolonged.  He  had  borne  with  unex- 
ampled courage  what  he  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock-Allan)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
believed  to  be  an  intolerable  injustice 
and  wrong.  He  appealed  to  both  sides 
of  the  House  on  the  question.     He  ap- 

Saled  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ember  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone},  though  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  had  no  personal  responsibility  in 
the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  however,  at  the  bead  of  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  period  of  many  of  the 
transactions  referred  to.  He  appealed 
also  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith],  who,  he  was  sure,  was  actuated 
on  oil  occasions  by  a  sense  of  indexible 
justice.  To  that  sense  of  justice  henow 
appealed.  Give  this  man  an  open  and 
fair  inquiry.  If  it  was  shown  that  Mr. 
Tayler  had  committed  an  error  no  harm 
would  be  done,  because  the  grave  would 
soon  close  over  a  sad  story.  But  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  could  be  shown  that 
jueiicB  had  been  continually  postponed 
by  the  resistance  of  one  man,  who,  from 
his  official  position,  bad  been  better  able 
to  thwart  Mr.  Tayler  than  anyoue  else 
could  have  been,  then  he  said  that  not 
only  was  the  national  faith  involved, 
but  the  national  sense  of  justice  was 
involved  in  doing  complete  justice  in 
this  matter,  though  justice  had  been  bo 
long  deferred.  He  begged  to  second 
the  Beeolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  teave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  thfl 
end  of  tbe  QaeatioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  Iha  opioion  of  this  Hooae,  it  is  deairabis, 
witb  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  a  long-BtaadEDg 
coatrovaraf  aa  to  the  wrong  atateil  to  hare  beea 
suffered  by  ameritorioiw  gBTvant  ot  the  Crown, 
that  a  Select  Committee  ehould  be  Appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  case  of  Mr.  William  Tayler, 
late  CommiaBioner  of  Patna,"— (£ir  RoptrLitk- 
bridge,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

TnK  UNDEK  SEORETAET  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobst) 
(Chatham)  said,  that  be,  in  common 
with  the  other  Members  of  the  House, 
had  listened  with  grsat  pleasure  to  the 
manly  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  lor  Durham  (Sir 
Henry  Havelook-Allan).  ■  He  hoped  the 
House  would  believe  bim  when  be  said 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
was  as  anxious  to  do  justice  to  anyone 
who  was  suffering  under  undeserved 
obloquy  as  was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself ;  but  before  tbe  House 
embarked  a  Select  Committee  upon  an 
inquiry  into  this  voluminous  case  a 
plain,  unvarnished  statement  of  the 
facts  ought  to  be  laid  before  it.  The 
two  speeches  which  had  been  made  bad 
been  rather  the  speeches  of  advocates 
putting  forward  points  chosen  to  produce 
an  impression  that  injustice  had  been 
done,  than  impartial  statements  of  fact 
such  as  it  was  nis  duty  to  submit.    Th« 
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real  grievance  bad  been  greatly  esag- 
gerated,  for  it  had  been  eaid  that  this 

f3DtIeman  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
ublic  Service.  He  vas  not  diamiased ; 
he  was  eimpljr  superseded  in  the  posi- 
tion he  held  at  Patna.  He  vas  trans- 
ferred from  that  position  to  another, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  subaequent 
ersnts  he  might  for  a  long  period  have 
served  the  Crown.  The  House  had  to 
consider  whether,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  Oovemment  of 
India  of  the  day  were  justified  in  re- 
moving Mr.  TajlerfromPataa  and  put- 
ting him  elsewhere.  He  would  give  the 
reaaons  which  induced  the  Qovemment 
of  India  to  take  that  course.  But  he 
muat  first  object  that  thia  was  not  a 
matter  on  which  there  ought  to  be  an 
appeal  to  all.  The  Empire  of  India 
was  imperilled,  and  the  Qovernment,  in 
the  action  it  took  on  that  occasion,  must 
be  judged  by  the  rules  of  military 
procedure.  Supposing  a  Commanding 
Officer  in  the  middle  of  a  battle  were  to 
remove  an  officer  from  some  post  under 
some  misapprehenaion,  would  it  be 
endured  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
whether  the  General  had  justly  esti- 
mated the  capacity  of  the  man  ?  The 
second  objection  he  had  was  that  the 
bringing  forward  of  the  question  com- 
pelled him  to  rake  up  matters  that  were 
more  than  80  years  old,  and  obarges 
againat  Mr.  Tayler  that  the  existing 
Members  of  the  GoTernment  of  India 
would  be  glad  to  bury  in  oblivion.  If 
be  was  obliged  to  mention  things  which 
did  not  entirely  redound  to  the  credit  of 
Mr.  Tayler,  it  was  the  fault  of  those  who 
now  brought  the  matter  forward.  He 
would  not  go  into  extraneous  matters. 
It  had  been  mentioned  that  before  the 
Mutiny  it  waa  intended  to  remove  Hr. 
Tayler  from  Patua.  That  intention  was 
formed  in  conaequence  of  complaints 
which  afterwards  received  the  inveBti- 
gation  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  as 
to  which  the  Secretary  of  State  decided 
that  the  Oorernment  of  Bengal  wero 
right  and  Mr.  Tayler  was  wrong. 
"With  this  explanation,  he  would  begin 
with  the  date  of  the  7th  of  June, 
1857,  when  the  first  alarm  occurred  at 
Patna.  It  was  on  the  Slat  of  July  fol- 
lowing that  Mr.  Tnyler  issued  the  with- 
drawal order,  and  the  events  he  would 
deal  with  occurred  within  thoae  two 
dates.  He  wished  to  read  Mr.  Tayler'e 
own  description  of  the  resolution  which 
Sir  Join  Gent 


he  formed  on  the  7th  of  June  as  to  the 
conduct  he  would  pursue  during  the 
critical  days  that  he  foresaw.    He  eaid — 

"Then  it  wai  thst,  »fter  earefalTj  pondering 
Ibn  Tarlouj  lources  oF  danger,  ariar  weighing  and 
oomparinjc  the  informklioa  hroughC  lo  ma  from 
T>rleui  Miiroei,  I  rBiolied  to  iidopt  a  tnm  of 
ooaroiTO  msBsnrel  vhioh  woold  anticipate  and 
nullifj  anj  moTcment  that  might  he  eoatemplntod, 
NDd  draw  (ho  tcolh  of  the  dlilojiil  iKforo  Ibejr 
had  opportunity  to  bitB." 
And  he  afterwards  said — 

"  All  wai  done  an  my  awn  aole  reaponiibilily, 
withoDt  the  perm iai ion  or  knowledgs  of  Mr. 
Hallidaj." 

LC%««r#.]  The  House  cheered  that  as 
if,  at  a  moment  when  you  were  fighting 
against  mutiny,  insubordination  waa 
something  to  be  admired.  He  strongly 
objected  to  that.  If  ever  there  was  a 
crisis  in  the  history  of  the  world  it  was 
that  of  the  Mutiny.  No  doubt,  there 
had  been  instances  of  splendid  insub- 
ordination, such  as  that  of  Lord  Nelson 
at  Copenhagen,  or  even  that  committed 
on  this  very  oocasion  by  the  officer  who 
disobeyed  Mr.  Tayler  himself;  but  these 
were  isolated  cases  of  disobedience  in 
some  one  particular  matter.  A  man 
who  did  such  a  thing,  did  it  with  a 
rope  round  his  neck;  be  ran  the  risk 
of  failure ;  but  he  might  succeed  and 
have  bis  act  condoned  by  his  euperior 
officer.  He  protested,  however,  against 
the  doctrine  which  seemed  to  £nd  favour 
with  some  hon.  Members,  that  you  were 
to  embark  in  dangerous  operations  of  thia 
kind  with  the  predetermination  that  you 
would  tell  your  superior  officer — "All  waa 
done  on  my  sow  responsibility,  with- 
out the  permission— ["Hear,  hear!"] 
— or  knowledge — ["  Hear,  hear  I  "J — of 
my  auperiore. 

SiaEOPEBLETHBEIDQE:  There 
were  no  orders. 

Sib  JOHN  QORST  swd,  he  was 
astonished  that  any  hon.  Member  should 
cheer  such  a  sentiment.  The  arrest  of 
the  four  Wahabees  took  place  on  the 
SOth  of  June.  These  gentlemen  were 
never  brought  to  trial ;  they  were  dis- 
charged afterwards  with  the  knowledge 
and  approval  of  Mr.  Taylor  himself, 
and  no  conspiracy  and  no  offence  of  any 
kind  was  proved  against  these  men. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Durham  said  that  this  was  a  great  ac- 
cusation made  against  Mr.  Tayler  ;  but 
he  never  heard  that  any  accusation  was 
made  against  Mr.  Tayler  in  respect  of 
these  men. 
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uid,  he  Iiad  been  mi  aapprsh  ended ;  lie 
did  not  Bay  that.  He  said  the  particular 
accuBfttion  vae  the  vithdraval  order. 
He  was  not  aware  that  Mr.  Tayler  was 
ever  censured  for  the  arrest  of  tbeae  men, 
vhich  was  perfectly  juetified. 

8ia  JOHN  GOEST  eaid,  he  was  not 
cenaured  for  arreating  them ;  but  Sir 
John  Kaye.  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
for  Noith  KeuBinfcton  appealed,  said  of 
thiB  event,  in  hie  EUtory  of  the  Mutiny— 
"llcia  hftrdlj  «>e>pe  llw  eongidrmtion  orsnj 
undid  mind  lh»t  nhst  i*  thu«  regarded  m  s 
■MoeMfol  ilroke  of  pal iof  when  exeooted  by  Eng- 
liibntn  luinit  MahomedKni  would,  if  BnE''"^' 
men  Ind  beep  llie  Tictiroi  o(  it,  haro  been  de- 
•cribed  bj  another  nnme.  To  infils  meo  to  > 
ftlendtj  conferenco  and,  when  »otutillj  Ihe  guests 
of  ■  Briliih  officer,  lo  leiio  their  persons  is  not 
Vt\j  TtTj  like  tranoherj,  bat  is  ireacherj  ilself. 

The  ellgenoici  of  a  great  criiis  justifj 

eicepUonn]  act*  in  111*  inUrtsIa  of  public  saretr  ; 
but  I  do  not   know  iinj  eieoiei  that  msj  be 
flraded  or  wgameoU  that  mnr  be  adranocd  by 
■  British oBhwr  iniuoh  Koaia  ilmt  inigbt  --■■-- 
rltsded  and  adTaaeed  bf  Native  Chief*  ' 
dreumaliPce*.     But,  whalnoTer  other  ei 
Ihisalroke  of  poliej  maf  hoTo  brooght,  tt>a  Iran' 
laillinlioa  of  FBtn*  was  not  one  of  them." 
What  was  chiefly  complained  of  was  not 
the  actual  airest,  but  that  no  informa- 
tioDwasgnTentotheGoTeniment.  On  the 
25th  of  June  the  following  letter  was 
addrewed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal  to  Mr.  Tayler  :— 

"  Inleilifensa  bai  reached  Ihe  Lieutenant  Gc 
ttfaor  from  a  priTats  source  that  on  the  3 Is. 
instant  joa  arrested  eertain  InSuenlial  Native 
imtlemen  at  I'atna,  and  caused  Iha  town  to  be 
mrohed  in  order  to  disarm  the  population. 
Vbeibor  thets  meaanrei  were  right  or  wrong  the 
Linteiaot  GoTornor  has  no  menne  of  judging. 
Tb^  are  eertafnij  eltraordinarj,  and  lit  first 
■Ifbiopen  tomnob  question.  But  the  Lieutenant 
Oeremorhas  to  oomplsln  seriously  that  he  hears 
so  iKh  ocGBslons  nothing  from  jou  of  rour  in- 
tsMioBt  and  nothing  of  jour  acts  till  after  they 
ktd  botn  completed,  and  lliat  jour  method  of 
npottiug  to  Oovemmeol  at  the  present  Im- 
pnrlanl  eruii  is  loose,  detoltor^,  and  incom- 
phle." 

And  00  the  26tb  of  June  the  Govern- 
ment wrote — 

"Tour  promised  ielter  of  the  3 '2d d  insl.int  has 
jilt  been  rsceiied.  Il  oonrains  no  detail  of  any 
Mtt,  but  is  wrilleo,  as  nsuni,  in  a  hurried  and 
eai*le«  Bianaer,  wiih  an  intimation  that  TOU  nro 
tso  buy  to  writs  in  detail,  and  will  write  mors 
is  a  day  or  two.  You  add—'  I  liars  the  Tour  prin- 
(iyal  Wsbabeea  in  custody,  and  am  just  going  lo 
llsh  All  Kare«iD.'  Not  a  word  la  sniU  to  ex- 
yUa  ibi*  exltxordinary  and  dangerous  measure, 
•r  (by  ibnearreitiDremadeand  to  be  made.  I 
Ml  directed  to  repeat  to  you  that  this  conduct  is 
■oat  Boaaiitfactory.    You  canoot  haro  m  mnob 
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to  do  Di  to  be  onnblo  lo  afford  the  Bmallcst  infor- 

I  of  jour  proceedings,  elpecially  when  they 

a  nature  very  queslionable  in  appraianco. 

At  nil  cTcnts,  it  is  your  duty  and  yoor  business  to 

keep  tho  Go»ernment  informed  of  what  you  aro 

doing,  and  yoo  can  hare  no  work  of  greater  or 

9  pressing  neoossily  than   to  do  this.     Pho 

tenant  Governor  regrets  to  be  obliged  thus 

,.  _rge  yon  on  such  «ry  obTious  poinla  of  duly 

which  no  other  Commissioner  has  neglected,' 

Then    the  next  day  they    complained 

again — 

"  The  dawk  of  the  aSrd  has  come  in  from 
Patnn,  and  the  Lieutennnt  Gorernor  has  again  to 
oomplnin  of  the  abscncoof  all  information  of  your 
proceodingB.  He  has  reoeived  a  scarcely  inlel- 
llgib'e  demi-official  nolo  from  you  dated  Ihe  33rd 
instant,  written,  as  usual,  in  a  hurry,  and  afford- 
no  longibla  Information,  It  is  »ery  probablo 
may  bo  doing  all  that  is  right,  and  Ihe  Lieu- 

int  Governor  is  willing  to  place  all  rosiOnnble 

eonfldonce  in  your  seal  and  Oieorelion  ;  but  that 
you  should  keep  llio  GoTernment  wholly  in  the 
dark  for  dnys  and  dnj8  together  while  yoo  darkly 
intimate  that  you  are  adopting  measures  of  great 
responsibility  and  importonoe.  is,  1  am  directed 
lo  say,  quite  intolerable.  It  is  impossible  that 
you  should  haro  anything  lo  do  of  greater 
imporlnoco  than  keeping  the  GoTernmont  in- 
formed of  yonr  proceedings.  Should  this  most 
unsatisfactory  sUto  of  things  not  be  speedily 
amended,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  I  am  diroolc4 
lo  MJ,  will  be  constrained  to  supcrsodo  you,  how- 

"aTna"  an  officer  who  will    keep  up  proper  and 

necessary    comrounicalion     with    his   sopuriors. 

But  he  trusts  that  jou  "ill  not  foroo  Uim  lo  this 

extremity." 

On  the  29th  of  June  they  wrote  again— 

"Having  no  knowledge  whWerer  of  your  In- 
fjrmntioii   or   its  souroes,   or    the  object 


mnoipies  ol  your  -i^..  ""-   ... -. 

fovy  litllo  knowlodge  of  the  acts  and  measurct 
themacivea,  regarding  all  which  you  have  keps 
him  In  ignorance,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  is 
unable  te  giro  you  any  direotione  or  iustroctioos 
It  you  It  seems  erideot  that  yoa 
liar  and  prohnhly  illegal  acts,  and 

„,„  ,.,^„ g  .jrious  rospooaibilily,  hut  you  may 

bo  able  hcreaflcr  to  eiplain  and  justify  iheiD. 
Meantime  yoor  own  responsibility  is  greatly  in- 
creased by  yonr  omiitiog  to  anablo  the  liotern. 
ment  to  understand  either  what  you  are  doing  or 
why  you  aro  doing  It." 

He  had  read  these  letters  to  ahow  that 
at  the  very  outset  Mr.  Tayler  was  cau- 
tioned by  the  Government  of  Bengal, 
and  that  the  course  of  conduct  be  pre- 
scribed for  himself  was  such  aa  it  was 
impossible  for  any  Government  to 
aUow.  On  July  17  Mr.  Tayler  wrote 
the  following  answer  to  the  Government 
of  Bengal — 

"  I  may,  perhaps,  he  pardoned  al  a  crisis  like 
the  present  for  stating  that  when  1  had  made  up 
my  roiod  to  act  thus  deoisivelj  1  porposely  piic 
my  plan  into  eiocutiou  wiliiout  asking  for  autho- 
rity, beeaoM  1  deemed  it  possiblo  that  the  Lteif 
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(enant  GoTrmor,  jading  from  a  ( 
not  poiaiblj  hnfe  opproTsd  or  mtxiirei  vmcii  lo 
•ome  extant  andoubleillj  aro  bejond  the  law,  bat 
vhich  I,  on  the  >pot,  felt  to  be  riiential  <or  the 
tnrelj  afFatDn." 

To  that  the  QoTernment  replied  on  the 
22nd  ai  July,  1867— 

"  The  only  pirC  of  tbii  letter  ■rhioh  iippear*  to 
the  I.ieatsnaitC  Goisrnor  to  onll  for  limmediale 
notice  a  what  ia  atatcd  in  paragragha  S  to  9,  in 
which  J ou  ntow  that  jou  wilfullj  and  porpoaelj 
kept  the  GoTemment  uninforoned  of  your  inten- 
lioni,  aoli,  and  meaaurei.  Thia  oondnot  jou 
penevered  in,  not  only  up  to  Ibe  time  of  oarrjiing 
out  the  moaaursa  rarerrail  to,  but  for  aome  time 
aflcrwardi,  and  iDdeed  until  jou  were  oonipelled, 
bj  repeated  and  atrong  oentum,  to  adopt  a 
diObrect  conrae.  In  doing  thia  I  am  to  otnerTe 
joa  eomniitted  a  grave  and  *erj  reprabeoaibia 
error,  and  jon  cannot  but  be  aenaiblo  that  the 
knowledge  tbat  it  ia  in  jour  opioion  juatiSable  In 
an  offieer  to  eonacal  bia  oflloia)  aoti  and  purpoaea 
from  the  bend  of  the  Gofernmont  he  aarrea,  if  lie 
hna  renaon  to  auppoae  that  Ihojr  will  not  be  ap- 
prored,  mutt  make  it  impoatible  for  the  Lieu- 
tenant GoTarnor  to  place  implicit  eonBdanoe  in 

Wliat  were  the  acts  vhich  were  being 
oommitted  ?  They  had  been  described 
ae  "  hanging  and  imprieoning  whole- 
sale," ["  Hear,  hear!  '"J  There  were 
some  Members  in  the  House  who  ap- 
peared to  tbink  that  as  long  as  it  was 
only  a  coloured  man  that  was  hanged 
it  did  not  matter.  All  be  wanted  to 
show  the  House  was  tbe  nature  of  the 
acts  which  were  described  as  illegal  and 
irregular,  and  which  Mr.  Tayler  was  all 
this  time  committing.  Ho  could  not  give 
a  better  example  than  tbe  case  of  one 
Waris  Ali,  a  jemadar  of  police.  This 
man  was  arrested  and  banded  over  to 
Major  Holmes,  who  waa  generally  re- 
garded in  India  as  what  is  called  "a 
man  of  aotion."  Major  Holmes  sent  tbe 
man  on  to  Qeneral  Lloyd  with  a  very 
remarkable  letter,  which  he  would  read 
to  the  House.     It  ran  ae  follows  ; — 

"Mr  dear  General,— The  maglalrate  of  Tir- 
boot  haa  aent  me  a  jemadar  a!  police  with  a  polite 
rtqiieat  to  hung  him  ap.  The  chief  eTiJenoe 
againat  thia  man  i>  a  letter  of  doubtful  import, 
in  which  ho  tpeaki  of  a  gfcnt  merchandlae  and 
hii  frienda  joining  la  obtain  tho  pearl  of  lila  de- 
airc,  rebellion  and  murder — rather  Tngue  to  atring 
■  chap  open — ao  1  bnre  acnt  him  to  ;ou  in  ironi 
that  be  maj  be  plaoed  in  (he  European  barrack), 
and  hia  fellow-contpiratcra  nt  Pntua  being  eeiied 
the  matter  can  be  properly  ailted  by  a  Commii- 
aion  of  European  clflcera  and  juatice  dealt  out 
accordingly." 

On  the  SOth  of  June,  Major  Holmes 
wrote  to  the  General  again  about  tbe 
man  Waris  All  as  follows : — 


e.  might 


(ifr.  If^iUiam  Teller).        SH 


"  I  wiah  to  point  out  Hint  my  great  power  Oxer 
my  own  men  and  the  Natiiea  of  tUeae  parti  ariwa 
from  their  own  aenae  of  my  parfeot  joatico  and 
perfect  determination.  They  knew  that  if  1  ain 
comineed  tbat  a  man  ia  guilty  bia  life  ia  not 
worth  an  bour'a  purohaae  ;  but  were  1  to  con- 
demn a  man  on  mere  auBpieion,  which  waa  really 
all  I  had  to  go  on  in  thia  ease,  I  ahould  t«  looked 
upon  aa  bloody-minded  and  anjuat,  and  I  ahoold 
loae  half  my  real  power.  I  went  orer  Ihcae 
papera  eare fully  with  my  Katlre  olBcera,and  Ihey 
and  I  quite  concur  in  our  mioda  about  them," 

This  man,  Wane  Ali,  was  sent  by  Qene- 
ral Lloyd  to  Mr.  Tayler,  and  he  arrived 
at  Fatna  on  July  I  or  2.  Mr.  Tajler 
postponed  his  trial  for  two  or  three  days 
in  the  hope  of  eliciting  information  from 
him.  On  July  6  he  put  him  on  his 
trial.  Tbe  eridenoe  adduced  was  the 
same  bb  that  which  Major  Holmes  bad 
thought  insufficient ;  but  Mr.  Taylet 
convicted  the  man  and  hanged  him  the 
same  day.  The  following  was  tbe  ac- 
count which  Mr.  Tayler  gave  in  bis  own 
words ; — 

"  Warla  Ali,  whoae  arreat  hat  been  preTionaly 
mentioned,  waa  tried  under  the  Commiaaion  on 
Monday,  the  Cth  of  July,  and  capitally  aenteneed. 
He  waa  eleonted  (be  aame  day,  and  hi*  laat 
worda  were  to  aak  whether  no  Muasalman  would 
naaiat  him.  Thia  man  ia  aaid  to  be  related  to  the 
Kayal  Family  of  Delhi.  He  waa  a  large,  atODt, 
and  good-looking  man,  and  waa  aelected,  I 
imagine,  more  tor  Iheaa  qualiliea  and  hia  family 
oonnaolion,  and  pecbapa  for  the  aaaiatance  which 
his  poiitlon  in  the  police  enabled  him  to  give.  I 
poatponed  bia  trial  for  two  or  three  dayi  after 
hit  arriTal,  and  had  aereral  priiate  lnteTTlawa 
with  him  in  the  hope  of  eliciting  information. 
Bathe  waa eridently,  I  think,  not  in  AliKureem'a 
aecreta,  na  he  waa  in  aueh  excetaive  alarm  and 
deapair  that  1  am  conrinoed  he  woald  bare  done 
aaytbiiig  to  aave  hit  life.  Whan  apeaking  in 
prirale  with  him  he  implored  me  to  tell  him 
whether  there  waa  any  way  in  which  hia  Ills 
could  be  (pared.  1  aaid  '  Yea,'  and  hia  eyea 
opened  with  unmlitakable  delight,  and  when  he 
aaked  agnin  what  the  way  waa  hia  eouotenanoe 
waa  a  piolure  of  aoiiaty,  hope,  and  terror.  I 
told  him — ■  I  will  make  a  bargain  with  yon  ;  glTO 
me  three  liiea  and  I  will  giro  you  youri.'  lie 
theo  told  me  all  the  namea  that  I  already  know  ; 
but  oould  diaoloae  nothing  further,  at  least  with 
any  proof  in  aupport.  He  waa  a  ride  ally  not 
anffloiently  olorerto  be  Ali  Itureem'a  confidant,'' 
He  would  give  the  House  another  case. 
On  July  3  occurred  the  only  disturbance 
that  took  place  at  Pittna.  That  riot 
commsQcea  by  the  assembling  of  50  or 
100  men  at  the  house  of  a  bookseller. 
They  were  armed  with  guns  and  swords 
and  Bpears.  They  were  met  and  kept  in 
check  by  two  men,  a  patrol,  and  a  Sou- 
babdar.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
patrol  was  killed ;  but  the  two  men  suc- 
ceeded in  checking  the  rioters.  The  only 
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European  that  was  killed  was  Dr.  Lyell, 
who  bad  ftalloped  on  iu  front  of  the  Sikh 
soldiers  who  accompanied  him,  and  oame 
alone  into  the  middle  of  the  excited 
crowd.  The  whole  thing  did  not  la«t 
three-quarters  of  an  hour.  In  connection 
with  this  riot,  a  trial  was  held  by  Mr. 
Taller  under  an  Act  then  in  force,  a  kind 
of  Drumhead  Court  Martini  Act,  which 
gave  tremendous  power  to  the  Conimis- 
sionera  appointed  under  it.  The  trial 
took  place  on  the  7th  of  July,  iour  days 
after  the  riot ;  and  out  of  a  number  of 
men  tried,  Mr.  Tarler  sentenced  14  to 
death — all  beiog  found  guilty,  he  said, 
on  clear  evidence.  With  the  exception 
of  two,  they  were  all  hanged  within  two 
hoars  of  being  sentenced.  They  ^ 
tried  by  Oommission  under  Act  XIY. 
of  1857,  of  which  the  9th  section  said 
that  on  every  person  convicted  of  mur- 
der, arson,  &o.,  the  Court  might  pass 
any  sentence  warranted  by  law,  and  the 
judgment  of  such  Conrt  should  be  final 
and  conclusive  and  the  Court  should 
not  be  subject  to  the  Suddec  or  any 
other  Court.  That  waa  an  Act  under 
which  the  Commissioners  ought  to  have 
noted  with  the  greatest  care  and  gravest 
sense  of  Tesponsibility.  He  could  not 
read  to  the  House  the  evidence  on 
which  these  men  were  hanged.  He  hod 
read  it  himself,  and,  having  had  some 
experience  in  such  matters,  he  must  say 
that,  so  far  from  being  clear  evidence, 
it  was  evidence  open  to  the  greatest 
doubt  and  the  gravest  auepiclon,  The 
House  might  easily  understand  why 
that  waa  ihe  case,  because  the  riot 
happened  at  dusk,  about  7  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  the  faces  of  the  men  en- 
gaged in  it  were  all  tied  up  with  cloths, 
and  the  evidence  of  identity  was  given 
by  persons  who  did  not  previously  know 
the  aocnsed.  Of  all  things  in  the  world 
evidence  was  the  most  unreliable.  But 
he  would  not  ask  the  House  to  take  his 
word  for  it.  Mr.  Lewis,  the  magistrate, 
wrote  in  February,  1858,  about  eight 
months  after,  to  Mr.  Samuells,  who  was 
then  Oommisuoner  of  Patna,  as  foU 
lows: — 


"A*  Ffttna  ii  now  ooniidercd  quiet,  I  would 
bag  to  bring  to  four  notios  a  oircumitanoe  coo- 
neoted  with  tbs  late  diilarbancei  tbera,  which, 
■boDid  fou  think  fit,  fon  cnn  In;  twfors  Goiern- 
mtnt.  Aft«r  ths  riot  in  which  Dr.  LjtW  Int  hii 
life,  orrtaln  pcnona,  uid  to  have  been  eonoarned 
Id  it  wen  brought  Dp  for  trial  b«for«  Mr. 
Tajler,  the  then  Commiuioiier,  and  mjielf.  ~* 
Ihe  follt  of  Mme  of  tbew  men  t)|«re  ws> 


Ininlj  no  ilonbt,  and  Ihej  were  aoeordingl/  oon. 
TJcted  and  at  once  bang.  Or  the  part  in  i  pat  ion 
of  the  other  priiDnara  1  hnd,  howsTer,  (trong 
doubti,  and  I  held  that  on  tbe  cTideiioe  againat 
them  it  wat  impoitible  fdr  mo  to  oontict.  I 
therefore  propoied  remaniling  thorn  till  further 
inijuirT  oould  bo  mado.  To  thii  Mr.  Tayler 
objected,  and  endenvourod  to  prore  that,  there 
being  the  ume  evidenca  Mgainat  nil.  all  muat  bs 
equallj  guiltjr.  Thii,  howater.  fniled  to  oonvinca 
me,  and  1  itill  adhered  to  my  former  opinion. 
Mr.  T.iyler  tlirn  propoHj  Ihnt  the  priranera 
•hould  be  lenlenced  to  10  yeara'  imprisonment, 
and  that  when  the  country  became  quiet  tho  Go- 
Tcmment  might,  if  it  law  flt.  inquire  into  Ibe 
matter.  The  oritioal  state  of  ilhiri  demanded 
lliat  no  di7i>rence  of  opinion  should  appear  he. 
tKCcn  ui.  I  Iherefo^  jielJad  the  point  ao  atrongly 
urged  by  Mr.  Tayler,  and  conionte>l  to  the  aen- 
tenoe  of  impriaonment  being  recorded,  deter- 
mined to  refer  the  mntter  na  aooii  as  quiet  wai 
restored.  I  had  hoped  that  Mr.  Taylor  wonU 
have  joined  me  in  thia  reference,  and  wrote  to 
him  inriticg  him  lo  do  to,  bat  he  declines  hating 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter,  the  whole  of  the 
aboTo  oirenmstanees  baling  apparently  eseipsd 
hia  memory." 

Here  was  whatUr.  B.  M.  Farquharson, 
Sessions  Judge,  Fatna,  wrote  to  the 
Governor  of  Bengal  on  July  25,  1857— 
"  It  ia  eurrenlly  reported  bore  that  lome  of 
those  ponlsbod  for  being  ooneemed  in  the  lata 
oatbreak  in  the  City  of  Patna  wen  oonTioted  by 
the  Commission,  presided  OTor  by  Mr.  Tayler.  on 
eridanoe  len  reliable  e<en  than  that  I  hare  rc< 
jecled  in  Loolf  Ali  Khan's  ease.  1  nm  not  in  the 
least  oogniiiDt  of  what  ihat  eiidence  was,  but 
consider  it  my  duty  to  report  the  common 
opinion  on  the  subject,  that  GoTernmant  may 
lalie  any  stnps  It  thinks  Bt  to  aacerlain  the  tralh 
of  reporta,  very  damaging,  not  onlj'  to  the  Civil 
Seriica,  hut  lo  the  European  character  at  large. 
I  am  the  more  induced  to  thia  step  Irom  the  fact 
of  Mr.  Tayler  disregarding  the  GoTernment  in- 
structions of  tho  lllh  of  July,  IBST,  and  peraiat- 
ing  in  conducting  trials  himaelf,  notwithalanding 
the  presence  of  the  Judge.  Mr.  Tayler  has  pro- 
bably reported  to  GoTerament  his  haTlng  tried 
and  condemned  to  death  a  trooper  of  Cnplain 
Rattray's  regiment  since  reoeipt  of  the  Goiern- 
mant  latter  Mo.  1,179  of  the  11th  of  July  aboTO 
alluded  to." 

But  that  was  not  all.  Here  was  an  ex- 
tract from  a  Minute  by  Lord  Canning, 
dated  February  5,  16fi9— 

I  believe  that  in  the  course  of  Mr.  Taylor's 
proeeedin$!s  men  were  condemned  and  eieeuted 
upon  inaoffleient  eiidence.    But  aiooc  thia  took 
_.        «•      Tayler  baa,  for  other  raaaooa,  been 
suspended  from  judicial  oSod,  and  has  said  that 
intends  ahorlly  to  rcalgci  the  ScrTice.  .  .  . 
r.  Taylor'a  indliidual  caae  would,  no  doubt,  be 
ipOBcd  of  more  thorooghly  and  inaonlrorertlbtr 
,he  opinion  of  the  Judges  were  taken  upon  this 
part  of  it :  but  if  the  omialion  10  do  this  Is  not 
regarded  by  Mr.  Tayler  as  unjuat  towards  him- 
self, I  aee  no  sufflcient  reaaon  for  keeping  (lio 
Of  I  discnsalon  Open  by  a  fartheT  appeal  to  the  Sadder 
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Mr.  Tajler  was  Bubaequendy  asked 
whether  he  wished  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  held  by  the  Sudder  Oourt 
Judges  as  to  whether  he  had  not  oon- 
victed  end  sentenced  men  on  evidence 
whish  was  not  reasonably  sufficient; 
and  this  was  what  Mr.  Tayler,  in  reply, 
said  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Qoverument  of  Bengal,  dated  the  24th 
of  March,  1859— 

"  XJudertho  peculiar  oiroamBtancoa  oflhaoaiD, 
aiMr.tianiDEllii  liai  diaaiowed  tbe  oSoniive  and 
diihonooring  ioiputiiliooi  which  hi«  words  «ppe»r 
to  me  la  conre;,  and  b«  I  nm  about  >o  iood  to 
ro»ign  Iho  Senica,  I  have  no  deiiro  to  subject 
mjicir  to  anj  further  nniiely  or  baraiimont. 
While,  tberelore,  I  am  ibsDlifal  to  tha  GoTarnor 
General  ia  Council  Tor  tiBiTing  me  Ibe  option  of 
a  public  inquiry,  I  beg  reipeetruUj  to  deoline  it, 
and  shall  Ukt  tbe  libertf  of  submitting  herealler 
the  reasona  vbioh  bn*o  induced  ma  to  do  so." 
6o  that  this  gentleman,  who  had  the 
same  charges  made  against  him  30 
years  ago,  and  being  offered  a  public 
inquiry  before  the  Judges  of  the  Sudder 
Oourt  declined  the  oSer,  came  to-day 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  asked 
for  that  public  inquiry  which  he  might 
have  had  30  years  ago.  Moreover,  the 
complaint  against  Mr.  Tayler  was  not 
only  that  lie  acted  with  injustice  himself, 
but  that  he  improperly  interfered  with 
the  course  of  justice  administered  by 
others.  A  certain  person  named  Lootf 
Ali  Khan  was  accused  by  Mr.  Tayler, 
who  caused  him  to  be  arrested.  He  was 
then  tried  by  the  Judge  of  Patua,  and 
while  the  man  waa  under  trial  Mr. 
Tayler  wrote  a  series  of  letters  to  Mr. 
FarquharsoQ  (the  Judge),  Mr.  Tayler 
himself  being  virtually  the  prosecutor. 
In  a  letter  to  the  Sessions  Judge  of 
July  9,  1867,  he  said— 

"  Leit  tba  aupposed  roapentabilJtj  of  Loolf  \1i 
Khan  sboold  ia  anj  way  tend  to  tfarow  doubt  on 
the  probabliit;  of  bis  guilt,  I  beg  to  inform  you 
that  Guieeia.  one  «>'  the  most  active  oF  the  rebels 
concerned  in  tbe  lute  outrage  in  whicb  Dr.  Lyull 
lost  his  life,  is  this  miin's  Jemadar.  Guseela  hni 
been  Motenead  to  death  by  Ur.  Lowiaand  myself. 
Aootlier  Guseela,  clearly  implioalad  in  the  same 
crime,  stales  that  hii  molhar  Is  aynh  lo  Lootf  Ali 
Khan's  mother.  That  some  wenilhy  party  has 
been  at  the  bottom  of  the  intrigi 
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.  „  -. loba  mistaken,  is  evident  from 

tlia  fact  that  men  haie  been  liepl  for  months  on 
P>Ji  regularly  distributed,  under  a  conditional 
eompaot  to  ooma  forward  when  oilicd  for." 

And  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Farquharson  of 
July  M,  1857,  Mr.  Tayler  said- 

"  Lootf  Ali  Kbsn  teeciM  to  bave  had  a  neat  of 
ruffiana  in  employ ;  two  of  tbo  hangeoa  arc  ibown 

Sir  John  Qortt 


to  hare  been  closely  connected  v]th  bin.  Tha 
man  himself  admits  (hat  he  was  an  Otnedviar  for 
eight  or  ton  days  with  him.  1  fancy  bnodreds 
hare  been  hanged  on  lesserldaaBe  tban  this-" 

Oq  July  H,  1857,  Mr.  Tayler  also  wrote 
to  Mr.  Farquharson — 

"A  little  more  presumptiie  eridenoa  and 
Loolf  Ali  Khan  might  hang.  No  ono  seems  to 
have  any  moral  doubt  but  lliat  he  is  deeply  impli- 
cated, and  these  are  tba  fvtiows  wbo  do  the  real 
misohief,  heads  worth  thousand  tails.  .  .  Hare 
tlie  trial  rntberlate,  to  give  laelime." 
On  July  15,  1857,  he  wrote  again — 

''  As  for  Lootf  Ali,  nij  moral  conriotion  of  bis 
Ifuilt  is  10  stiong  that  I  should  not  mooh  flear 
making  a  mistake  about  him." 
He  now  came  to  the  withdrawal  order. 
These  were  Mr.  Tayler's  words,  writing 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Bengal  Govern- 
ment on  July  31,  1857— 

"  I  bkTe,  therefore,  authorised  all  tbe  oflteials 
of  (lie  district  to  come  into  Patna.  Those  of 
Ctuprah  baVD  bflvn  in  for  some  days  ;  tlioy  made 
an  attempt  to  return  (o  Dooriagungu  yostcrdaj, 
but  rctnrncd  when  tb«y  heard  ot  Iha  defeat  of 

The  order  of  tbe  Belgian  Gkivernment 
gave  the  reasons  for  tbe  removal  of  Mr. 
Tayler  more  clearly  than  anything  he 
could  say,  and  be  would  read  it  to  the 
House.    It  was  as  follows : — 

"August  4.  1857. 
"  Ud  the  31st  ultimo  the  Lieutenant  Gorernor 
ri'ceiied  a  teiagraphio  message  from  Oya  an- 
nouneing  that  tha  oiTii  oScer*  ol  the  district 
were  about  to  nbandon  tbe  station  and  all  in  it, 
including  the  large  amount  of  «ash  in  tha  Trta- 
aory.  As  It  was  known  thnt  tbe  residents  bad 
up  lo  the  day  belore  been  fully  prepared  to  repel 
attack  and  to  defend  themselies,  having  id 
European  soldiers  and  100  Sikhs,  and  Sher> 
ghotty,  with  its  little  garriaon  elose  at  hand,  and 
no  enemy  in  sight  or  in  preunt  apprehension, 
tills  extraordinary  morement  was  wholly  unin- 
telligible to  the  Lieutenant  Qorernor,  and  bewa* 
disposed  to  blame  very  seTcreiy  tbe  injndiDiour 
and  pusillanimous  conduct  ot  tha  Bngliah  ofSaari 
in  question,  and  did,  in  fact,  tend  a  message  after 
tham  lo  that  purport.  From  your  letter  of  tha 
lamo  date,  No,  T34,  vrhioh  was  raceirad  late  last 
night  nod  laid  before  tba  Lieutenant  Gorernor 
this  morning,  be  is  astonished  to  find  Ihat  Ihia 
most  unfortunate  and  unnecessary  retreat  wis 
your  doing ;  and  Ihat,  under  the  obvione  influenoe 
of  a  local  panic,  you  have  actually  directed  the 
abandonment  by  the  oivil  functionaries  of  all  tha 
stations  in  your  division.  The  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor most  strongly  disapproves  of  this  sol,  and 
considers  it  not  merely  iqjudioious  but  disgrace- 
ful.  In  the  oaao  of  Gya,  more  partiealarly,  it 
was  utterly  without  reusonnhle  oaase,  Iwcauso 
tbe  station  waa  Ihreateoed  with  no  immediate 
danger,  was  guarded  by  a  dataohment  of  English 
and  Sikh  soldiera,  and  waa  in  close  oommuniea- 
tioo  wilb  Uia  trunk  road  of  Sharghotty,  where 
WMSt  the  time  snolhar  dela«bmant  of  Engliali 


:y  Google 


319  EMtlnitM  IJmralS,  1888]      {Mr.  WilUam  Tayltr).        350 

wLinh  took  place  about  1865,  nhioh, 
however,  had  teallj'  nothing  to  do  vith 
this  case.  There  had  been  four  Waha- 
bees  arrested  at  Fatna  in  1857;  no 
evidence  iraa  forthcoming  against  theoi, 
and  all  were  releaaed.  Of  theae  four, 
one  waa  impltoated  in  a  conspiracy  with 
reference  to  the  North-Weet  Frontier 
disturbances  about  1868  and  1864,  He 
was  tried  in  18S5,  but  it  wasfor  ossiBting 
the  rebeb  in  Sittana  to  urge  war  against 
the  British  Qoverament,  and  though  he 
was  found  guilty,  there  was  no  evidence 
implioating  hiui  in  any  conspiraoj  in 
connection  with  any  contemplated  rising 
at  Patna  iu  1857.  What  the  trial  in 
1865  bad  to  do  with  the  case  of  Ur. 
Tayler  no  impartial  judge  had  ever  been 
able  to  make  out.  If  this  man's  con- 
viction in  1865  was  so  important  a  mat- 
ter, why  bad  it  been  allowed  to  sleep 
from  1 865  to  1 868  ;  and  why,  when  Mr. 
Tayler  first  made  hie  appeal  to  Sir  Staf- 
ford Iforthcote,  had  he  asked  merely 
for  the  grant  of  some  honour?  In  the 
autumn  of  1868,  Mr.  Tayler  had  sent  in 
his  celebrated  Uemorial,  which  was  too 
late  to  be  dealt  with  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  but  afterwar<^  came  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
who  succeeded  Sir  Stafford  on  the  change 
of  Qovemment.  Now,  a  great  deal  had 
been  eoid  about  the  loss  of  this  docu- 
ment. Well,  it  was  lost,  but  a  copy  of 
it  survived,  and  no  injury  had  been  done 
to  Mr,  Tayler  through  the  loss  of  the 
original  Memorial. 

Sir  EOPER  LETHBEIDQE:  The 
copy  ffoa  supplied  by  Mr.  Tayler  himself 
afterwards. 

Bib  JOHN  GOBST  said,  he  did  not 
see  how  that  made  any  difference.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Durham  had  drawn  a  picture — which 
bad  almost  moved  him  to  tears,  official 
though  he  was— of  the  condition  into 
which  the  negligence  of  the  India  Offloe 
had  put  Mr.  Tayler.  But  they  were 
not  lawyers,  and  an  authentic  copy  was 
as  nseftil  as  the  original  document. 
There  was  an  anthentic  copy  in  the 
India  Office,  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  in  the  Library.  The  Duke  of 
Argyll's  decision,  no  doubt,  was  never 
commnnicated  to  Mr.  Tayler;  but  that 
was  very  much  Mr.  Taylor's  own  fault. 
He  went  away  to  India  and  begged 
there  miffht  be  no  deciuon  till  he  came 
back.  When  be  came  bock,  he  oom- 
muaicitted  repeatedly   with   the  India 


•oldien.  Wbat  tarribls  and  nnaipcoted  diuiten 
tbii  error  ma;  h*'e  brought  on  tlie  station*  Ihul 
mbandanid  the  Li«uten«iiE  Goternor  Is  onwilUnf; 
t«  iDTlDiM.  Taa  hare  already  been  directed  b/ 
•leelrie  (clegraph  "— 

the  electric  telegraph  communication 
having  been  interrupted,  this  message 
was  not  transmitted — 

"  to  reroke  ^onr  ordera  nod  to  lend  Ibe  reatdeDti 
back  to  their  rsaprctire  alalion*  if  it  ahould  bs 
foond  poulble  for  tbem  to  return,  and  it  will  re- 
main to  be  Men  nhetber  Ibejr  will  retarn  in  time 
to  pre  lent  the  otherwiie  inovitablo  diiaiteri 
wbiob  thair  abienee,  if  prolonged,  is  >ure  to  pro- 
duce  Aftrr  ihe  evidence    thui   afforded 

of  TOur  baate  and  iruot  of  Judgniont,  eoming,  ai  it 
doei,  after  many  atbcr  roaaona  for  diiaa  tie  taction 
which  jou  hare  given  to  the  Lieutenant  GoTarnor, 
it  IB  no  longer  eoniidered  a-ifs  tbat  fou  should 
Gonlinue  in  charge  ot  jonr  offlce." 

Nov,  that  was  the  case;  these  were 
the  facts,  and  those  were  the  circnm- 
stances  nnder  which  the  Government 
in  1857  had  thought  it  their  duty  to 
remove  Mr.  Tayler  trom  the  situation  he 
then  held  at  Fatna,  and  to  place  him 
elsewhere  in  the  Public  Service.  What 
bad  happened  since  threw  no  fresh 
light  upon  the  subject.  He  would  gladly 
stop  his  remarks  there,  and  allow  the 
Eonse  to  form  its  judgment.  But  so 
mnch  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kensington  (Sir  Roper  Leth- 
bndge)  and  echoed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  Durham 
(Sir  Henry  Havelook- Allan)  about  this 
case  never  having  been  properly  con- 
sidered by  the  persons  responsible,  that 
he  must,  in  common  justice,  tell  the 
Bouse  what  an  extraordinary  amount  of 
oonaideration  the  case  had  received. 
Mr,   Tayler  had  appealed,  as  he  was 

Serfectly  entitled  to  appeal,  against  the 
ecidon  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal  enperseding  him  at  Fatna.  The 
case  was  considered  by  the  Governor 
Qeneral  in  Council,  and  the  appeal  was 
rejected.  Mr.  Tayler  then  appealed  to  the 
Court  of  Directors  in  London,  who  de- 
cided against  him.  By  the  time  that  de- 
oision  reached  India  the  Government  of 
India  had  comedirectly  under  the  Grown, 
and  a  fresh  appeal  was  made  to  the  first 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the  present 
Lord  Derby.  That  appeal  was  answered 
in  B  despatch  which  showed  that  Lord 
Derby  fully  understood  the  case  with 
irhich  he  had  to  deal.  From  the  time  that 
the  cose  was  so  decided,  it  was  not  again 
revived  until  1867  or  1868.  A  great 
deal    had   bB^Q  made   of  some   trials 
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not  alose  in  that  opinion ;  that  opiBioa 
wae  shared  by  the  hon.  Qentlemon  the 
Tfnder  Secratary  of  8tat8  for  India  (Sir 
John  Qorst),  because,  in  1879,  a  Peti- 
tion was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  through  the  late  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  as  Leader  of  the  Hoase, 
signed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  amongst 
others,  stating;  that  it  came  from  Qentte- 
men  deeply  interested  in  Her  Majeety's 
Indian  Empire,  and  that  they,  bein^ 
fully  acquainted  with  the  eminent  ser- 
vioes  of  Mr.  William  Tayler,  in  saving 
the  great  Province  of  Patna  in  the 
Mutiny  of  1657,  and  of  the  manner  in 
which  his  services  had  been  requited, 
could  not  but  express  approval  of  the 
Petition  lately  addressed  to  the  House 
by  Mr.  Tayler,  and  therefore  prayed 
that  the  House  would  be  pleased  to  con- 
sider the  extraordinary  amount,  variety, 
and  weight  of  the  evidence  on  record  as 
to  the  eminent  services  rendered  by  Mr. 
Tayler.  With  regard  to  the  investiga* 
tion  in  1865,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
sneered  at,  it  was  said,  in  the  Petition 
he  had  signed,  that  amongst  other 
reasons  for  doing  justice  to  Mr.  Tayler 
was  the  reason  that  two  members  of  the 
Supreme  Council  in  Calcutta,  Sir  John 
Lowe  and  Mr.  Dorey,  had  expressed 
regret  that  they  had  been  misinformed 
as  to  the  facts  of  the  case  which  led  to 
the  arrest  of  the  Wahabee  conspirators, 
it  having  been  proved  that  those  persons 
were  dangerous  traitors.  The  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  had  given  them  his  official  view 
of  the  case  ;  but  in  the  Petition  which  ha 
had  signed  when  not  in  OfBce  he  had 
given  an  independent  view  as  a  person 
interested  in,  and  knowing  muoh  of,  the 
Qovernment  of  India.  Well,  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  gone  back  to  tho  ques- 
tion of  the  withdrawal  order  through 
having  given  which  Sir  Frederick  Halli- 
day,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  charged 
Mr.  Tayler  withhaviagyielded  to  panic. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  aliuded  to  an 
appeal  made  by  Mr.  Tayler  to  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  India  Company.  What  did 
theyreplyto  that  appeal?  They  replied 
that  they  considered  Mr.  Tayler's  con- 
duct praiseworthy  in  the  main,  but  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  an  error  of  judg- 
ment— nothing  but  "an  error  of  judg- 
ment" in  issuing  this  order  of  with- 
drawal. He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  watt 
not  a  military  man,  and  did  not  know 
whether  the  order  of  withdrawal  WM  ft 


Office;  hut  for  years  he  never  asked 
for  any  decision  regarding  his  case. 
Though,  no  doubt,  it  was  an  oversight 
not  to  communicate  the  decision  to  him, 
that  was,  as  he  had  already  said,  very 
much  Mr.  Tayler's  own  fault.  And  from 
that  day  to  the  present,  this  case  had 
been  before  every  Secretary  of  State. 
Every  Under  Secretary,  every  Member 
of  Council,  everybody  who  had  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  India  for  the  last  20  years  had 
had  to  consider  it.  For  hie  own  part, 
the  House  knew  ven  well  he  could  not 
reveal  the  secrets  of  his  prison  house ; 
but  he  pledged  his  word,  from  memo- 
randa which  he  had  himself  read  from 
some  of  the  most  illustrious  men  who 
liad  served  the  State  in  India,  that  the 
case  of  Mr.  Tayler  had  been  most  care- 
fully considered  again  and  again  and 
again.  It  would  be  idle  for  his  noble 
iViend  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  to  constitute  himself  into  a 
Court  of  Appeal  against  the  decision  of 
every  one  of  his  Predecessors  nho  had 
held  the  Seals  of  the  India  Office.  The 
House  had  now  the  whole  case  before 
it.  He  had  no  prejudices  of  his  own; 
but  he  hoped  he  had  stated  enough  to 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Canning  in  1857, 
when  it  thought  it  consistent  with  its 
duty  to  remove  Mr.  Tayler  from  the 
position  ho  held  at  Patna,  was  not 
animated  by  those  unworthy  motives 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  but  solely  by  a  desire  to  save 
India  from  an  extreme  peril,  and 
because  it  honestly  believed  he  was  a 
man  whose  administration  was  likely  to 
prove  inimical  to  the  safety  of  the 
Indian  Empire. 

Mb.  labouchere  (Northampton) 
said,  that  personally  he  knewnothing  of 
Mr.  Tayler;  but,  like  most  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  no  doubt,  he  had 
read  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  and 
a  great  many  pamphlets  on  the  subject. 
Generally  spewing,  he  did  not  read  the 
pamphlets  sent  to  him  complaining  of 
grievances;  but  a  friend  of  his  who 
knew  Mr.  Tayler  had  urged  him  to  read 
the  one  in  Mr.  Tayler's  case,  saying, 
"Look  into  it  yourself!"  WelJ,  he 
had  looked  into  it,  and,  though  he  would 
not,  for  his  own  part,  justify  everything 
that  Mr.  Tayler  had  done,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  this  gentleman  had  expe- 
rienced substantial  injustice.  He  was 
Sir  John  Gortt 
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wLBs  or  foolish  one.  All  be  knew  was 
tlue,  that  the  men  to  whom  the  order 
was  sent  were  our  outposts,  and  that 
they  knew  what  was  goin^  on,  Euro- 
peans being  destroyed  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  that  there  were  no  troops  near 
them,  and  that  they,  therefore,  could  not 
withdraw,  and  that  no  sooner  did  they 
get  troops  near  them  than  thej  withdrew 
theniselres  and  their  treasure,  not  to 
Patna,  which  was  near,  but  to  Calcutta, 
which  was  400  miles  off.  Therefore,  the 
order  seemed  a  perfectly  ressonable  one, 
though  he  was  free  to  admit  that  it 
might  have  been  an  error  of  judgment. 
Thehon.  Gentlemau  had  called  attention 
to  the  action  of  Mr.  Taylor  in  hanging 
and  imprisoning  inhabitants  of  Patna. 
These  charges  had  really  never  been 
made  against  Mr.  Tayler  by  the  Lieu- 
tenant Qovernor  except  under  circum- 
stances which  be  would  show.  It  was 
true  that  ftf r.  Tayler  did  arrest  30  men, 
and  had  about  14  hanged.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  said  he  supposed  that  it  was 
only  thosa  who  approved  of  coloured 
men  being  hanged  because  they  were 
coloured  men  who  would  applaud.  But 
what  had  occurred  ?  TheHoueowouldre- 
jnember  that  this  Town  of  Patna  was 
a  town  of  2,000  inhabitants,  and  that 
the  Province  round  it  that  was  to 
be  kept  down  consisted  of  11,000,000 
inhabitants.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  it  was  the  great  centre  of  the 
Wahabees  for  a  long  time,  and  that 
so  far  back  as  1846,  and  for  a  number 
of  years  before,  these  Wahabees  had 
been  discovered  tampering  with  the 
loyalty  of  the  Sepoys.  There  was  a  con- 
siderable European  population  there, 
and  Mr.  Tayler  was  responsible  for  their 
lives.  He  was  obliged  to  take  excep- 
tionally severe  measures.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  considered  that  all  this 
hanging  and  shooting  was  far  too  severe, 
but  that  was  not  the  question  at  this 
moment ;  they  must  take  the  matter 
from  the  Governmental  point  of  view. 
Mr.  Tayler  was  not  attacked  by  men 
like  them.  Radicals,  but  he  was  attacked 
by  Members  of  the  Government,  who 
lauded  and  praised  others  who  did  pre- 
cisely what  Mr.  Tayler  had  done,  and 
that  was  where  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
thought  that  injustice  bad  been  done. 
Dr.  Lyell,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  was  murdered.  That  was  nothing. 
It  was  a  little  imtait  which  lasted  only 
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three  quarters  of  an  hour.  Waris  AU 
was  condemned  to  death  and  executed, 
but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  point 
out  that  Colonel  Malleson  in  his  history 
— from  which  thehon.  Member  bad  read 
one  or  two  extrocts^said  that  upon  his 
person  were  found  a  number  of  com* 
promising  letters.  Waris  Ali  was  not 
executed  until  after  Dr.  Lyell  had  been 
murdered,  at  the  same  time  as  the  other 
prisoners  were,  in  order,  no  doubt,  to 
keep  down  the  insurrection  which  was 
ready  to  break  out.  It  must  be  remem* 
bered  that  these  Wahabees  were  ready 
to  rise  in  insurrection  at  any  moment  in 
Patna,  that  the  garrison  at  Dingaporo 
had  been  decimated,  that  the  commandor 
at  Arroh  had  been  killed,  and  that 
Europeans  were  still  there  and  wers 
being  surrounded  by  a  mass  of  muti- 
neers who  were  tryiog  to  take  their 
lives.  Whilst  he  deprecated  all  this 
severity,  be  did  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment itself  should  look  at  the  matter 
with  a  certain  amount  of  leniency  and 
should  not  bring  up  a  charge— which 
had  practically  never  been  made  before 
— 30  years  after  the  orcurrence  of  the 
event.  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  did  exa- 
mine the  records  to  see  whether  a  charge 
could  be  substantiated  against  Mr. 
Tayler  for  having  illegally  permitted 
these  executions.  He  submitted  the 
records  to  Judge  Latour— an  eminent 
Judge  in  Calcutta.  Judge  Latour  could 
make  nothing  of  them.  He  could  not 
say  that  injustice  had  been  done,  look- 
ing at  the  way  that  justice  was  dealt  out 
at  that  time,  and  Sir  Frederick  Halliday 
never  again  alluded  to  the  charge.  But 
there  was  a  Mr.  Samuells  there  who  had 
been  Bontto  replace  Commissioner  Tayler. 
Mr.  Samuells,  it  appeared,  had  a  strong 


Frederick  Halliday  had  said  there  was 
nothing  in  them,  this  gentleman  brought 
the  charge  for  a  second  time  and  asked 
to  be  allowed  to  examine  the  records. 
Why  on  earth  should  he  do  that  ?  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday  had  already  done  it. 
What  was  his  charge  ?  Why,  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  at  Patna  con- 
sidered that  the  criminals  who  had  been 
sentenced  were  innocent.  Mr.  Samuells 
was  called  on  to  substantiate  his  charge, 
and  an  inquiry  took  place,  and  what  did 
that  inquiry  say?  Why,  that  there 
were  certaiu  criticisms  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings and  evidence  that  might  bf 
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bronght  forward,  but  that  tbe  actual 
charge  of  having  eentenced  these  m«n 
who  were  innocent  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  people  of  Patna  was  not  proved. 
The  whole  point  at  that  time  was  that 
there  had  been  errors  in  taking  evi- 
dence. Tbe  House  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised when  it  heard  from  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  that  Mr.  Tajler  bad  been  told 
that  be  should  submit  bis  case  to  the 
Jud^B  of  Calcutta,  and  that  he  bad 
refaeed  to  do  bo.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  Mr.  Tayler  was 
then  being  attacked  bj  all  the  officials, 
who  were  very  much  iDclined,  on  their 
parts,  to  hang  together.  Mr.  Samuella 
wrote  a  despatch  to  Sir  Frederick  Halli- 
day  on  this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  would  give  one  or  two  words 
from  it  to  show  the  sort  of  language 
Qsed  by  o&e  of  these  officials  in  writing 
to  another  as  to  Mr.  Tayler.  He  said 
Mr.  Taylor's  despatches  were  "daubed 
with  the  blackest  colours  against  his 
immediate  superior  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  and  his  successor ; "  that  he 
was  "  ^ilty  of  dishonest  artifice ; "  that 
"much  of  what  he  said  was  pure 
slander;"  that  what  he  had  done  was 
"  a  simple  piece  of  impertinence ; "  that 
he  was  guilty  of  "  a  pack  of  impudent 
libels  ;  "  that  be  was  "  utterly  unscrupu- 
lous," a  "  charlatan ; "  that  ,he  was 
"  guilty  of  bare-faced  dap-trap  ;  "  and 
that  he  "simply  talked  nonsense."  One 
would  have  thought  that  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  would  have  deprecated  that 
language.  He  said,  however,  that "  the 
despatch  was  written  in  somewhat  less 
measured  terms  than  was  customary  ia 
official  correspondence,  but  that  it  was 
a  very  successful  performance."  Under 
the  circumstances,  when  it  was  proposed 
to  Mr.  Tayler  to  submit  for  inquiry  the 
one  point,  whether  he  had  been  guilty  of 
technical  illegalities  as  to  the  sentences 
at  Fatna,  he  was  perfectly  right  in  re- 
fusing to  accept  the  reference,  because 
the  main  charge  was  that  he  was  guilty 
of  panic  in  the  matter  of  the  withdrawal 
order.  No  sort  of  proposal  or  offer 
was  made  to  Mr.  Taylor,  telling  him 
that  this  would  be  submitted  to  the 
Judges  or  anyone  else.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  Came  to  what  happened  in 
England.  He  had  stated,  so  far  as  he 
could  understand  It,  what  took  place  in 
India  from  the  speech  of  the  hou.  Gen- 
tleman, and  the  official  papers  they  had. 
Mr,  Labottehfit 


What  happened  in  England  ?  Unques- 
tionably, Mr.  Tayler  did  apply  to  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote.  What  did  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote  say?  He  promised,  in  a 
letter  which  had  been  read  in  the  House, 
that  there  should  be  a  full  and  fair  in- 
quiry, and  handed  over  his  letter  to  the 
Duke  of  Argyll.  Now  there  was  a  sort 
of  continui^  in  public  offices.  When 
one  Secretary  of  Stato  promised  a  full 
and  fair  inquiry,  his  Successor  was  hound 
to  make  that  full  and  fair  inquiry.  Bat 
what  happened  ?  Why  the  Successor  in 
this  case  made  no  inquiry  at  all.  It 
was  not  pretended  that  be  did.  All  that 
was  produced  was  a  scrap  of  paper  on 
which  the  noble  Duke  wrote,  that  in  his 
opinion  the  case  oaght  not  to  be  re- 
opened. After  that,  Mr.  Tayler  went  to 
India.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  India  said,  it  was 
that  Gentleman's  own  fault — owing  to 
his  own  negligence — that  he  did  not  set 
an  answer  from  the  India  Office.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  understood  that  Mr. 
Tayler  waa  invited  by  Lord  Northbrook 
— who  was  Governor  General  at  the 
time,  and  who  had  a  better  opinion  of 
this  gentleman  than  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Undersecretary — to  go 
over  to  India  in  some  sort  of  capacity 
on  the  occasion  of  the  visit  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  and  he  went  over  to  India. 
He  did  not,  however,  receive  from  the 
India  Office  any  statement  that  any 
decision  had  been  come  to  in  tbe  case. 
The  lastofficial  declaration  made  to  him 
was  that  there  was  to  be  a  full  and  fair 
inquiry.  He  awaited  that  inquiry,  and 
had  a  perfect  right  to  expect  that  it 
would  take  place,  but  when  he  at  lost 
read  in  a  newspaper  that  the  papers  he 
had  sent  in  had  been,  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary fashion,  stolen,  and  that  all  that 
remained  was  a  scrap  of  paper  with 
words  written  on  it  that  the  case  was 
not  to  be  re-opened,  he  at  once  wroto  to 
the  India  Office  asking  what  was  to  he 
done.  AU  he  was  told  was  that  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  had  said  that  the  case 
would  not  be  re-opened.  Four  Bucoes- 
eive  times  Lord  Salisbury,  Lord  Beacon- 
field  and  others,  bad  questions  put  to 
them  in  the  House  of  Lords.  What 
was  the  answer  given  in  the  House  of 
Lords?  Were  the  oharges  now  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  brought  against  Mr. 
Tayler?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  reply 
made  W4a  th^t  such  a  long  time  haq 
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elapsed  that  the  inquiry  could  not  be 
made.  He  admitted  that,  coneiderin^ 
the  doubtful  evidence,  there  was  great 
diffioulty,  in  a  debate  like  this  ia  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  coming  to  aclear 
decision.  But,  there  was  the  expressed 
opinion  of  historians  and  eminent  men 
like  Sir  Bartle  Fcere,  that  this  man  had 
been  treated  witli  injustice.  For  a  large 
number  of  years  he  had  applied  for 
justice,  and  from  the  fact,  the  impartial 
fact,  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  in  his 
official  position  of  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  promised  an  inquiry,  an  in- 
quiry ought  to  take  place.  He  did  not 
know  whether  Mr.  Taylor  was  worthy  of 
honours  or  orders,  but  he  did  know  this, 
that  many  men  who  were  respected  in 
the  House  thought  so.  The  Press  of 
India  was  of  that  opinion.  Lord  Napier 
of  Uagdala,  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  and  many 
others  had  demanded  that  be  should 
have  honours.  In  any  case,  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kensington  (Sir 
Boper  Lethbridge),  who  had  brought 
forward  this  matter,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Bouth-£ast  Dirisioa  of  Durham  (Sir 
Henry  Ha velock- Allen),  who  had  se- 
conded the  Motion,  had  made  a  fair  case 
for  inquiry,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
did  hope,  that  as  this  man  was  now 
82  years  of  age,  and  it  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  be  would  remain  in  this 
world  for  ever,  before  he  was  removed 
from  the  world  be  would  be  allowed  to 
have  this  inquiry— some  form  of  Com- 
mission or  Select  Committee  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  That  was  all  be  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  pleaded  for,  and  he  main- 
tained that  they  bad  made  out  a  prtmd 
fad*  oase  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 

Ma.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  began 
his  speech  with  the  ingenuous  confession 
that  he  knew  hardly  anything  about 
thie  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  quite  do  himself  justice  in  making 
that  statement,  because  his  speech 
showed  them  he  knew  a  great  deal ; 
unfortunately,  however,  his  knowledge 
was  all  on  one  side.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  great  number  of 
Eampblets  and  memorials  which  had 
een  distributed  amongst  the  Members 
of  the  House.  It  was  a  fact  that  this 
subject  had  been  overlaid  with  an 
enormous  mass  of  literary  material 
9Ztendin^   over  30  years;   it  was   so 
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Toluminons  that  Members  of  the  House 
might  be  pardoned  for  not  trying  to 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  it. 
But  that  literature  was  almost  entirely 
composed  of  the  essays  of  Mr.  Tayler 
himself,  and  of  the  evidence  he  had 
contrived  to  bring  together  during  the 
last  30  years,  in  order  to  show  he  was 
unfairly  treated  during  the  time  of  the 
Mutiny.  Anybody  who  took  the  trouble 
to  look  through  the  official  documents 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Qorst)  had  said  were  in  the  Libra^  of 
the  House,  and  read  the  answer  of  Sir 
Frederick  Hall  id  ay  to  the  memorial 
of  Mr.  Tayler— true,  it  was  written 
some  10  years  ago — would  know  there 
was  a  very  great  deal,  indeed,  to  be 
said  on  the  other  side.  He  (Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean)  admitted  that  Mr.  Tayler  had 
been  very  fortunate  in  his  advooatea  in 
the  House  that  evening.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Kensing- 
ton (Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  stated  the 
case  with  great  moderation  and  dexterity, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Henry  Haveloek- Allan) 
seconded  the  Motion  in  a  speech  which 
appealed  to  all  the  gener'>us  instincts 
of  the  House,  and  which  was  full  of 
personal  remiuisceDes  of  the  Mutiny 
that  were  rendered  very  interesting  by 
the  references  to  the  deeds  of  his  illus- 
trious and  ever  to  be  lamented  father. 
Butit  was  necessary  they  shouldapproach 
the  discussion  of  this  question  without 
having  their  feelings  so  etrongly  moved. 
There  was  one  passage  in  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Kensington  whioh  he  very 
much  regretted  to  hear,  and  which 
greatly  disfigured  the  speech.  The  hon. 
Gentlemanpermitted  himself  to  insinuate 
that  Sir  Henry  Maine  in  advising  the 
Council  of  India  not  to  re-open  this  ease 
was  animated  by  some  paltry  personal 
feelings  arising  out  of  a  quarrel— 

8m  ROPEK  LETHBRIDGE  said, 
he  distinctly  stated  that  he  made  no 
imputation,  and  he  wished  to  make  none. 
He  stated,  he  believed  that  no  imputa- 
tion could  properly  be  made,  and  in 
referring  to  ancient  feuds,  he  remarked 
that  surely  at  that  time  those  feuda 
might  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  denied  that 
there  was  any  private  quairel  between 
Sir  Henry  Maine  and  Mr.Tayler,  though 
they  were  opposed  in  some  paltry  case . 
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But  (o  vhat  purpose  did  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber introduce  any  meDtion  of  that  case, 
except  to  create  a  prejudice  agaiiiBt  Sir 
Henry  Maine,  and  to  suggest  to  tbe 
minds  of  hon.  members  that  that  emi- 
nent man  had  been  animated  by  some 
other  motive  than  a  regard  for  truth 
and  the  public  interest  when  be 
advised,  three  years  ago,  that  this  case 
should  not  be  re-opened  by  the  India 
office  ?  Mr.  Tayler  liimaelf  was  spoken 
of  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  as  a  ruined  and  broken 
man.  But  certainly  Mr,  Tayler's  con- 
duct during  the  last  30  years  had  not 
been  that  of  a  ruined  or  broken  man. 
Mr.  Taylor  had  shovn  a  most  extraor- 
dinary spirit  in  the  misfortune  he  was 
supposed  to  have  suffered.  Now,  what 
was  the  position  in  which  this  gentle- 
man was  aotnally  placed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  ?  Many  Members  of  the 
House  possibly  supposed  that  this  man 
was  cast  adrili,  without  a  penny  in  hia 
pocket,  utterly  ruined  in  onaraoter  and 
lortone.  Whatwerethefaotsofthecase? 
Mr.  Tayler  was,  at  the  time  of  the 
Mutiny,  the  Qovemor  of  the  Province  of 
Fatna,  and  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  about 
£4,000  a-year.  When  he  was  super- 
seded by  Sir  Frederick  Halliday,  he  was 
appointed  to  a  Judgeship,  in  which  posi- 
tion he  received  about  £3,000  a  year. 
That  was  not  a  very  great  fall  in  his 
income.  It  was  subsequent  misconduct 
whilst  he  held  that  position  which  placed 
him  in  such  a  difficulty  that  he  thought 
himself  compelled  to  resign  the  Service. 
But  he  retired  with  the  full  pension  of 
a  Civil  Servant— £1,000  a-year,  and  it 
was  well  known  to  many  that  Mr.  Tayler, 
niax  from  being  broken  in  fortune,  had 
^ways  been  regarded  aa  a  wealthy  man, 
as  a  man  who,  after  leaving  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, employed  to  very  great  advantage 
hia  extiaordinary  natural  abilities  aa  a 
pleader  in  the  Courts  of  India.  Besides 
that,  Mr.  Tayler  had  never  acted  towards 
those  with  whom  he  had  differences  in  th- 
Bpirit  of  a  man  who  merely  sought  justic 
and  was  anxious  to  vindicate  his  reputa 
tion.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  assailei 
Sir  Frederick  Halliday  with  abittemes 
of  feeling  which,  no  doubt,  was  natura 
enough  In  a  man  who  conceived  himsel 
to  be  suffering  under  a  great  injustict 
and  with  a  prodigality  of  inveotiv 
which  might  move  even  a  temperanc 
orator  to  envy.  This  had  been  goiuj 
.  on  for  30  years.  Every  month  an< 
lir.  J.  U.  MaeUan 


every  year,  Mr.  Tayler  had  bees  aa- 
sailing  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  in  thia 
way.  He  had  pressed  into  his  service 
the  aid  of  newspapers  both  in  India 
and  this  country ;  he  had  enlisted  on  bis 
side  historian  after  historian,  and  he 
had  obtained  testimonials  from  a  large 
number  of  distinguished  men  whom  he 
had  besieged  with  importunities  and  to 
whom  be  had  made  out  a  very  plausible 
case.  Everyone  knew  that  when  they 
were  approached  by  a  man  with  a 
grievance  they  were  disposed,  either 
from  indolence  or  from  good  nature,  to 
say  something  satisfactory  to  him,  in 
order  that  he  might  not  trouble  them 
any  longer.  This  had  been  the  way  in 
which  Mr.  Taylor  had  borne  himself 
during  the  last  30  years,  and  now  they 
had  the  whole  story  re-opened;  they 
were  asked  to  begin  again  an  inquiry 
which  was  closed,  and  which  ought  to 
have  been  put  finally  on  one  aide 
when  it  was  disposed  of  by  Lord 
Stanley,  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
1859.  The  Under  Secretary  of  8tat« 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  had  gone  into  the 
whole  story  of  Mr.  Tayler's  proceedings 
at  Fatna,  for  some  little  time  before  he 
issued  what  was  now  bo  well  known  as 
"  the  withdrawal  order."  He  (Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean)  observed  there  were  cheers 
from  some  Members  of  the  House  when 
it  was  pointed  out  that  Mr.  Tayler  acted 
in  an  insubordinate  manner  for  a  long 
time  towards  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal  by  failing  to  keep  the  Lieu- 
tenant  Governor  informed  aa  to  what  ha 
was  going  to  do.  If  Mr.  Tayler  had 
been  thaGovemor  of  a  Province  perfectly 
isolated  from  the  Government  at  Cal- 
cutta, and  had  been  thrown  on  hia  own 
resources,  he  would  have  been  justified 
in  acting  as  Lord  Lawrence  did  in  the 
Punjab,  and  as  Sir  Henry  Lawrence 
did  in  Dude,  and  as  other  distinguished 
pressing  the  Mutiny 
making    the   beat 
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wouldhavecollapBed.  Itwould  have  been 
impossible  to  have  any  eubotdination  or 
any  rule  whaterer.  But  be  (Mr.  J.  U. 
Madeao)  now  came  to  the  vitbdrawal 
order,  a  most  important  matter  in  the 
case.  He  heard  a  good  deal  Bome  f  eara 
ago  about  the  whole  businesa  from  Mr. 
Tayler  bimseU,  and  he  read  carefully  all 
the  letters  and  pamphlatB  which  Mr. 
layler  submitted  to  nim  at  that  time. 
He  confeBsed  that  at  that  time  he  was, 
like  many  hon.  Members,  under  the  be- 
lief that  Mr.  Tayler  had  perhaps  not 
been  very  fairly  dealt  with.  Mr.  Tayler 
was  such  a  clever  and  practised  con- 
troversialist, and  he  put  hia  case  bo 
plausibly,  that,  until  one  looked  carefully 
into  the  materials  on  the  other  aide,  he 
was  natarally  carried  away  by  what  be 
was  told.  Let  tbe  House  consider  what 
the  withdrawal  order  which  Mr.  Taylor 
iasaed  was.  Three  Native  regiments 
bad  mutinied  and  got  away  with  all 
their  arms,  without  being  attacked 
by  the  European  troops.  They  had 
crossed  the  river  and  were  besieging 
Arrab.  A  detachment  of  British  troops 
was  sent  agoiust  them,  but  was  defeated 
with  loss,  and  had  to  retire  on  Fatna. 
Immediately,  Mr.  Tayler,  who  was  a  man 
of  eager  and  impulsive  disposition,  took 
the  sudden  resolution  that  the  whole  of 
the  Europeans  throughout  the  Province 
of  Fatna  ought  to  abandon  their  stations 
and  concentrate  themselves  in  Fatna, 
Nor  was  he  satisfied  with  that,  but  he 
addressed  a  letter  to  Major  Yincent  !Eyre, 
who  was  on  hia  way  up  the  river  with  a 
small  force,  and  intended  to  maroh  to 
the  relief  of  Arrah  from  the  opposite 
direction,  begging  him  not  to  advance. 
It  was  said  be  did  not  write  to  Major 
Yinoent  Eyre  in  these  specific  terms, 
but  he  himself  said,  on  August  22, 
1657,  "  I  myself  and  the  Oeneral,  in 
coDeurrence  with  the  militai;  authori- 
ties, wrote  officially  to  order  him  not 
to  advance."  Now,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  an  order  for  the  concen- 
tration at  Fatna  of  all  the  Europeans 
at  the  different  stations  throughout  the 
Province?  It  meant  the  complete 
abandonment  of  the  heroic  little  garri- 
son of  Araah  to  certain  deetruction  by 
the  besieging  force  of  rebels.  It 
meant  the  determination  that  no  help 
should  be  given  to  any  Europeans 
who  remained  there.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Havelook-Allan)  spoke  of 
the  failure  of  timt  great  general,  his 


father,  to  advance  to  Lncknow,  and  of 
his  writing  to  Colonel  Inglis  there,  tell- 
ing him  he  must  do  the  beet  be  could, 
ae  he  could  not  advance  further,  and, 
when  all  his  means  were  exhausted,  be 
must  try  to  cut  bis  way  through.  But 
Major  Eyre  had  not  tried  to  advance, 
snd  failed.  It  was  not  until  every  effort 
had  been  used  by  Sir  Henry  Havelock  to 
relieve  Lucknow,  that  he  for  a  time  gave 
up  the  attempt andfellbsck  to  Oawnpore. 
But  this  was  an  order  not  to  attempt 
relief  at  all,  but  to  give  it  up  as  a  bad 
job  and  leave  our  men  to  be  massacred. 
Look  at  the  disastrous  effect  of  such  an 
order.  It  was  said  that  Sir  Yincent 
Eyre,  some  years  afterwards,  when  Mr. 
Tayler  appealed  to  him,  said  ho  thought 
the  letter  was  justified  in  tbe  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  Sir  Yincent  Eyre 
wsa  a  successful  and  honourable  man ; 
he  could  afford  to  be  magnanimous,  and 
he  said  that,  no  doubt,  in  a  spirit  of 
compassion  to  Mr.  Tayler.  But  tbe 
question  was  not  what  he  said  long 
afterwards,  but  what  he  did  at  the  time. 
Sir  Yincent  Eyre  neglected  tbe  order, 
advanced,  dispersed  the  rebels,  and 
secured  the  safety  of  tbe  Frovince.  He 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  thought  he  had 
said  enough  to  show  what  a  miserable 
error  of  judgment  this  order,  which  was 
issued  by  Mr.  Tayler,  was  ;  what  a  ter- 
rible example  was  thus  set  to  English- 
men in  authority  throughout  India  at  a 
time  when  the  Empire  could  only  be 
saved  by  tbe  constant  maintenance  of 
the  highest  possible  standard  of  pub- 
tie  virtue.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  said, 
"Oh;  it  was  only  an  error  of  judg- 
ment 1"  But,  surely,  it  was  one  of 
those  errors  of  judgment  which  the  men 
at  the  bead  of  the  Government  of  India 
at  that  time  were  bound  to  punish  with 
tbe  utmost  severity,  and  that  was  tbe 
course  which  Sir  Frederick  Halliday, 
or  Lard  Canniog,  acting  on  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday's  advice,  pursued. 
He  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  hoped  he 
would  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  compUiat  that  Mr. 
Tayler's  appeals  had  never  been  heard 
properly  by  tbe  Government  of  India, 
or  by  the  Oounoil  of  India  in  this  coun- 
try. It  had  been  pointed  out  by  tbe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  John 
Gorst),  that  tbe  Court  of  Directors 
oonffrmed  the  decision  of  Lord  Cinning, 
and  that  on  an  appeal  to  tbe  Secretary 
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of  State,  Lord  Stanle;,  in  18S9,  that 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Directors  was 
further  confirmed.  He  could  not  trace, 
from  the  records  available  to  them,  that 
anything  more  was  done  until  about  10 
years  aftierirarde,  but  about  that  time  a 
Memorial  was  presented.  It  was  said 
that  this  memorial  was  read  over  hj 
the  late  Bir  Stafford  Northcote;  that 
he  promised  that  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
should  deal  with  the  matter,  out 
that  nothing  more  took  place.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  said 
that  night  that  his  lips  as  an  official  were 
sealed  with  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
distinguished  men  on  the  other  side  of 
the  question  to  that  put  forward  by  Mr. 
Tayler's  friends.  It  so  hap|>ened  ho 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  had  in  his  posses- 
sion the  opinions  of  two  very  distin- 
guished men  upon  the  other  side,  and 
as  he  was  an  unofficial  Member,  perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted,  without  a  breach 
of  secrecy,  to  make  two  or  three  quota- 
tions from  them.  He  had  before  him  a 
Minute,  dated  November,  186ti,  and 
written  by  Sir  Erakine  Perry,  on  the 
Memorial  of  Mr,  Tayter  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  India  Office  in  1868.  Sir 
Erskine  Perry  went  thoroughly  into  the 
case,  and  argued  it  out  from  beginning 
to  end.  There  were  many  Members  of 
the  House  who  must  remember  who  Sir 
£rskine  Ferry  was.  A  fairer  minded 
man  never  existed  ;  he  was  an  upright, 
able,  and  impartial  Judge,  a  man  who 
bad  been  for  many  years  at  the  head  of 
the  High  Court  of  Bombay,  and  who 
absolutely  knewnothing  about  the  miser- 
able personal  feuds  in  Bengal,  which 
wore  said  to  be  at  the  bottom  of  this 
dispute.  Well,  Sir  Erekine  Ferry  went 
into  the  case,  and  this  was  what  he  gave 
as  his  judgment  upon  it : — 

"  The  only  new  matter  which  app«ara  in  thU 
Meinorial,  with  the  exception  of  tho  oft 
TciteiBtc<l  but,  for  aught  that  app'?ara,  most 
empty  lioBit  that  '  he  eaved  Pntun  '  during  the 
period  in  queition,  ia  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
Muwalmana,  whom  he  arrcaled  as  a  hostage 
in  18fi7.  was  seven  yean  afterwards  arrested 
and  convicted  for  pBFticipation  in  a  auheequent 
Wahahi  coDBpirary.  ]  t  appears  to  mc  thai  tliis 
matter  ia  wholly  irretcvaDt  to  the  subject  under 
coneideration.  Even  if  this  Wahnbi  had  heen 
coDTicted  and  hanged  by  him,  as  otbeia  were, 
it  would  not  have  aOected  in  the  slighlest 
degree  the  questions  whether  Sir  Frederick 
B  alii  day  was  justified  in  removing;  him  from 
his  post  and  withdrawing  from  him  all  confi- 
denco.  It  waa  admitted  at  the  time  that  ip 
Eevetal  circumatances  he  had  displayed  grisat  ho 
energy  and  vigour,  and  ho  was  ptuiscd  for  it ;  '  sci 


-  ,  'B  Go- 
ths skill  of  a  moat  able  and 
practised  writer,  and  I  am  soiry  to  add  with  all 
the  latitude  of  espreaaioa  which  an  unacrnpn- 
louB  man  permits  to  himself  ;  nevertbelesa,  the 
deciaion  of  such  a  distineuished  lover  of  justice 
as  Lord  Canning  was  absolutely  against  him, 
and  to  my  mind  this  ought  to  be  conclusive 
against  opening  up  the  Inquiry  again.  Bat,  as 
it  ha«  become  necessary  to  go  into  the  inquiry. 
I  will  record  here  the  cansiderations  which  a 
full  examination  of  the  case  has  forced  upon 
me.  Sir  Frederick  Ualliday  selected  Hr. 
Tayler  for  the  very  important  post  he  held  at 
the  breaking  out  of  the  mutiny,  and  seems  to 
have  passed  over  some  aeniora  in  making  the 
selection.  The  bias,  therefore,  of  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  towards  Mr.  Tayler  waa  naturally 
favourable.  This  natural  biaa  wai  diatarbed  by 
Mr.  Tayler's  own  conduct.  Fievioualy  to  the 
breaking  out  of  the  mutiny,  Mr.  Tayler's  con- 
duct towards  his  chief  waa  such  as  necessarily 
to  destroy  all  confidence  in  him,  and  it  deserves 
to  be  noted  in  order  to  bring  home  to  Indian 
adminiatrators  its  full  culpability.  Mr.  Tayler 
having  occupied  himself  ia  getting  up  sub- 
scriptions from  Natives  of  rank  in  bdiaif  of  an 
industrial  exhibition,  which  he  assured  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  was  entirely  voluotary, 
complaints  reached  the  ears  of  the  latter  that 
many  of  these  subscriptions  had  been  extorted 
under  the  pressure  of  offieial  coercion ;  he 
thereupon  directed  Mr.  Tayler  to  make  inquiry 
as  to  tho  facts,  upon  which  Mr.  'I'ayler  sent  up 
all  the  statements  conErmiafc  his  own  account 
of  the  tmnsaction,  but  suppreased  all  that  were 
unfavourable,  and,  when  these  afterwards  ttans- 

Eired,  he  justified  having  done  so.  There  is 
ttlo  doubt  then  that,  had  the  mutiny  not 
broken  out.  Sir  Frederick  Ualltday  would  have 
removed  him  from  his  post.  When  the  mutiny 
broke  out,  we  find  Mr.  Tayler  asauring  the 
Lieutenant  Oovemor  that  Patna  was  safe,  but 
at  the  some  time  advisedly  withholding  from 
his  chief  information  of  bis  proceedings,  be- 
cause he  chose  to  consider  that  Sir  Krederick 
Halliday  would  have  disapproved  of  them  if  he 
bad  been  informed.  Such  an  act  of  ingubor- 
dination  would  also  have  justified  removal  from 
oSice.  It  waa  at  this  period,  when  on  two 
separate  grounds  Sir  Frederick  Halliday  wonid 
have  been  justified  in  removing  Mr.  I'ayler, 
that  the  latter  issued  the  order  for  caliing 
in  Europeans,  on  which  he  was  actually  re- 
moved. A  recapitulation  of  these  facts  ahon-s 
that  DO  other  course  was  open.  As  soon  as 
Mr.  Tayler  was  removed  hie  course  was  equally 
reprehensible.  He  resorted  to  (lie  Presa  and  to 
pamphleteering  in  the  most  outrageous  form  : 
be  teems  to  have  been  the  leader  in  thoae 
iitlneke  on  Clemency  Canning,  which  ho  much 
outraged  the  English  kense  of  (;ood  feeling  ;  ho 
waa,  1  Ihink,  somewhat  unwisely  rc-insUited  in 
high  office— a  judicial  one— by  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  :  but  the  violence  of  his  conduct  and 
unjustifiablenesB  of  his  attacks  again  led  to  his 
suspension  from  office  by  the  Supreme  Govern- 
ment. I  quit  the  inquiry  with  Uie  full  convic- 
tion that  no  injustice  waa  done  him,  and  that 
was   a  thoroughly    untrustworthy  pnblia 
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Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  J.  M.  Haolean) 
eaid  Mr.  Taylor  was  a  man  of  spirit,  and 
had  been  able  to  earn  a  good  deal  of 
money.  Ha  had  no  doubt  Mr.  Tayter 
was  a  man  of  spirit,  and  he  acted  at 
Fatna  like  a  man  of  spirit.  One  of  the 
chief  charges  brought  against  him  was 
that  he  had  noted  with  insubordi nation. 
It  T&B  not  shown  that  Mi.  Tayler  acted 
against  orders,  but  merel;  that  he  acted 
without  orders,  and  hou.  Qentlemen 
would  remember  that  in  those  critical 
times  in  India  there  was  no  time  to  send 
to  Calcutta  for  instructions.  Many  men 
rere  obliged  to  act  on  their  own  reapon- 
ibility.  Mr.  Tayler  did  so,  and  Fatna 
was  perfectly  safe  during  the  Mutiny. 
It  was  not  shown  that  he  acted  with  any 
injusfice  to  anybody,  but  only  took  cer- 
tain measures  which  were  necessary  for 
the  security  of  the  town  and  distriot.  He 
(Mr.  Jeffreys)  would  remind  the  House 
that  by  the  Motion  they  were  not  asked 
to  decide  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
They  were  not  asked  to  decide  whether 
Tayler  acted  rightly  or  wrongly, 
but  merely  to  gire  him  an  investigation. 
It  would  only  be  an  act  of  juatioe  on  the 
part  of  the  QoTemment  to  allow  an  in- 
vestigation to  take  place. 

Ths  FIHST  LOED  of  thb  TEEA- 
SDRT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  only  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  before  the  Division  was 
taken.  Generally  speaking,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  there  was  nothing 
fairer  or  more  reasonable  than  a  de- 
mand for  inquiry;  but  in  the  present 
case  the  question  really  was  whether 
the  Oovemment  were  to  support  their 
officers  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
The  House  was  asked  to  sanotion  what 
wouldreally  be  an  inquiry  into  theconduot 
of  Lord  Canning  and  the  Government 
of  India  in  1657.  Bearing  in  mind  the 
extracts  from  Lord  Canning's  Minute  of 
February  5,  1859,  which  had  been  read 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  be  thought  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Lord  Canning  was  at  the 
time  anxious  to  do  full  justice  to  Mr. 
Tayler.  Would  It  be  advantageous  to 
the  Fublic  Service,  and  for  the  good  of 
the  Slate,  that,  after  an  interval  of  30 
years,  as  inquiry  should  now  be  held 
by  the  House  of  Commons  ?  However 
much  hon.  Members  might  sympathize 
with  a,  gentlemaD  of  advanced  age,  who 
believed  that  he  had  sulfered  wrong, 
I  let  them  remember  that  at  the  time  of 
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That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir  Erskine 
Ferry,  and  there  could  not  be  a  doubt 
that  the  Duke  of  Argyll  had  that 
opinion  before  him,  when  be  decided 
that  the  case  could  not  be  re-opened. 
Then  there  was  a  Minute  by  Sir 
Hen^  Maine.  He  would  not  trouble 
the  House  by  quoting  from  it— it  was 
Boffioient  to  eay  that  the  writer  took 
exactly  the  some  view  of  the  case  as 
Sir  Erekine  Ferry  did.  It  was  proposed 
that  night  that  the  case  should  be  re- 
opened, and  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  events  which 
took  place  30  years  ago.  Moat  of  the 
men  who  were  responsible  for  what  took 
place  eould  not  come  forward  to  give 
evidence;  but  it  was  an  extraordinary 
droumstance  that  both  Sir  Frederick 
Halliday  and  Mr.  Tayler  survived  at  the 
present  day.  They  were  both  old  men, 
and  he  entreated  the  House  to  remember 
that  there  were  two  oharooters  at  stake 
in  the  matter.  There  was  not  only  at 
stake  the  charaoter  of  Mr.  Tayler,  but 
also  the  character  of  that  distinguished 
servant  of  the  Government  of  India,  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday.  They  could  not 
absolve  Mr.  Tayler  from  blame,  and 
endorse  the  accusations  he  had  made 
against  Sir  Frederick  Halliday,  without 
declaring  that  a  man  who  had  received 
the  thanks  of  Forliament  for  his  distin- 
guished services  must  have  been  one  of 
the  basest  of  human  beings,  a  man  who 
was  animated  by  low  personal  motives 
of  malignity  against  Mr.  Tayler,  and  did 
him  the  groseest  injustice  by  removing 
faim  from  the  Fublio  Service  on  that  ac- 
count. He  hoped  the  House  of  Commons 
would  deal  with  this  question  in  a 
thoroughly  judicial  spirit,  that  they 
would  appreciate  the  conduct  of  succes- 
sive  Qovemmenta  in  determining,  after 
full  inquiry,  it  was  impossible  to  re-open 
the  case ;  and  that,  having  heard  what 
Mr.  Taylor's  most  eloquent  advocates 
had  had  to  say,  they  would  decide  that 
the  case  must  now  be  left  to  the  verdict 
of  posterity. 

Mr.  JEFFBFYS  (^Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Government  were  unable  to  see  their 
way  to  support  this  Beeolution.  It 
seemed  to  nim  it  was  only  an  act  of 

i'uBtice  and  fairnees  to  Mr.  Tayler,  who 
isd  worked  all  his  life  as  a  Civil  servant 
in  India,  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
into  bis  case.    The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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these  occuTreaoeB,  when  all  the  requisite 
evidence  wbb  procurable,  this  geQtIeinan 
waa  offered  an  ample  judicial  inquiry, 
and  deliberately  declined  the  offer.  In 
the  circumstances,  lie  submitted  that  it 
would  not  be  right  for  the  House  to 
enter  upon  au  investigation  of  thv  cir- 
cnmstaDcee  of  the  case. 

QueetioD  put. 

The  House  (fi'rtWfif .- — Ayes  184;  Noes 
20:  Majority  164.— (Div.  List,  No.  155.) 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agritd  to. 

Ways  and  Means — eoniiderd  in  Oom- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Saoliud,  That,  towards  makiog  good  the 
Supply  giantad  to  Her  Majeity  for  the  service 
'      e  year  ending  on  the  Slrt  day  of  March 


Beaolution  to  be  reported  upon  Hon- 
day  next. 

CUSTOMS   (WINE    DUTTj    BILL. 

(Jfr.  Cavrtnty,  Mr.  Ckanreltvr  o/lUt  Exchtqmr, 

Mr.  /aekitn.) 

[bill  293.J      COUMITTEE, 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  (Short  Title). 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
on  going  through  the  clauses,  he  found 
that  the  Bill  dealt  only  with  sparkling 
wines,  and  had  for  its  object  the  impo- 
sition of  a  differential  duty  on  wines  of 
a  cheaper  kind — wines  of  a  character 
and  nature  which,  as  a  medical  man,  be 
could  not  but  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  be  wiser  to  tax 
heavily,  while  allowing  the  pure  pro- 
ductions of  the  juice  of  the  grape  to  be 
introduced  free  of  duty.  With  that, 
however,  he  could  not  now  deal;  he  only 
now  suggested  that,  inasmuch  as  this 
was  a  Bill  for  imposing  a  duly  on  spark- 
ling wines,  it  would  be  in  Ihe  interest 
of  accuracy  if  tlie  word  •' sparkling" 
were  introduced  in  the  parenthesis. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Db.  TANMBIl  said,  he  really  must 
press  for  an  answer. 

Thb  CHANOKLLOKofthb  EXCHE- 
aUEE   (Mr.  GoscHEN)   (St.  George's, 
Mr.  W.  U.  Smith 


Hanover  Square)  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  discourteous  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  be  really  thought  the  hon.  Member's 
remarks  were  rather  good  humoured 
banter  than  in  support  of  a  seriously 
proposed  Amendment.  It  was  an 
Amendment  he  was  unable  to  accept. 
The  Bill  had  been  carefully  drafted,  and 
in  reference  to  the  remarks  on  the 
character  of  the  cheaper  wines  it  would 
be  observed  that  the  proposition  had 
no  relation  to  the  alcoholic  strength 
or  purity  of  the  wines. 

Da.  TANNER  said,  after  that  ex- 
planation he  would  not  press  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Clause  2  (Duty  on  sparkling  wines  in 
bottle). 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  clause,  to  omit  the  words 
"sparkling  wine  imported  in  bottle." 
That  would  bring  back  the  proposal 
to  the  form  it  assumed  when  it  was 
originally  put  before  the  House.  On 
the  previous  night,  be  made  a  few 
observations  on  the  second  reading,  and 
called  bis  right  hon.  Friend's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  wine  trade  generally 
approved  of  the  original  proposal,  and 
could  see  no  reason  why  "still"  wines 
should  be  exempted  from  the  duty.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  speak  on  the  sub- 
ject with  any  authority  himself;  but  he 
bad  had  the  opportunity  of  conversing 
with  leading  members  of  the  association 
which  represented  nearly  all  the  prin- 
cipal wine  traders  in  the  country,  and 
he  was  able  to  say  in  their  name,  as  to 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  their  action  in  regard  to  light 
wines,  that  the  effect  of  the  alteration 
of  duty,  as  the  Bill  proposed,  would  be 
to  give  encouragement  to  the  adultera- 
tion of  still  wines  in  this  country.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  last  night  committed 
himself  to  tlie  proposition  that  it  would 
bo  of  advantage  to  the  consumer  if  stilt 
wines  were  imparted  in  bottle;  but  for 
reasons  Buppliedbytho  authorities  he  had 
referred  to,  and  from  the  opinions  of  ex- 
perts, be  was  able  to  say  that  the  pro- 
position of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  was 
entirely  latlacious,  and  that  no  con- 
sumer of  the  cheaper  light  wines  would 
have  suffered  from  the  legislation  pro- 
posed by  bis  right  hon.  Friend.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  all  the  poor 
wines  that  were  imported,  whether  from 
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France,  Oermany,  or  Italy,  could  be  best 
imported  iu  cask. 

•Sbx  CHAIBUAN  :  I  am  sorrj  to 
interrapt  the  right  hoa.  Geatleman  on  a 
point  of  Order.  Thepoint  ieoneof  very 
considerable  nicety ;  bat  this  clause 
carries  out  a  Resolution  pasted  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Ueans,  authorizing' 
the  impoaitioii  of  2t.  6d.  a  gallon  on 
eparkliag  wines.  Before  that  there  had 
been  a  duty  of  5«.  a  dozen  on  all  wines  ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  duty  being  imposed 
by  the  gallon,  increases  the  duty  on 
wines  imported  in  larger  bottles,  it  is 
impossible  to  go  beyond  the  Resolution 

gassed    in    Ciommittee    of    Ways    and 
[eans.     If  sparkling  wines  ireie  stmck 
out,    it    would    impose    on    magnums, 

J *ereboamB  and  larger  bottles,  a  greater 
.uty  than  is  now  leried ;  the  Amendment 
therefore  cannot  be  moved. 

Mk.  cavendish  BENTINOK  said, 
he  regretted  that  that  ruling  had  not 
been  given  earlier ;  it  would  have  saved 
bis  occupation  of  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Accepting  the  deoision,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  he  should  support  the 
nest  Amendment,  if  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock. 

M&.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmanioak, 
&o.)  s^d,  his  Amendment  was  aimed  at 
that  seriously  objectionable  principle  in 
the  Bill,  the  establishment  of  an  ad 
valortm  duty  in  our  Customs  regulations. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  scheme  as 
embodied  in  the  Bill  for  imposing  a 
differential  duty  of  2j.  61^.  a-g&IIon,  or 
6*.  a  dozen,  in  addition  to  the  present 
duty  on  expansive  wines,  and  establish- 
ing a  lower  duty  of  2*.  on  wines  under 
SUj.  value,  woold  open  the  door  to  a 
great  deal  of  firaud,  which  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possibe  for  the  Customs  to 
check.  He  was  quite  sure  that  shippers 
woold  ship  "  green  "  wines,  possibly  un- 
fit for  sate  at  a  high  price  at  ^e  moment, 
but  which  would  ^ter  an  interval  be 
worth  60*.  or  70»,  But  they  would  be 
invoiced  at  30«.  a-dozen,  or  1  &».  a-gallon, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  CustomH 
Anthoritiee  could  check  the  practice.  Uf 
course,  they  might  be  tested ;  but,  still, 
he  defied  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  tell  the  Committee  how  there 
would  not  still  be  open  the  means  of 
fraod  of  a  vety  serious  character.  What 
was  quite  as  bad  was  that  while  fair 
traders  would  be  subject  to  a  dieadrao- 
tage,  unscrupulous  traders  would  gain 
an  advantage  on  wines  that  in  -the  course 
of  a  year  or  two  would  be  worth  6()(,  or 


60«.  a-doaen,  but  which  would  be  im- 
ported as  costing  28«.  or80«.  The  honest 
trader's  invoice  would  fairly  state  the 
value  of  the  "  green  "  wines  ;  but  not  so 
the  invoioesof  the  unscrupulous  shippers. 
How  could  the  Customs  apply  a  test? 
The  invoices  would  be  produced,  and 
evidence  would  be  given,  all  in  perfect 
order.  Unfortunately,  he  had  had  some 
experience  of  what  was  possible,  and 
what  bad  been  done  in  invoioing. 
Foreign  merchants  entered  into  keen 
competition  with  uB,  and  much  as  was 
said  about  the  progress  of  Continental 
trade,  he  was  afraid  that  mush  was  done 
by  unscrupulous  invoioing  and  the  de- 
frauding  of  Customs  abroad.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  Government  proposal  would 
work  injuriously  to  the  fair  trader,  and 
with  no  advantage  to  the  Bevenne  of  the 
country.  His  proposal  was  that  instead 
of  a  duty  of  bt.  a-dozen  on  the  better 
class  wines  in  addition  to  the  existiug 
duty,  and  3*.  on  the  common  wioes,  to 
place  a  duty  of  4«.  all  round.  He  waa 
quite  sure  that  the  fair  traders,  even 
when  importers  of  cheap  wines  about 
30*.  would  rather  pay  4«.  than  be  sub- 
jected to  the  risk  of  unscrupulous  com- 
petition. For  that,  and  a  variety  of 
other  causes,  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  whioh  he  had  given 
Notice.  Should  it  commend  itself  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  would, 
probably  derive  from  it  a  larger  revenue 
than  from  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  As  a 
natural  consequence,  Clause  3  would 
come  out,  and  the  other  Amendmenta 
would  fall  to  the  ground. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I , 
line  19,  after  the  word  "  bottle,"  to  insert 
the  words  "in  bond,  bottles,  and  in  cases, 
or  other  packages." — (ifr.  SttphtK  Wil- 
li amton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  iuBcrted." 

ThbCHANCELLOEofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OosOHBif]  (St.  Oeorge'e, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  as  he  understood 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  O-entleman, 
it  was  to  impose  a  duty  of  4*.  a-dozen 
on  all  wines.  [Mr.  S.  Williakson  : 
All  sparkling  wines.]  The  duty  would 
be  At.  on  Saumur  and  cheap  wines  of 
about  the  price  of  30«.,  as  welt  as  on  the 
high  priced  Obampagues.  But  the 
general  view  of  the  Houee,  so  far  as  he 
hsd  been  able  to  gather  it,  was  that  a 
heavy  duty  shoold  not  be  imposed  on 
cheap  wines ;  that  it  would  not  be  wis« 
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to  handicap  cheap  vines  in  i 
suggested.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  on  the  part  ot  a  large  portion 
of  the  trade  an  anxiety  to  have  a 
heavy  duty  put  upon  cheap  wines. 
Importers  of  high-class  wines  Tiewed 
witii  great  disfavour  the  importation  of 
cheap  wines  at  24i.  or  30(.  a-dozen,  and 
were  annoyed  somewhat  that  a  change 
in  duty  should  enable  these  cheap  wines 
to  be  introduced  without  the  penalty  of 
the  same  duty  aa  was  paid  on  the  dearer 
wines.  He  did  not  wish  to  argue  the 
question  at  length,  for  he  considered  it 
was  more  or  leas  decided  by  the  previoua 
debate;  but,  of  course,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desired  to  press  his  Amendment,  he 
would  be  prepared  to  meet  him  and 
maintain  the  contention  that  the  cheaper 
wines  should  not  be  excluded  or  handi- 
capped by  a  heavy  duty.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  put  for- 
WEud  his  proposition  simply  to  avoid  the 
ad  valorem  principle,  or  whether  he 
shared  the  feeling  of  hostility  existing 
in  some  quarters  to  these  cheap  wines; 
but  he  rather  gathered  it  was  because 
iba  hon.  Uember  felt  the  difficulty  of 
levying  an  ad  valortm  duty,  that  he  de- 
sired to  make  the  duty  uniform?  [Mr.  S. 
WiLLiAusoiT  assented.]  Then  he  would 
address  himself  to  the  argument  of  the 
difficulty  of  aacertaiug  the  value.  The 
hon.  Member  suggested  a  mode  of  &aud 
ot  evasion  of  duty  by  ehipping  wine  in  a 
green  state,  when  it  would  oe  worth  30a., 
and  then  waiting  until  it  had  matured  to 
its  full  quality,  and  that  commended  it- 
self to  Ms  hon.  Friend  also  [Sir  Hobert 
Fowler)  who  was  somewhat  hostile  to  the 
Bill.  A  very  important  question  here 
arose  connected  with  Champagne,  whe- 
ther the  wine  would  develope  aa  well  in 
its  green  state  in  cellars  in  England  as 
in  the  Champagne  country  ?  He  had 
inquired  carefully  into  the  matter,  and 
could  re- assure  the  hon.  Qentlsman.  If 
green  Champagne — unripe  Champagne 
— were  immediately  shipped  in  the  state 
described,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
wine  would  be  spoiled.  Champagne  had 
lu  be  treated  with  the  greatest  delicacy  in 
its  earlier  stages.  It  had  to  be  kept  at  a 
particular  temperature  in  vaults  specially 
constructed  for  the  purpose  by  the  great 
Champagne  houses.  The  wine  would 
spoil  in  the  bonded  warehouses  of  this 
country.  There  was  the  strongest  evi- 
dence that  the  wine  must  be  ao  kept  for 
two  or  three  years  in  France.  The  wines 
J/r-  Goteheu 


of  1664.5  were  being  now  imported ;  but 
the  vintage  of  1867  could  not  be  shipped 
now  for  the  purpose  of  escaping  the  dif- 
ference between  the  5«.  and  2i.  duty. 
The  higher  temperature  to  which  the 
new  wine  would  be  subjected  in  transit 
to  this  country  would  lead  to  much  loss 
through  the  bursting  of  bottles ;  a  loss 
to  the  merchant  much  more  serions 
than  the  amount  of  the  duty  he  could 
expect  to  evade.  This  had  been  con- 
sidered. Champagne  required  special 
treatment  beyond  that  of  any  other  wine 
to  develop  its  full  quality.  The  great 
houses  who  shipped  Champagne  were 
not  going  to  degrade  the  commodity  in 
whidi  they  dealt  hy  attempting  to  in- 
troduoe  it  below  its  value.  They  had 
built  up  the  reputation  of  their  wines  at 
an  enormous  expense  of  capital  and 
trouble  over  a  long  series  of  years,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  admit  for  a 
moment  that  it  would  be  to  their  in- 
terest, even  if  they  were  all  rogues  and 
wished  to  evade  the  tax,  to  attempt 
devices  that  would  probably  spoil  their 
wines,  degrade  their  reputation  in  the 
market,  and  cause  them  infinitely  more 
loss  than  the  gain  they  could  hope  to 
secure  in  the  attempts. 

SiE  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  might 
say  that  in  his  constituency  (London) 
the  original  proposition  was  received 
with  great  satisfaction,  and  great  regret 
was  expressed  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman deviated  from  his  original  pur- 
pose, and  made  the  alteration  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  discussing.  There  was 
a  general  feeling — it  had  been  pointed 
out  to  himself,  and  no  doubt  similsr 
representations  had  been  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau— that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  meet  the  question  of 
duty  on  wines  above  and  below  30«.,  and 
that  it  would  lead  to  a  good  deal  of 
fraud  on  the  Customs.  He  certainly 
concurred  in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  8.  Williamson) 
that  a  uniform  duty  on  all  sparkling 
wines  would  be  a  much  better  plan  than 
an  ad  valorem  duty,  such  as  was  proposed 
in  the  Bill.  He  very  much  regretted 
that  the  alteration  had  been  mads.  He 
knew  there  was  a  good  deal  of  cavil  at 
the  original  proposition,  and  that  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  in  pursuance  of  a 
pledge  given  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
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.opposite;  bnt  it  waa  much  to  bo  re- 
gretted that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  rua  from  bis  guns. 

Mb.  BAKINQ  (London)  said,  he  was 
Borry  to  say  he  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
anybodj  who  had  spoken  in  the  diacus- 
Bion.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  S.Williamson), 
for  he  was  not  opposed  to  an  ad  valortm 
duty ;  but  ae  ho  aid  not  agree  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  below  the  Qangway  was  out  of 
Order,  he  was  bound  to  vote  tor  that 
before  the  Committee.  He  did  not  see 
why  tbia  particular  obaoge  should  be 
made  in  farour  of  what  he  considered 
the  most  unwholesome  drink  anybody 
oould  put  down  their  throats ;  therefore, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
went  to  a  Division,  he  should  vote  with 
him. 

Me.  OAYENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
a  misconception  had  taken  possession  of 
the  mind  of  his  right  hon.  Eriend  (Ur. 
Qoachen),  if  he  supposed  the  wine  trade 
were  at  all  opposed  to  the  consumption 
of  cheap  wines.  What  they  said  was 
that  there  ought  not  to  be  the  vast  dif- 
ference sought  to  be  established  between 
the  two  qualities,  and  why  should  this 
differential  duty  be  established  against 
eparkling  wines?  He  believed  the  trade 
got  a  larger  profit  out  of  cheap  wines 
than  from  dear  wines;  but  they  felt 
that  tho  present  proposal  created  a  large 
difference  of  treatment  absolutely  with- 
out precedent.  Eor  instance,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  Saumur 
and  other  cheap  wines  should  have  an 
advantage ;  but  why  not  apply  the 
same  principle  to  Sherry  and  Maderia  7 
Uaderia,  it  might  be  said,  cost  5i.  or  tl«. 
a-bottle ;  but  then  the  consumer,  who 
could  not  afford  Maderia,  bought  Mar- 
sala, and  an  excellent  cheap  wine  it  was, 
costing  2«.  or  2>.  Sd.  Why,  again, 
when  the  ordinary  duty  on  wines  was 
the  same,  should  particular  wines  be 
surtaxed  on  a  different  principle  ?  That 
was  an  argument  that  had  considerable 
weight  with  him,  and  which  induced 
him  to  support  the  Amendment.  The 
hon.  Member  who  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment referred  to  fiauda  that  might  pos- 
sibly be  carried  out,  and  surely  he  had 
reason  on  his  side.  He  would  put  a 
case  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
which,  perhafts,  hia  financial  genius 
could  explaio.  Suppose  a  Champagne 
worth  32*.  a-dozen.    If  that  Champagne 
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were  imported  and  decla^d  to  be  of 
that  value,  it  would  be  subject  to  a  sur- 
tax of  5i.,  raising  the  price  to  37*.  But 
if  the  dealer  dropped  2*.  from  the  ori- 
ginal price,  and  declared  it  of  the  value 
of  30«.,  he  would  only  have  to  pay  2i, 
duty,  so,  therefore,  according  to  the 
great  authority  of  Cocker,  the  importer 
would  make  1*.  a-dozen  on  the  transao- 
tion,  for,  whilo  he  would  lose  2:  on  the 
wine,  he  would  save  3(.  on  the  duty. 
That  was  one  case  out  of  many  that 
might  be  proposed  ;  but,  without  detain- 
ing the  Committee  further,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  tell  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  leaders  in  the  trade 
who  were  interested  in  the  trade  being 
fairly  conducted  were  in  favour  of  a 
uniform  duty,  and  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  a  fair  one, 
though  the  particular  sum  to  be  fixed 
might  be  a  matter  for  aubaequent  con- 
sideration. But  it  was  perfectly  dear 
that  the  gross  inequality  of  the  system 
would  never  be  got  rid  of,  and  there 
would  be  no  check  to  fraud  until  an 
analogous  proposal  was  adopted. 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAMSON  said,  in  using 
the  words  "green  wine,"  he  did  not 
mean  wine  of  last  year's  growth,  which 
he  knew  would  be  in  an  unfit  state  to 
ship,  but  wine  of  two  or  three  years  old 
which  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Custom  House  officers  to  value.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  the  door  was 
opened  to  fraud.  The  honest  trader 
would  invoice  his  wine  two  or  three 
years  old,  and  which  would  be  valuable 
two  or  three  years  later,  fairly  at  32*. 
or  3Sf.  a-dozen ;  but  his  trade  might  be 
ruined  by  the  less  scrupulous  man  who 
declared  the  value  at  29*.,  securing  a 
difference  of  10  per  cent. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  LOWTHEB  (West- 
moreland, Appleby)  rose  in  bis  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Quoe- 
tion  he  now  put ; "  but  the  Chairman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  to  put 
that  Question. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN  said,  there  was  no 
fuch  fear  of  injury  to  the  honest  trader. 
Huu.  Members  surely  were  aware  that 
the  general  price  of  Champagne  VOB, 
unfortunately,  such  that  the  difference 
to  the  consumer  of  3«.  a-dozen,  on  this 
expensive  wine  would  not  be  such  as 
greatly  to  affect  the  merchant  one  way 
or  the  other.  The  great  bulk  of  Cham- 
pagne came  to  England,  even  after  two 
or  three  years,  at  a  much  higher  price 
than  SOi.    All  the  great  houses  who 
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importod  wines  of  veil  known  brands, 
"Meet  and  Chandon,"  "Cliquot,"  and 
other  great  firms,  shipped  wines  worth 
for  the  most  part  much  more  than  30*. 
Here  and  there  there  might  be  a  small 
proDortion  of  wines  the  price  of  which 
mignt  fluctuate  about  the  aividing  limit ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  the  honest  trader 
would  Bufier  the  loss  suggested.  The 
winee  coming  in  oi  about  the  value  of 
30>.  bore  a  very  small  proportion  indeed 
to  the  whole.  That  was  the  answer  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  tor 
Whitebaven. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  aaked, 
was  be  to  understand  that  the  main  ob- 
ject and  intention  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  to  tax  the  true  and 
good  Champagne  highly,  and  at  the 
same  time  admit,  on  more  favourable 
terms,  the  deleterious,  he  might  almost 
sa;  poisonous,  compounds  such  as 
Chante,  Barolo,  or  the  villanous  spiri- 
tuous Atti  SpumanU — he  really  could 
not  stigmatize  it  strongly  enough  ?  If 
the  BUI  passed,  it  should  contain  provi- 
sions for  securing  that  some  so-called 
wines  should  bear  labels  conveying 
similar  warnings  of  their  poisonous 
nature  as  was  attached  to  some  bottles 
sent  out  by  the  apothecary. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  no  par- 
ticular acquaintance  with  the  decoctions 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he 
could  tell  him  that  there  were  many  of 
the  wines  of  the  Saumur  class  which 
were  not  deleterious,  which  were  agree- 
able, and  which  were  largely  consumed 
by  a  portion  of  the  community  in  this 
country  who  could  not  afford  more  ex- 
pensive wines.  These  wines  were  per- 
fectly wholesome,  though  they  might  not 
commend  themselves  to  the  more  edu- 
cated palates  accuetomed  to  wiuee  of  a 
hi^er  class. 

Db.  TANNEB  imagined  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman's  acquaintance  with 
them  had  not  been  of  a  personal  nature. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd : — Ayes  57  ; 
Noes  HO:  Majority  53.— (Div.  List, 
No.  156.) 

Mb.  a.  WILUAMSON  said,  that, 
seeing  what  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
was,  he  would  not  proceed  with  the  next 
Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  lo. 

Clause  3  (Reduction  of  duty). 
3!r.  Gosshtn 
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Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
the  hour  was  late,  many  Members  bad 
had  a  long  day's  duty,  and  it  was  evident 
from  the  Notice  Paper  that  the  remaining 
clauses  would  meet  with  considerable 
opposition.  The  new  Rulef>,  he  always 
understood,  were  devised  in  a  humane 
spirit,  to  enable  Members  to  go  home  in 
reasonable  time,  and  he  would  suggest 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Uiat 
he  should  avail  himself  of  another  op- 
portunity to  proceed  further. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  raopoeed, 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Dr. 
Ta»n«r.) 

Ths  GH  ANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosoheh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  the  Motion. 
He  was  as  anxious  as  anyone  not  to 
prolonc;  the  Sitting  ;  but  he  was  afraid 
hon.  Members  had  been  a  little  spoiled 
by  easy  hours  under  the  new  Rules,  and 
the  hour  was  early  compared  with  the 
experienoeof  former  Sessions.  He  might 
urge  that  which  might  have  some  in- 
fluence with  the  hon.  Member,  at  all 
events  it  had  with  himself,  that  it  was 
important  to  the  trade  that  this  matter 
should  be  settled.  The  duty  could  not 
be  altered  until  the  Bill  passed;  and 
though  the  longer  it  was  delayed  the 
longer  the  Revenue  received  the  higher 
duty,  it  wae  only  fair  to  the  trade  to 
terminate  a  state  of  uncei-tainty,  and 
come  to  a  decision  as  soou  as  possible. 

8iE  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
Bsid,  he  only  wished  to  say  that  a  leading 
member  of  the  trade  had,  in  conversation 
that  day,  strongly  urged  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CUNYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Gam- 
borne)  said,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
suggestion  ol  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ei- 
oheqaer,  and  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  that  some  Members  had 
been  in  attendance  on  Committees  or  in 
the  House  since  half-past  11,  and  had 
also  paid  close  attention  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill.  He  also  reminded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  the 
question  was  raised  on  a  previous  oo- 
oasion,  the  House  was  asked  particularly 
to  postpone  discussion  to  the  clauses. 
[Mr.  OoeoHRM :  To  the  second  reading.] 
He  did  not  know  what  dlecuasioa  there 
might  have  been  then ;  but  it  was  only 
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in  Committee  tliat  qneetioDe  of  detail 
could  be  adequately  dealt  with.  He  was 
Btrongl;  opposed  to  the  exemption  of 
Money  Bills  from  the  Bute  closing 
Business  at  a  certain  hour ;  they  were 
just  the  Bills  that  ought  not  to  be  urged 
forward  for  an  unlimited  time. 

Dr.  TANNEK  said,  he  thought  some 
consideration  should  be  shown  to  Mem- 
bers, who  by  making  a  House,  had  en- 
abled any  progress  to  be  made  with  the 
Bill.  It  would  be  wise,  and,  indeed, 
only  reasonable,  to  yield  to  the  wish 
that  had  been  expressed  from  both  aides, 
instead  of  sitting  late  to  further  a  Bill 
which,  it  seemed,  would  not  benefit  the 
Beyenue,  and  certainly  would  not  bene6t 
those  who  swallowed  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  had  ohampagne. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  46; 
Noes  107:  Majority  61.— (Div.  List, 
No.  157). 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAMSON  said,  tlie  ob- 
ject of  his  Amendment  he  now  moved 
would  be  apparent.  It  was  that  it  mif^ht 
be  distinctly  nnderstoad  that  the  invoice 
price  must  include  the  cost  of  packing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2S,  after 
the  word  "  gallon,^'  to  insert  the  words 
"  in  bond,  bottled,  and  in  cases  or  other 
packages.'' — (Jfr.  St»ph»n  ^illiamton.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thi  8ECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
StJET  (Mr,  Jackson)  (Leads,  N.)  said, 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
met  by  an  Amendment  to  Clause  6,  by 
inserting  in  line  30,  after  "oostome," 
the  words  "  but  including  freight  and 
all  other  ohargea."  He  had  consulted 
with  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Customs, 
and  they  believed  that  these  words  would 
make  it  quite  clear  that  the  price  in- 
cluded all  those  charges. 

Mb.  B.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that 
would  scarcely  meet  his  object.  Clause 
8  referred  to  two  olassee  of  invoices ; 
first,  to  wine  imported  by  the  consumer, 
and  paid  for  by  nim ;  but  the  words  pro- 
posed would  exclude  the  other  part  of 
the  clause. 

Mb.  JACKSON  believed  the  Amend- 
ment would  apply  to  both  cases. 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAM80N  said,  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Amendment  epecifioally 
met  the  point.  It  waa  his  intention, 
bowever,  to  vote  a^nst  the  clause. 
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Mb.  WACDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  he  would  appeal  to  the  Qovernment 
to  allow  the  matter  to  rest  for  the  pre- 
sent. When  the  Qovernment  called 
upon  the  House  to  give  lliem  an  extra 
Horning  Sitting,  surely  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  choose  the  occasion  for  putting 
dowaaMoneyBill,  by  means  of  which  the 
Sitting  could  be  prolonged  for  an  in- 
definite  time.  The  least  that  should  he 
done  was  to  avoid  makiog  the  Sitting 
unusually  late  as  well  as  unusually  early. 
He  would  rather  not  make  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress;  butunless  the  Govern- 
ment yielded  to  the  protest  he'must  do  so, 

Mb.  tiOSOHEN  said,  looking  at  the 
remaining  Amendments  in  the  light  of 
decisions  arrived  at,  he  did  not  think 
they  need  give  rise  to  long  discussion. 
They  were  Amendments  to  omit  clauses 
containing  the  substance  of  the  Bill 
which  had  already  been  discussed  and 
decided.  He  admitted  the  force  of  the 
objection  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  sure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  not  wish  to  perserere  if  there  was 
any  general  desire  for  a  long  disoussion. ' 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  alternative  was  to 
resume  the  Bill  at  a  late  hour  on  another 
night.  [CciM  o/""  No  !  "  and  "  Why?  "1 
The  course  of  tjie  Local  Government  Bill 
could  not  be  interrupted,  and  the  Rules 
of  the  House  permitted  the  continuation 
of  this  Bill  after  12.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  every  desire  to  be  conciliatory, 
and  would  not  press  the  Committee  now 
beyond  the  present  Amendment  if  there 
was  a  strong  desire  against  doing  so. 
In  the  interest  of  the  trade,  however,  it 
would  be  well  to  terminate  the  period 
of  uncertainty,  and  to  resume  the  dis- 
cussion on  Moaday  would  be  to  again 
prolong  the  Sitting.  The  balance  of 
convenience  was  certainly  in  favour  of 

Mb.  baring  (London)  said,  if  the 
Bill  were  set  down  as  First  Order  on 
Monday  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
getting  it  through,  and  then  other  Busi- 
ness could  be  proceeded  with. 

Mb.  WADDY  suggested  that,  inas- 
much as  the  time  of  the  House  was 
practically  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  taking  a  little  of  the  time  intended 
for  the  Local  Government  (England  and 
WaIes)Bill,rsmemheringhQV  materially 
the  Qovernment  had  lightened  tti«  latter 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Escheqaer's  re- 
marks, and  defer  to  the  strong  desire  for 
adjournment  expressed  on  both  sides. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wilhdraum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Olause  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 


Bill  by  the  determination  to  omit  clauses 
that  would  hare  consumed  much  time 
and  given  much  trouble. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
8TJRT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
WestmiuBter)  said,  he  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  meet  the  wish  ex- 
pressed from  both  sides ;  but  he  was 
under  a  pled^,  repeated  only  at  Ques- 
tion time,  to  proceed  with  the  Local 
Qovemment  (England  and  Wale^)  Bill 
day  by  day  as  thepriucipalOoremment 
Business.  It  would  be  for  the  conToni- 
ence  of  the  House  to  proceed  sow ;  but 
he  did  not  wish  to  press  that,  though 
he  was  sure  it  would  save  time  to  do  bo. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.)  said, 
he  came  down  to  a  Committee  at  half- 
past  1 1,  and  should  do  so  again  on  Mon- 
day, and  he  urged  the  GoTemment  to 
persevere  and  finish  the  Bill  now.  It 
could  easily  be  done,  not  much  debat- 
able matter  was  left,  and  it  would  be 
preferable  to  having  another  late  Sitting 
on  Monday. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  that  from  2  o'clock 
the  Government  had  had  practically  the 
whole  time  of  the  House  at  their  dis- 
posal, with  the  exception  of  an  interval 
in  which  a  supporter  of  the  Qovemmeat 
ventilated  a  supposed  grievance.  [_"  Oh, 
oh!  "J  Hon.  Membere  on  the  other  side 
had  au  equal  right  with  hie  own  Party 
to  have  or  invent  grievances.  It  would 
be  only  reasonable  now  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  conform  to  the  spirit  of  their 
own  Rule— that  Business  ehould  cease 
at  1  o'clock.  He  bad  no  objection  to 
the  Bill,  and  in  the  lost  Division  upon 
it  gave  bis  vote  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Let  the  Government  make  the 
Bill  first  Order  on  one  of  their  own  days, 
or  even  take  it  last,  and  perhaps  the 
Committee  would  be  more  disposed  to 
go  on  with  it. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  the  effect  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  trade  interest 
fuled  when  oue  of  his  supporters,  who 
seemed  to  be  a  spokesman  for  the  trade, 
informed  the  Committee  that  the  trade 
were  anxious  the  Bill  ehould  be  post- 
poned. Seeing  also  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  as  time  ran  on,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  the  advantage  of  the 
higher  duty  levied,  there  waa  no  neces* 
sity  for  pressing  the  Bill  with  unusual 
celerity. 

Me.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  urged  the 
Government  to  act  np  to  ute  spirit  of 
itr.  WoMf 


Mk.  WADDT  said,  when  he  made  his 
appeal  to  the  Government  he  stated  that, 
unless  that  appeal  were  responded  to, 
he  should  be  impelled  to  make  a  Motion 
to  report  Progress.  To  bring  the  matter 
to  a  crisis  he  would  now  move  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and   ask  leave  to   sit   again."  —  (Mr. 

Mb.  G050HEN  said,  he  would  Bug- 
gest  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  he  should  withdraw  that  Motion, 
and  allow  the  Committee  to  take  the 
clause.  Thsn,  if  hon.  Members  insisted, 
he  would  not  contest  the  Motion  any 
longer.  He  had  promised  representa- 
tives of  the  trade  to  bring  the  matter  to 
an  issue  as  sood  as  possible,  and  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  state  of  uncertainty 
should  continue. 

SiK  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  the  clause  would  giTO 
rise  to  considerable  discussion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  reason- 
able and  conciliatory  in  his  remarks 
when  he  referred  to  the  alternative  of 
sitting  late  on  Monday.  But  the  incon- 
venience to  Members  would  be  less  on 
Monday,  than  on  Friday  at  the  end  of  a 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  he  waa  very  sorry  the  Qovemment 
had  given  way.  They  might  be  assured 
that  they  would  find  themselves  in  the 
same  position  on  Monday  sight.  The 
Committee  might  make  up  its  mind  that 
it  would  then  be  too  late  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  any  night  after  12.  A  proposi- 
tion had  been  made  to  put  the  Sill  la 
front  of  the  Local  Government  (Eog- 
land  and  Wales)  Bill ;  but  ho  submitted 
that  that  Bill  bad  not  made  such  eitra- 
ordinaiy  progress  as  to  justify  that. 

Dr.  tanner  rose  in  his  place  and 
claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Question 
be  now  put," 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  aak 
leave  to  sit  a^aiq,"  and  ntj/atmdf 
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Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINOK  said, 
ha  was  suiprised  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  aay  no  eertoua  quea- 
tioQ  remained,  for  he  bad  Notice  of  a 
Motion  to  omit  the  clause  in  relation  to 
which  quBstions  arose  as  to  which  no  ez- 
ptanalion  had  been  given  by  either  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  The  clause  provided 
that  where  it  was  proved  to  the  aatiefae- 
tiou  of  the  Customs  that  the  market 
value  of  any  wine  imported  in  bottle 
was  not  more  than  S*.  a-gallon  duty 
should  be  levied  as  proposed.  He  did 
not  vish  to  go  over  old  ground  again  ; 
but  he  would  aA  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  state  to  the  Committee 
how  it  was  proposed  to  establish  the 
▼aluB  of  a  wine.  There  had  been  no 
indication  of  the  method  how  that  in- 
teresting task  was  to  be  exeonted.  He 
was  told  by  authorities  in  the  trade, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  do  it,  that  no 
agent  of  the  Ooetoms  would  be  equal  to 
the  task.  The  Chancellor  of  the  £z- 
ohequer  was,  then,  in  an  unfortunate 
position.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  stuck  to  hie  original  proposition 
all  would  have  been  plain  eailiag ;  but 
he  deliberately  walked  into  the  pitfall 
prepared  for  him  by  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  then  left  him  in  his 
difficulty.  Members  of  the  trade  de- 
clared that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
distinguish  the  relative  value  of  wines 
a  little  above  and  a  little  below  3Qi.,  and 
oommon  sense  would  incline  one  to  ac- 
cept that  statement.  He  was  told  that 
an  experienced  expert  found  it  next  to 
impossible  to  distinguish  bstween  two 
bottles  of  Champagne  valued  at  30^.  and 
S2(.  How  then  would  the  Customs 
Authorities  prove  to  their  eatisfsotion 
that  a  wine  was  worth  a  little  less  or  a 
little  more  than  30j.  a-dozen? 

Me.  QOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  imply  that  no  opposition  remained  to 
the  Bill.  He  said  there  were  no  Amend- 
ments, except  to  do  away  with  clauses 
altogether.  In  reply  to  bis  right  hon. 
Friend,  it  was  not  proposed  to  test  the 
wine  by  a.  taster  tryine  every  bottle. 
He  could  understand  t^at  no  palate, 
however  highly  trained,  could  distin- 
guish between  wines  at  SOt.  and  32«. 
What  he  proposed  was  that  documents 
(ihould  be  forthcoming,  such  as  fqrpipep 


and  bills  of  lading,  and  that  a  statutory 
declaration  should  be  made  when  any 
wine  claimed  to  oome  in  under  the  lower 
rate  of  duty.  He  refused  to  believe 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  trade  in 
this  country  were  going  to  enter  into  a 
combination  for  carrying  out  a  system  of 
wholesalefraudupon  theOustoms.  There 
would  be  heavy  penalties  for  false  de- 
scription, and  there  would  be  the  risk  of 
confiscation  if  false  declarations  were 
made.  He  admitted  there  might  be  a 
difficulty  with  regard  to  wine  just  about 
the  border  line  of  30i. ;  but  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  case  of  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  Champagne  imported, 
for  there  would  be  documentary  proof 
with  regard  to  the  price.  Careful  forms 
of  declaration  would  be  drawn  up  ;  but 
his  right  hon.  Friend  need  not  fear  that 
the  Customs  were  going  to  embark  in 
the  extremely  troublesome  and  difficult 
task  of  deciding  the  value  of  a  wine  by 
tasting. 

Mk.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
asked  did  he  understand  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  say  that  the  value  of  a  wine 
would  be  determined  by  documentary 


Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  grsat  latitude 
would  be  given  to  Custom  Bouse  offi- 
cers, and  if  there  was  reason  to  sus- 
pect fraud,  of  course  there  woald  be  an 
opportunity  of  testing  the  wine.  The 
attempt  to  pass  a  wine  unfairly  at  304. 
would  be  attended  with  much  risk  of 
loss,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend's  know- 
ledge of  the  trade  and  study  of  the  sub- 
ject generally  would  show  him  that  of 
tbe  great  majority,  of  Champagnes,  the 
brands  were  fairly  known,  and  none  ot 
the  great  and  well-known  houses  would 
attempt  to  introduce  wines  at  a  low 
price  when  their  value  in  the  majority 
of  cases  was  well  known. 

Question  put,  and  agrnd  to 

Committee  report  FrogresB ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Mondag  next. 

SELECTION  {STAKDING  COMMITTEES) 
(SPECIAL  REPOBT). 

Orimrtd,  That  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion have  leave  to  make  a  Special 
Beport. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  accordingly 
rtforttd  from  the  Comnuttee  of  Selec- 
tion;   That  they  had    dischar(fed  the 
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followiug  Member  from  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  and  Conrts  of  Jus- 
tice,  and  Legal  Procedure ;  Mr.  Dug- 
dale;  and  had appointedin  substitution: 
Mr.  Kjnooh. 

Siu  JOHN  MOWBBAT  further  rt- 
ported  from  the  Oommittee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  added  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Lav,  and  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  Legal  Procedure,  the  following 
Fifteen  Members  in  respect  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
men Bill :  Mr.  Abraham  (Olamorf 
shire),  Mr.  Ainslie,  Mr,  Aird, 
Barnes,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Willism  Crawford,  Sir 
Donald  Currie,  Mr.  Darenport,  Mr. 
George  Elliot,  Sir  William  Ewart,  Mr. 
Fenwick,  Mr.  CHU,  Mr.  Maolnnea,  and 
Mr.  Boyden. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adionmed  at  a  qoartei 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  \8tA  Junt,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  B:LLi— Kr.i  Riading— 
North  Sea  Fioherie**  (168) ;  Limited  Part- 
nershipa'  (159)  i  Houie  of  Lords  (I^e 
Pe«ri)'  (161):  Hoose  of  Lords  (Discon- 
tinuanee  of  Writs)  ■  (162). 

Second  Stalling— VAtional  Debt  (Snpple mental] 
(16S). 

TAird  JCeadtng—'&ooheatei  Bishopric  (98) ;  Aug- 
mentatioD  of  Beae&ces  Act  Ameadment  (78), 

Provisional  Ubdeh  BiLLS^&Mni/  Reaiitig — 
Pier  and  Harbour  •(136);  Water"  (137)- 

dnmiiffM—ElenientaTy  Edncation  (Birmicig- 
ham)*(I01-I60). 

Q>mrmUM  —  Sepert  —  Local  GoTemineDt  (Ire- 
land) (Ball;iaoQe7,&o.)*  (97)  ;  Hetropolitan 
Police*  (134). 

Third  Siading  —  PubHo  Health  (SootUnd) 
(Denny  and  Dunipaoe  Water)  •  (136),  and 

HIS   IMPERIAL  MAJESTY  THE  LATE 
GEEMAS  EMPEROR. 

MOnOH  FOK  AN  ASDBEBB. 

Thb  PRIME  MINISTER   and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Sausbubt), 
who  rose  amid  deep  silence,  the  Mem- 
oir John  Mowirag 
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bers  of  the  House  uncovering,  said :  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  move  that  an  Address  be 
presented  to  Ger  Majesty  espreBsive  of 
the  sympathy  of  this  House  at  the 
great  calamity  under  which  She  is  suf- 
fering, and  also  that  an  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Imperial  Majesty  the 
Empress  of  Germany  expressing  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty  our  deep  condolence. 
My  Lords,  we  offer  the  expression  of 
our  sympathy  and  condolence,  but  there 
is  no  cause  that  we  should  enter  largely 
into  the  grounds  that  move  us,  or  dwell 
much  upon  the  calamity  that  is  leading 
us  to  this  acdon  ;  for  the  sorrow  which 
is  felt  for  the  death  of  the  Emperor  of 
Germany,  and  the  praises  of  his  life, 
are  in  every  mouth  and  are  written  in  a 
thousand  columns.  My  Lords,  Her 
Majesty  may  well  feel  the  deepest  grief 
at  the  loss  that  has  ovortaken  aer. 
Grief  at  a  bereavement,  at  a  loss,  is 
pTOportioiiate  to  the  expectations  that 
haTe  been  legitimately  formed ;  and 
never  were  expectations  formed  mors 
sanguinely,  or  with  more  apparent  jus- 
tiScation,  than  the  expectations  which 
attended  the  future  career  of  the  Em- 

feror  who  is  borne  to  his  grave  to-day. 
t  seems  as  though  there  bad  been  ao- 
cumulated  upon  his  head  every  possible 

SualiGcation  for  a  life  of  glorious,  spien- 
id,  and  peaceful  usefulness.  Great 
experience,  true  aptitude  and  courage 
in  war,  high  reputation  for  culture  and 
for  knowledge  in  the  arts  of  peace,  a 
deep  and  well- understood  sympathy  for 
all  the  highest  and  best  aspirations  of 
his  people,  the  support  of  a  consort 
never  surpassed  in  her  ability  or  in  her 
affection  and  constant  enihnsiasm  for 
right— all  these  things  seemed  to  fit 
him  for  a  career  of  power  and  splendid 
capacity  for  good,  a  career  that  might 
wellhavebeenasprolongedasthatof  his 
illustrious  father.  All  these  expeota- 
tions  have  been  dashed  by  an  inscru- 
table decree.  We  can  only  bow  to  it, 
and  offer  our  deep  sympathy  to  his 
Royal  relatives  for  their  lamentable  loss, 
and  to  the  Government  and  people  of 
Germany  for  the  bereavement  of  a  ruler 
upon  whom  such  high  hopes  were  set. 
Bat  even  with  his  short  reign  he  has 
left  an  example  that  we  may  cherish. 
He  has  shown  under  circumstances  of 
singular  trial  the  indomitable  spirit  by 
which  his  race  has  made  the  greatness 
of    Qermany  and    its   own.     He  has 
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ficent  Buler  of  the  great  Empire  to  the 
creation  of  which  he  had  so  largely  con- 
tributed. It  is  not  easy  to  pay  a  greater 
tribute  of  praiae  to  a  Sovereign  who 
has  passed  away  than  the  iotense  regret 
whion  has  been  felt,  not  only  io  Oer' 
many,  not  only  in  this  country,  where 
tbsre  are  reasons  for  it  which  it  would 
be  superfluous  to  repeat,  not  only  in  the 
United  States,  where  so  many  of  his 
countrymen  reside,  but  in  Italy,  where 
till  lately  the  Qerman  was  not  popular, 
in  Buseia,  and  especially  in  Franco, 
where  there  has  been  such  a  full  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  merits  of  one  who 
had  latdy  been  their  suooeeaful  but 
generous  foe.  Mar  we  not  hope  that 
this  fact  may  lead  to  kindlier  inter- 
national feelings?  Will  your  Lordshtpe 
bear  with  me  if  I  add  that,  while  we 
greatly  deplore  the  loss  of  this  strong 
guarantee  of  European  peace,  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  ia  no  solid  ground  for 
the  conviction  expressed  in  some  quarters 
as  to  the  certain  occurrence  of  a  state  of 
things  which  the  late  Emperor  would 
have  so  deeply  deplored?  The  noble 
Karquesa  has  atron^Iy  expressed — it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  ozpress  too 
strongly — the  deep  sympathy  with  which 
we  approach  our  Queen  on  the  loss  of 
such  a  son-in-law,  of  one  so  near  and 
dear  to  her.  It  is  needleas  for  him  or 
for  me  to  say  that  that  feeling  extends 
in  the  fullest  degree  to  the  Empress 
Yictoria,  Her  Uajesty's  first-bom  diUd. 
The  people  of  this  country  hare  fol- 
lowea  with  deep  intorest  the  career  of 
Her  Imperial  Majesty.  They  hare  re- 
joiced at  the  30  years  of  unmixed 
domestic  happiness  which  she  has  en- 
joyed. They  have  been  ^rond  of  the 
wide-world  reputation  which  her  cha- 
racter, her  attainments,  and  her  excep- 
tional intellectual  powers  have  created 
for  her.  They  have  been  deeply  touched 
by  the  courage,  tho  digoity,  and  the 
devotion  with  which  Her  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty has  tended  the  sick  bed  and  the 
death  bed  of  the  remarkable  man  who 
appreciated  and  loved  her  so  well,  and 
they  fervently  trust  that  God  will  give 
her  strength  to  bear  the  overwhelming 
blow  that  has  befallen  her.  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion. 
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and  a  devotion  to  his  duty  in  circum- 
stances which  would  have  led  meaner 
natures  to  the  abandonment  of  all  hope. 
He  died  at  his  post  with  the  devotion  of 
a  soldier,  under  circumstances  which 
gave  none  of  the  encouragement  that 
lightens  the  soldier's  fall.  He  has  left 
an  example  which  may  be  of  most  pre- 
cious value,  not  only  to  Sovereigns 
who  may  follow  him,  but  to  all  sorts 
and  conditions  of  men ;  and  it  is 
with  a  feeling  that  we  are  performing 
no  act  of  mere  formality  in  rendering 
homage  to  one  of  the  highest  and 
noblest  natures  that  ever  adorned  a 
Throne  that  I  move  the  Addresses  that 
I  have  now  the  honour  of  laying  on  the 
Table. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  second  this  Motiou,  but  I  can 
add  nothing  to  the  eloquent,  pathetic, 
and  unexaggerated  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess.  If  it 
be  true,  as  has  been  written,  that — 
"  Daath  lOTu  a  ihinuig  mark,  a  signsl  blow, 
seldom  has  a  more  shining  mark  been 
presented  at  which  death  has  struck 
such  a  blow.  The  late  Emperor  was  a 
skilled  and  daring  soldier.  His  bravery 
in  the  field  was  equalled  by  the  serene 
courage  with  which  he  endured  sufi'er- 
ings  under  most  trying  circumstances. 
Both  in  his  military  and  in  his  civilian 
life  a  high  sense  of  duty  was  his  constant 
guide.  To  say  of  the  departed  great 
that  they  were  without  faults  seems  to 
be  vulgar,  unmeaning  flattery,  which 
cannot  be  quite  true;  and  yet,  having 
had  opportunities  during  the  last  37 
years,  in  Germany,  Prussia,  and  in  this 
country,  of  closely  observing  the  late 
Emperor,  I  could  not,  even  if  I  wished, 
recEul  any  defects  which  marred  his 
straightforward,  noble  character.  This 
is  not  an  occasion  on  which  to  make  any 
political  allusions.  In  my  position  I 
could  not  make  any  with  authority ;  but 
yet  it  is  difficult  not  to  give  some  ex- 
pression to  the  general  feeling  as  to  the 
great  loss  that  has  accrued  to  Germany 
from  a  limit  of  some  short  14  weeks 
having  been  assigned  to  the  reign  of 
this  strong,  upright,  kind-hearted  man 
— one  who  from  his  hereditary  qualities, 
his  early  education,  and  his  constant 
self-training  had  given  such  unusual, 
such  certain  promise  of  being  a  bene- 
YOIi  OCCXXVn.    fTHrao  bkhes,] 
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Siog:  of   Piuuiti,   and  to  condole  with   H«t 
Majesty  on  this  melanchol;  occasion : 

io  assure  Her  Majesty  that  thia  House  will 
eTer  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  con- 
cerns Her  &[ajesty'a  domestic  relations,  and  to 
declare  the  ardent  wishes  of  thia  House  for  the 
happiaesa  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  family." 
—{TAe  Marquai  of  SalMurg.) 

On  Queation,  agrttd  to,  ntmin*  dtum- 

Ordered,  that  the  eaid  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves, 

Movtd  to  resolve — 

"That  this  House  do  condole  with  Her 
imperial  Majesty  Victoria,  German  Empress, 
Queen  of  FTussiii,  Priaoass  Royal  of  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  on  the  great  loss  which 
she  has  austained  hy  the  death  of  His  Imperial 
'Ha.ita.y."—(The  Marqiutt  of  Salithury) 

Oa  Qaestion,  agrttd  to,  ntmine  diueit- 
tuntt. 

Ordered,  that  a  message  of  condolence 
be  sent  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  and 
that  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  do  oommuni- 
oate  the  said  meaaage  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Berlia,  with  a  request 
that  he  will  attend  the  Empress  Victoria 
for  the  purpoae  of  conveying  it  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty, 

Jloffd  to  resolve — 

"That  thia  House  deure  to  express  their  pro- 
found sympathy  with  the  Imperial  and  Boyal 
Family  and  with  the  Qovemment  and  people  of 
Q«rmMiy."—[TA4  MarqMii  of  SalMury.) 

On  Question,  agre»d  to,  ntmint  dittm- 
timto. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  (LIFE  PEERS)  BILL. 
BILL  PKJtSKNTBD.      FIBST  RBADDtO. 

Thb  prime  minister  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury] :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  draw  your 
attention  to  a  subject  vMch  has  already 
occupied  your  Lordships  during  the  pre- 
sent Session — namely,  the  constitution 
of  this  House,  and  I  am  going  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Bill  with  respect  to 
it ;  but,  warned  by  the  f  ato  of  my  Pre- 
decessors, my  efforts  will  be  exceedingly 
modest.  I  shall  indulge  in  none  of 
those  far-reaohing  schemes  whose  am- 
bitious oharaoter  has  been  their  destruc- 
tion. The  first  provision  to  which  I  will 
call  attention  is  the  question  of  Life 
Peers.  It  is  not  a  new  one  in  thia 
House.  It  has  been  considered  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  and  it  is  not  qew  to 
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myself,  for  when  I  first  came  to  the 
House,  some  20  years  ago,  I  had  the 
honour  of  supporting  Lord  Bussell  in 
connection  with  a  measure  not  very  dis- 
similar from  that  which  I  shall  propose 
this  evening.  The  fate  of  that  measure 
was  curious,  During  the  discussion 
there  was  no  great  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  desirability  of  a  moderate  and 
carefully  guarded  power  of  creating  Life 
Peers  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Ministry.  But  though  the  Bill,  with 
expressions  of  good-will  more  or  leas 
accentuated,  passed  the  second  reading 
and  afterwards  through  Committee, 
where  it  was  modified,  when  it  came  to 
the  third  reading  it  was  met  by  resistance 
on  the  part  of  the  Chiefs  of  the  Party 
then  in  Opposition.  But  the  ground 
taken  by  the  Opposition  for  resisting  it 
at  that  time  was  not  an  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  as  may  be  seen 
by  referring  to  the  speech  of  Lord 
Cairns,  who  was  then  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  His  ground  for  resisting 
the  Bill  was  that  owing  to  delays  which 
had  occurred,  and  which  appear  to  have 
arisen  from  a  cause  with  which  we  are 
not  familiar  —  namely,  the  enormooa 
amount  of  Business  which  there  was  in 
the  House  at  the  time,  the  measure  had 
been  delayed  until  the  end  of  the  Sum- 
mer, when  there  was  no  hope  that  it 
could  pass  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  same  Seasion.  LordCaima 
took  a  strong  objection  at  that  time,  an 
objection  which  he  repeated  three  or 
four  years  ago,  shortly  before  bis  death 
— to  bringing  forward  a  measure  of  thia 
kind  unless  there  was  some  very  fair 
reason  to  hope  that  it  could  pasa  into 
law  during  the  current  Session.  The 
only  criticism  that  I  really  fear  in  bring- 
ing forward  this  measure  is  that  some 
people  may  think  that  the  time  of  its 
introduction  infriuges  the  rule  which 
Lord  Cairns  sought  to  lay  down ;  but  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
assures  me  that  he  can  pass  the  Bill  if 
it  goes  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  oonsiderations  of  mere  time 
will  not  stand  in  its  way.  The  great 
question  in  connection  with  all  these 
Bills  is  the  amount  and  nature  of  the 
restriction  that  should  he  placed  upon 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  of  creating  Life  Peers. 
But  for  the  necessity  of  some  such  re- 
striction I  do  qot  think  there  ever  wottl4 
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hare  been  tmj  doubt  or  difficulty  as  to 
tlie  adoption  of  tbe  measure,  la  the 
earliest  history  of  this  House  Life  Peers 
were  exceedingly  oommon,  and  they 
contiaued  to  be  made  front  time  to  time 
down  to  what  we  may  oall  the  end  of 
the  first  stage  in  the  history  ef  the  House 
of  Lords,  down  to  the  end  of  the  Wars 
of  the  Boses.  You  may  take  that  to 
be  a  break,  as  it  were,  ia  the  history 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  because  when 
they  re-asaembled  after  the  battle  of 
Doeworth  there  were  found  to  be  only 
29  lay  Peers  in  existence.  Down  to  that 
time  a  considerable  number  of  Life  Peers 
were  made;  but  there  was  thispecu- 
liarity  about  seTeral  of  those  creations — 
they  were  not  made  by  the  sole  Prero- 
gative of  the  Crown,  but  they  were  made 
in  Parliament  with  the  consent  of  Par* 
liament,  so  that  even  then  it  was  thought 
that  the  exercise  of  such  a  Prerogative 
ought  not  to  proceed  unchecked.  That 
is  the  consideratioa  to  which  we  have 
to  address  ourselves  to-day,  and  it  has 
always  been  in  my  mind  one  of  the  most 
indispensable  conditions  of  any  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind  that  the  extent  to  which 
it  should  be  exercised  should  be  die- 
tinotlylimitedbyParliameotbeforehand. 
Otherwise  the  existence  of  tbe  power 
might  be  fatal  to  the  independence  of 
your  Lordships'  House,     If  there  was  a 

f lower  of  creating  Lite  Peers  to  an  un- 
imited  extent,  tbe  temptation  would 
inevitably  be  too  strong  for  some  am- 
.  bilious  and  imperioue  Uinister,  and  he 
would  attempt  by  such  creations  to  force 
the  decision  of  the  House,  as  it  was 
once  forced  in  1712.  I  know  that  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  who  leads  the 
Opposition  has  said  again  and  again 
that  he  does  not  understand  why  there 
is  more  necessity  for  restriction  in  the 
case  of  Life  Peers  than  in  the  case  of 
Hereditary  Peers.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
coQvey  it  to  tbe  noble  Earl's  mind  if  it 
does  not  occur  to  him  instinctively,  but 
lam  quite  sure  that  most  of  your  Lord- 
ships will  recognize  that  anybody  would 
feel  much  more  responsible  in  advisiug 
an  unlimited  creation  of  Hereditary 
Peers  than  in  advising  an  unlimited 
creation  of  Life  Peers.  Not  only  would 
he  feel  much  more  responsibility,  but 
he  would  hare  much  more  difficulty  in 
inducing  the  Sovereign  to  accept  his 
advice,  and  he  woold  have  much  more 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  eupport  and 
approvid  of  public  opinion  in  such  a 
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course.  As  your  Lordships  know,  the 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  for  the 
purpose  of  infiuenoing  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lords  has  only  been  re- 
sorted to  once.  It  was  at  the  very  com- 
mencementof  our  Parliamentary  history, 
and  it  was  done  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  the  Besolutions  which  were 
necessary  in  connection  with  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht.  Only  12  Peers  were  created, 
and  yet,  for  creating  those  12  Peers, 
among  other  things,  Lord  Oxford  was 
impeached  by  the  House  of  Commons 
as  having  done  a  thing  which  was  de- 
rogatory to  the  honour  of  Parliament 
and  fatal  to  the  public  interests.  That 
was  one  of  the  chapters  of  the  impeach- 
ment afterwards  drawn  against  Lord 
Oxford,  It  was  never  done  again,  al- 
though it  was  threatened  once  on  a 
memorable  occasion.  Lord  Brougham 
has  expressed  bis  great  doubt  whether, 
if  matters  had  come  to  an  issue,  that 
course  would  ultimately  have  been 
taken ;  and  if  my  memory  serves  me 
right,  tbe  Duke  of  Bichmond  has  stated 
that  he  had  it  from  his  father,  who  was 
in  the  Cabinet  at  tbe  time,  that  he  would 
ne?er  have  consented  to  go  to  that  ex- 
treme. It  is,  therefore,  a  measure  from 
which  Ministers  hare  obviously  flinched, 
and  I  am  dwelling  on  the  point  for  the 
purpose  of  reminding  your  Lordships 
that  they  have  flinched  from  it,  and  that 
the  threat  of  it  has  been  very  rare.  I 
think  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  a  book  of 
which,  on  account  of  its  authority,  I 
should  always  speak  with  great  respect 
— I  mean  Professor  Dicey's  Constitu- 
tional Law — that  it  is  settled  Constitu- 
tional Law  that  when  the  House  of  Lords 
resists  the  House  of  Commons  the  vote 
of  the  former  should  be  decided  by  the 
creation  of  Peerages ;  but  I  think  that 
Constitutional  Law  requires  general  ac- 
ceptance and  tbe  acceptance  of  both 
sides  in  politics  :  and  I  can  safely  say 
that  no  such  doctrine  has  ever  been 
aocepted  by  the  Conservative  Party.  I 
am  dwelling  upon  this  for  the  purpose 
of  pointing  out  that  Lord  Brougham, 
who  may  be  said  to  have  been  a  good 
judge,  stated  that  if  it  had  been  a 
question  of  the  creation,  not  of  Here- 
ditary Peers,  butof  Life  Peers,  very  much 
less  difficulty  would  have  existed,  and 
much  less  apprehension  would  have 
been  felt,  and  Ministers  would  have  re- 
solved upon  the  step  with  very  much 
greater  ease.    I,  theref^rSf  thinit  i(  «)}> 
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80lutel7  necessary  that  we  should  eatab- 
lUli  narrow  limits  within  which  this 
power  should  be  exercised,  for  whatever 
the  destiny  of  this  House  may  be, 
whatever  you  may  desire  that  it  should 
do  or  not  do,  whatever  powers  it  should 
wield,  or  character  it  should  bear,  I  am 
sure  that  no  man  of  common  sense 
would  ever  wish  that  it  should  become 
the  supple  instrument  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Grown.  But  I  go  further.  I  aay 
nothing  at  present  as  to  the  number  to 
whioh  the  creation  of  Life  Peers  should 
be  restricted,  but  I  think  the  creation 
oug^ht  to  be  restricted  in  point  of  nature 
and  kind.  Fears  have  been  expressed 
that  if  unrestricted  power  of  creating 
Life  Peers  were  given  to  a  Minister  it 
might  be  used  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  rid  of  applicants  who  could  be 
got  rid  nf  in  no  other  way,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  disposing  of  Members  of  the 
other  House  whose  presence  was  iacoa- 
venieut.  Now,  I  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect  for  that  Corporation  gene- 
tally  represented  by  Lord  Eintore.  I 
have  great  respect  for  the  valuable  eer- 
vioes  they  rendar  to  the  country,  but  I 
am  anxious  to  eliminate  to  the  utmost 
possible  degree  their  influence  in  the 
creation  of  any  Life  Peers  for  the  future. 
If  Life  Peerages  are  to  bo  a  useful  insti- 
tution, they  ought  to  have  as  little  to 
do  with  the  Whips  as  can  be.  I  will 
state  what  the  proposals  are  that  we 
have  to  make.  We  propose  that  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from  time  to 
time  by  Letters  Patent  to  appoint  a  Peer 
during  hia  life  "  any  person  qualified 
OB  shown  hereinafter,"  and  then  come 
certain  categories  whioh  I  will  read.  Of 
these  not  more  than  three  persons  shall 
be  appointed  in  any  one  o^eudar  year. 
Either  he  must  have  been  for  not  less 
than  two  years  a  Judge  of  the  Superior 
Oourt  in  some  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, or  have  served  in  Her  Majesty^s 
Naval  Forces  and  have  obtained  the 
rank  of  Bear  Admiral  or  higher  rank, 
or  he  must  have  served  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Laud  Foroea,  and  have  attained 
to  the  rank  of  Major  Qeneral  or  higher 
rank,  or  have  been  an  Ambassador  Ex- 
traordinary. These  categories  deal  with 
the  legal,  military,  navaL,  and  diplo- 
matic pro  feasiona.  With  respect  to  the 
Oivil  Service  there  is  a  difference.  There 
is  no  rank  or  mark  like  that  of  Ambas- 
sador, or  Major  Qeneral,  or  Bear  Ad- 
miral which  you  can  select  as  showing 
Th«  Marjutu  of  Saluiwjf 
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their  merit  or  their  experience.    But  it 


ppeared  to  ns  that  the  requisite  se- 
curity might  be  obtained  by  relying 
upon  a  Body  whose  constitution  has 
received  an  expression  of  admiration 
from  the  noble  Earl — I  mean  tha  Privy 
Oouncil.  I  do  not  think  Ministers  are 
generally  disposed  to  appoint  unfit  per- 
sons to  the  Privy  Council,  and  I  think 
we  may  say  that  it  a  man  has  been  in 
the  Oivil  Service  of  the  Crown  either  >n 
this  Country  or  in  tha  Colonies,  and  has 
afterwards  been  made  a  Privy  Ooundllar, 
that  he  is  a  fit  person  for  a  Life  Peerage ; 
and,  besides  that,  we  propose  that  any 

Seraon  who  may  have  Deen  five  years  a 
■overnor  Qeneral  or  a  Governor  in  any 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  or  a  Lieutenant 
Qoveraor  in  India  shall  be  eligible. 
We  further  propose  that  Her  Majea^ 
shall  have  the  power  to  appoint  to 
be  a  Peer  of  Parliament  any  person 
on  account  of  any  special  qualification 
other  than  one  of  those  mentioned,  pro- 
vided that  not  more  than  two  persons 
shall  be  BO  appointed  during  any  one 
calendar  year ;  and  that  a  person  shall 
not  be  appointed  under  this  section 
until  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  has,  by  a 
message  to  the  House  of  Lords,  stated 
Her  Majesty's  intention  to  appoint  such 
person  and  the  special  qualification  on 
account  of  whioh  he  is  proposed  to  be 
appointed.  That  restriction  has  been 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding 
the  danger  which  I  distantly  glanced  at. 
That  wiU  make  a  power  of  creating  five 
in  all.     We  then  add — 

"  The  number  of  Pears  at  any  oaa  tima  ea- 
titlod  in  pUTBuBnoe  of  IhU  Act  to  vote  shall  not 
exceed  50,  tnd  it  shall  not  ba  UitIuI  to  aaka 
na^  appointment  in  pittsuaoce  oE  this  Act 
which  will  make  inch  Dumbur  for  the  time 
being  exceed  60." 

Of  course,  these  numbers  may  be  re- 
garded as  excessive ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  they  are  a  maximum.  I  am 
not  entering  into  any  kind  of  engage- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  present  Qovem- 
ment,  still  less  ou  behalf  of  the  Sove- 
reign, that  five  Life  Peers  will  be  created 
every  year.  I  have  the  greatest  doubt 
whether  the  possibility  of  finding 
five  proper  persons  for  Life  Peers 
every  year  will  present  itself  with  the 
facility  that  some  people  think.  My 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Pembroke}  said,  in  a  recent  debate,  that 
he  wanted  us  to  create  at  oqoe  300  Lifv 
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this  House.  Xotlimg  oould  be  better  oa 
regards  knonledee  of  the  subject  than 
the  treatment  of  land  quesdons  in  this 
House.  Nothing  can  be  better  attended 
to  than  Church  questions  are  in  this 
House;  but  when  we  get  outside  these 
three  categories  I  do  not  think  that  we 
are  sufficientljr  well  manned.  We  have 
some  distinguished  Boldiers  and  sailors, 
and  some  soldiers,  aa  we  know,  are  not 
allowed  to  speak  ao  often  as  we  could 
wish.  Still,  on  these  subjects,  I  doubt 
whether  the  representation  is  suffioient 
to  make  our  debates  adequate,  or  the 
examination  of  measures  which  come 
under  our  consideration  suSLcient.  But 
outside  of  these  things,  when  you  come 
to  questions  of  finance,  mercantile  mat- 
ters, engineering  matters,  and  a  number 
of  other  departments  of  thought  and 
activity,  they  are  hardly  represented  in 
this  House  at  all.  If  the  House  should 
pass  this  measure,  it  will  make  the 
House  more  efficient  for  its  debates  in 
these  respects.  And  there  is  another 
advantage  which  I  think  will  commend 
itself  to  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
who  first  introduced  this  question  in 
the  present  year.  He  indicated,  in 
no  Obscure  terms,  that  be  thought  the 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  had  been 
too  extensive  in  recent  years,  and  he 
was  rather  inclined  to  suggest  that  it 
was  the  fault  of  those  atrocious  persons 
the  Conservatives;  but  I  think,  if  he 
will  look  back  on  the  years  that  have 
passed  since  we  last  discussed  this  sub- 
ject  in  1B67,  he  will  find — it  is  my  im- 
pression, at  all  events — that  the  large 
creation  of  Hereditary  Peers  has  not 
originated  with  the  Conservatives.  But 
detaching  ourselves  from  all  questions 
of  individual  responsibility,  and  merely 
asking  ourselves  what  is  better  for  the 
House  and  the  country,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  the  rate  has 
been  rather  high.  One  of  the  hopes  I 
have  of  this  measure  is  that  it  will 
diminish  the  creatiou  of  Hereditary 
Peers,  and  in  that  case  it  will  give 
more  freedom  and  more  elasticity  to  the 
Crown  in  the  distribution  of  honours, 
as  well  as  more  fitness  to  the  House  for 
discharging  its  important  duties.  There 
is  another  subject  which  I  have  to  call 
attention  to.  It  is  one  that  does  not 
admit  of  much  discussion.  Ihe  noble 
Earl  kindly  spared  us  the  difficulty  of 
lengthy  definition  by  introdudngaphrase 
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Peers ;  but  the  prospect  filled  one  with 
alsrm,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  most 
inventive  imagination  will  discover  200 
fit  candidatesfor  an  immediate  Life  Peer- 
age, I  consider  five  Life  Peers  a-year  to 
be  a  maximum,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
number  will  be  filled  up  every  year.  Of 
course,  it  is  a  matter  of  speculation  in 
what  way  they  will  be  received.  Some 
persons  have  suggested  that  they  would 
feel  themselves  in  a  position  of  infe- 
riority, which  would  hinder  their  use- 
fulness in  this  House.  I  think  we  are 
dispensed  from  any  apprehension  of  that 
kind  by  the  position  Life  Peers  have 
already  obtained  in  this  House.  Their 
position  is  not  only  not  one  of  infe- 
riority, but  in  many  cases  it  is  so  dis- 
tinctly superior  that  I  think  we  may  set 
aside  the  fear  that  if  the  men  are  men 
of  merit  there  is  the  slightest  danger  of 
anything  of  that  kind.  A  totally  oppo- 
site fear  crossed  my  mind.  Ultimately 
it  may  come  to  be  thought  that  as 
Life  Peers  are  created  for  merit  that 
is  recorded,  and  Hereditary  Peers  for 
merit  that  is  not  recorded,  an  Here- 
ditary Peerage  is  a  less  desirable  dig- 
nity of  the  two.  But  whatever  may 
be  the  case,  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
the  life  Peers  are  properly  selected  they 
will  not  only  find  a  hearty  welcome,  but 
a  very  attentive  audience.  I  know  that 
■everal  noble  Lords  behind  me  will  say 
in  their  hearts — "What  necessity  is 
there  for  any  Life  Peers  at  all  ?  "  I 
have  never  put  forward  Life  Peerages 
as  a  great  panacea ;  but  I  think  they 
will  be  of  use,  and  there  are  sover^ 
reasons  why.  One  which  has  been  con- 
stantly suggested  in  previous  debates 
was  supported  by  a  striking  instance 
b^  the  noble  Earl  who  leads  the  other 
Bide.  It  is  that  it  often  happens  that  a 
man  who  would  be  very  useful  in  this 
House  and  would  contribute  very  much 
to  its  debates  is  unable  to  accept  a 
Peerage  because  of  the  burden  that  a 
title  would  impose  upon  his  descendants. 
Another  reason  why  we  should  desire 
Ae  presence  of  Life  Peers  is  furnished 
by  consideration  for  the  work  of  the 
House  itseti.  Some  of  your  Lordships 
may  ask — "  Is  not  the  work  sufficiently 
weU  done  at  present  ?  "  I  reply  that 
thai  is  a  question  that  must  admit  of  a 
double  answer.  In  some  respects,  and 
on  some  subjects,  the  work  of  the  House 
is  admirably  done.  Nothing  could  be 
better  attended  to  than  legal  matters  in 


..Google 


395 


JSoute  ofZorit 


yiiaok  has  been  generally  adopted, 
that  this  has  come  to  be  known  as  the 
question  of  the  black  sheep.  I  doubt 
whether  the  evil  is  so  great  as  it  has 
been  represeiited  to  be.  I  have  not  had 
the  pleasure  of  meeting  the  black  sheep 
supposed  to  be  in  erery  comer  of  the 
House;  bat,  assuming  that  they  are 
there,  a  step  towards  the  removal  of 
them  will  be  taken  by  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  for  it  will  give  the  House  a 
power  which  it  does  not  now  possess — 
that  of  espelUng  a  Member.  It  can 
only  have  that  power  on  the  same  con- 
ditions on  which  the  House  of  Commons 
bos  it — that  is  to  say,  it  mnet  always 
remain  with  the  constituent  authority 
to  restore  a  peccant  Member  of  the 
House  if  it  should  seem  good  to  it  to 
do  BO.  In  our  case,  the  constituent 
authority  is  the  Crown,  and,  therefore, 
it  must  always  remain  ia  the  power  of 
the  Crown  to  issue  again  a  Writ  of 
Summons,  if  it  shocild  be  advised  to  do 
so,  to  the  noble  Lord  who  has  been  the 
subject  of  this  operation.  The  Bill  pro- 
poses that  it  shall  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Queen,  on  an  Address  presented  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  praying  that  the 
Writ  of  Summons  to  every  Peer  named 
therein  shall  be  cancelled,  by  Boyal 
Sign  Manual  to  direct  that  the  said 
Writ  shall  be  cancelled.  Such  can- 
celling will  be  good  during  the  currency 
of  that  Writ — that  is,  during  the  exist- 
ing Parliament — and  unless  Her  Ma- 
jesty shall  issue  a  special  Order  to  the 
contrary,  that  Writ  shall  remain  per- 
manently cancelled.  Of  course,  both 
for  the  purpose  of  repairing  errors 
and  of  dealing  with  offences  which  do 
not  seem  to  call  for  so  much  severity, 
power  must  be  reserved  to  the  Queen, 
under  Constitutional  advice,  to  re-issue 
at  a  later  period  of  the  Session  the  Writ 
of  Summons  which  has  been  cancelled. 
That  is  merely  giving  to  this  House  a 

fewer  which  the  other  House  possesses, 
f  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment to  give  that  power  to  this  House, 
it  will  then  be  our  duty,  in  the  framing 
of  our  Standing  Orders,  to  determine 
how  that  power  shall  be  exercised,  under 
what  conditions,  subject  to  what  checks, 
and  under  such  raetrictioos  as  shall  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  injustice.  I  have 
to  apologize,  perhaps,  that  there  is 
nothing  more  startling  in  my  measures. 
They  are  simply  designed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  strengthening  the  House  of 
Tht  Marquett  of  Saliihvr]/ 
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Lords,  and  of  giving  it  a  power  of  re- 
moving that  which  is  objectionable,  and 
of  adding  to  itself  that  which  is  power- 
ful and  strong,  and  of  doing  its  duty 
better  before  the  country.  They  are 
not  designed  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
duoing  any  new  principle  into  the  Con- 
stitution, or  of  heralding  any  revolu- 
tionary changes  in  a  Body  which  baa 
lasted  so  long  and  which  has  dona  so 
much  service  to  the  State. 

Bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  Peers  of  Parliament  for  life — Pre- 
unted  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbokt). 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBERT:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  ne- 
cessary, or,  indeed,  respectful,  to  the 
economical  measure  which  has  been 
presented  to  us  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  that  we  should  inaugurate  any 
debate  upon  it  without  further  oos- 
sideration.  It  is  a  modest  measure, 
and  it  has  been  introduced  by  the  noble 
Marquess  in  a  singularly  modest  speech. 
He  told  us  that  the  plans  which  were 
proposed  to  your  Lordships  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  and  myself  were  killed  by 
their  own  ambition.  That  is  not  my 
view  of  the  subject  at  all.  I  do  not 
know  what  my  noble  Friend's  visw  may 
be;  but  my  belief  is  that  they  were 
killed  hy  the  direct  intervention  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  share  entirely  the 
views  and  the  extreme  vigour  with 
which  the  noble  Marquess  put  before 
us  the  regret  which  he  would  feel  if  he 
ever  thought  this  House  should  become 
the  subtle  instrument  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
g  the  relations  of  Parties  in  this 
I,  it  cannot  but  be  felt  that  Ihia 
House — I  do  not  doubt  by  sincere  con- 
viction— is  infinitsly  too  much  on  the 
side  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and 
even  of  the  noble  Marquess  himself.  I 
do  not  say  whether  that  is  a  good  thing 
or  a  bad  thing.  That  ia  not  the  point 
I  am  discussing  at  this  moment.  But 
what  I  have  pointed  out  before  to  your 
Txirdships  is  this — that  the  real  danger 
to  the  House  of  Lords  does  not  consist 
in  the  absence  of  five  Life  Peers  ap- 
pointed annually,  or  in  the  presence, 
the  supposed  presence,  of  what  are 
called  block  sheep,  who  do  not  so  often 
attend  Ihe  House,  but  whose  character, 
to  some  extent,  invalidates  the  decisions 
of  the  House  of  Lords — the  real  danger, 
to  my  mind,  has  alway  oooeieted  in  this— 
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that  under  certain  conditions,  which  it 
is  not  very  difficult  to  imagine,  there 
might  be  an  utter  want  of  eympathy 
between  the  Houae  of  Lords  and  the 
Houso  of  GommouB,  and  the  vast  ma- 

i*i>ritj  of  the  House  of  Commona  might 
e  entirely  opposed  to  the  vast  majority 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  Now,  my  Lords, 
recent  events  appear  to  show  that  that 
danger  ia  not  so  remote  as  might  be 
supposed ;  but,  in  any  oase,  whether  it 
be  remote  or  not,  the  provisions  of  a 
wise  Minister,  I  should  have  thought, 
would  have  been  to  guard  against  that, 
and  not  to  attempt  to  de^  with  the 
House  of  Lords  at  all,  unless  he  has 


very  grave  difficulty.  Now,  my  Lords, 
as  regards  this  particular  measuro  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  proposed  this 
evening,  while  I  do  not  think  it  respect- 
ful to  deal  with  it  on  the  preaent  occa- 
sion ;  at  the  same  time  I  do  not  see  any 
great  difficulty  in  doing  ao.  It  is  not 
of  that  character  as  to  offer  insuperable 
obataolea  to  its  discussion.  But  when 
you  come  to  think  that  after  the  va- 
rious Motions  which  have  met  with 
more  or  less  favour  at  your  Lordships' 
hands,  after  the  very  wide  diecuBaion  ia 
the  Press  and  on  the  platforms,  and 
after  that  most  significant  sign  of  all, 
the  revolt  of  the  eldest  sons,  when  you 
come  to  think  that  the  noble  Maiqueaa 
baa  nothing  to  propose  but  that  a  Bear 
Admiral  shall  be  made  a  Life  Peer,  or 
that  a  Major  General  shall  he  made  a 
Life  Peer,  or  that  a  Privy  Councillor 
shall  be  made  a  Life  Peer,  or  that  an 
Ambassador  shall  be  mads  a  I^fe  Peer, 
one  begins  to  feel  that  the  subject  is 
almost  hopeless,  and  that  it  is  hardly 
worth  while  proceeding  with  a  reform 
of  that  character.  I  confass  if  I  took 
into  view  simply  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  noble  Marquess— epeuing  as  an 
individual,  for  I  have  no  notion  what- 
ever of  the  feelings  of  my  noble  Friends 
behind  me — I  should  not  care  to  see  the 
Bill  carried  into  effect.  But  with  regard 
to  another  point,  I  confess  that  I  should 
be  inclined  to  give  it  my  humble  vote. 
My  view  is  this — supporting  it  as  well 
as  I  can — that  when  you  once  open  the 
ainioe-gate  of  reform  into  tiiis  House 
vou  will  not  be  able  to  stop  at  this 
limited  measure.  I  myself  am  not  a 
very  great  believer  in  the  remedy  as 


the  noble  Marquess  proposes  it ;  I  think, 
as  I  have  already  indicated,  that  it  may 
even  tend  to  degrade  the  quality  of  the 
Hereditary  Peers  hereafter  to  be  created ; 
because  I  think  that,  when  a  man  has 
been  hereafter  created  a  Hereditary 
Peer,  the  tendency  of  the  cynical  ob- 
server of  the  Houae  of  Lords— and  I 
must  say  I  rather  put  the  noble  Mar- 
quess himself  in  that  category — would 
be  to  aay  that  that  Nobleman  has  been 
created  a  Peer  beoauae  he  did  not  come 
within  the  varioua  categories  of  fitness 
for  Life  Peerages.  And  my  fear  is  this, 
which  I  believe  the  noble  Marquess 
also  shares— that  the  Hereditary  Peer 
may  hereafter  oome  to  occupy  a  very 
subordinate  position  in  relabon  to  the 
distinguiehed  men  whom  the  noble 
Marquess  proposes  to  introduce.  I  do 
not  know  whether  SO  or  100,  or  even 
200,  distinguished  men  would  oome  in 
nnder  the  clauses  of  thia  Bill ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  that  its  opera- 
tiou  will  be,  as  I  have  already  said, 
rather  to  degrade  the  hereditary  cha- 
racter of  this  House  than  to  improve  it. 
Now,  my  Lords,  there  is  another  pro- 
cess. The  first  proposal  in  the  Bill  is  to 
make  an  addition ;  but  it  also  contem- 
plates a  proceas  of  aubtraotion.  With 
regard  to  the  process  of  addition,  I 
think  it  will  not  be  very  operative  ;  but 
as  to  the  prooeaa  of  aubtraotion,  I  ven- 
ture  to  affirm  that  it  will  be  absolutely 
inoperative.  Ia  it  quite  clear,  to  begin 
witii,  that  this  Houae  has  not  the  power 


that  point ;  but  if  it  has  not  the  power, 
is  it  uie  least  likely  that  for  petty  offenees 
which  in  many  cases  unfit  a  Peer,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  public,  for  the  exercise 
ol  his  legislative  functions,  that  you 
will  be  able  to  get  a  House  together 
and  get  an  authority  to  move  a  solemn 
Address  to  the  Orowu  for  the  removal 
of  a  Peer  ?  My  Lorda,  I  do  not  believe 
it  for  a  moment.  I  believe  your  pro- 
cess of  expurgation  will  be  a  dead 
letter.  No  one  will  dare  to  take  upon 
himaeir  the  invidious  functions  of  censor 
without  authority  or  inducement.  I  am 
firmly  convinced  of  this— that  the  only 
possible  method  by  which  you  can  ex- 
clude undeserving  Peers  from  the  House 
of  Lords  is  the  method  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dun* 
raven)  as  wul  as  by  myself — a  proceas 
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of  delegation.  My  Lords,  under  these 
circum stances,  I  do  not  think  I  have 
anjthing  further  to  add  to  the  remarks 
I  hare  ventured  to  make  ou  tlila  Bill. 
I  shall  give  it  my  humble  support,  not 
because  of  the  intrinsic  virtues  uf  the 
measure,  but  because  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  certain  precedent  for  larger,  and 
more  extensive,  and  more  operati 
propoaals. 

The  Dckb  of  AEGTLL  said,  that 
had  deliberately  abstained  from  taking 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  subject 
during  the  past  two  years,  because  he 
had  had  great  doubts  as  to  the  practical 
character  of  the  measures  brought  for- 
ward, and  he  had  desired  to  defer  any 
obeervatiens  he  might  have  to  make  on 
80  important  a  matter  until  some  definite 
proposal  had  been  submitted  to  their 
Loidships.  He  was  one  of  the  last 
survivors  of  those  whomorethan  30  years 
ago  proposed  to  revive  Life  Peerages. 
His  noble  Friend  who  led  the  official 
Opposition  in  that  House  the  other  day 
was  reported  to  have  said  that  if  the 
measure  which  they  then  proposed  had 
been  allowed  to  take  effect  the  agitation 
for  an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of 
the  House  would  probably  have  been 
delayed  some  lime.  Speaking  for  him- 
self, he  was  not  now  of  opinion  that  that 
would  have  been  the  result.  Whatever 
movement  there  might  have  been  for  an 
alteration  in  the  constitution  of  that 
House,  it  was  much  more  deeply  seated 
than  would  have  been  satisfied  by  such 
a  change  as  was  then  proposed.  He  did 
not  know  whether  his  noble  Friend 
would  contradict  him,  but  he  submitted 
that  the  Government  of  Lord  Palmerston 
30  years  ago  had  more  in  view  the 
strengthening  of  the  judicial  element  of 
that  House  than  anything  else.  JjookiDg 
back  to  that  time,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  thought  the  Oovemment  of  Lord 
Palmerston  rushed  into  that  measure 
hastily  and  without  due  consideration. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  one 
Member  of  that  Oovemment  who  be- 
lieved that  there  was  any  doubt  as  to  the 
legal  and  Constitutional  power  they  had 
to  create  Life  Peerages.  Lord  Campbell 
laid  it  down  that  they  had  the  power. 
It  was  a  curious  fact,  and  it  formed  a 
piece  of  political  gossip  at  the  time,  that 
if  liOrd  Wensleydale  had  been  well 
enough  to  take  bis  seat  on  the  first  night 
of  the  Session  no  question  would  have 
T/ie  Earl  of  Moiebarff 


been  raised  by  the  Law  Peers.  But  as 
he  was  ill,  ho  was  compelled  to  delay 
taking  his  seat  for  three  weeks  or  a 
month,  and  during  that  time  the  Law 
Peers  got  up  the  opposition.  They  did 
not  fully  consider — at  least,  speaking 
for  himself,  he  did  not  fully  consider — 
the  influence  which  that  measure  would 
have  on  the  independence  of  that  House. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery) 
had  expressed  doubt  whether  ihere  would 
not  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Ministry  a 
much  greater  responsibility  in  Uiat 
House  if  the  creation  of  Life  Peers  were 
extended.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  help  agreeing  that  the  difficulty  was 
very  considerable.  No  douht,  there 
were  other  means  at  the  disposal  of  a 
Minister;  but,  on  the  whole,  ho  could 
not  doubt  that  it  would  be  more  easy 
for  an  unscrupulous  Minister  to  swamp 
that  House  if  he  had  the  uulimited 
power  of  creating  Life  Peers.  If  they 
were  to  continue  to  have  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  he  thought  it  should  be 
agreed  by  all  men  that  they  ought  to 
be  independent  of  each  other ;  that  both 
Houses  should  have  in  their  own  sphere 
the  character  of  independence  oi  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  otherwise  they 
could  not  perform  their  duty  to  the 
people.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
limit  on  the  creation  of  Life  Peers ;  but 
this  was  not  the  proper  time  for  discuss- 
ing what  should  be  the  precise  limit. 
He  did  not,  however,  understand  ths 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  spokea 
last,  because  the  noble  Earl  said  he 
would  vote  for  that  measure,  but  that  ha 
thought  it  would  degrade  that  House. 
He  could  not  quite  understand  those  two 
propositions.  The  noble  Earl  said  the 
Bill  would  open  the  door  through  which 
other  measures  would  come  in  after- 
wards for  further  reforms  of  that  House. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  did  not 
mean  that  those  other  measures  vera 
also  to  have  the  character  of  tending  to 
degrade  that  House,  and  that  he  would 
also  vote  for  them. 

The  Eari.  of  EOSEBERT  said,  he 
did  not  want  his  words  to  be  misappre- 
hended. He  had  said  that  he  thought 
the  proposed  introduction  of  Life  Peers 
might  rather  have  a  tendency  to  degrade 
tbeHereditaryMembers,and  that  in  that 
respect  he  shared  the  surmises  of  the 
noble  Marquess  himself.      His  other 
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ago.  Some  American  Bteamere,  as  their 
Lordsbipa  might  know,  were  lika 
Noah's  Ark,  and  covered  like  a  house 
with  a  roof,  and  no  passenger  was  al- 
lowed to  go  on  to  the  top  of  that  roof 
without  the  special  leave  of  the  captain. 
It  happened  to  himself  to  he  on  board 
one  of  those  steamers,  and  the  captain 
invited  him  to  go  up  and  see  the  views 
from  the  top  of  the  ship.  An  American 
lady  was  there  also  at  the  time.  Aa 
essential  part  of  tbo  machinery  of  such  a 
steamer  which  wished  to  avoid  danger 
was  a  steam  whistle;  and  on  the  occa* 
eion  to  which  he  referred  the  whistle 
being  set  going  the  lady  put  up  both  her 
hands  to  her  ears  to  shut  out  the  dread- 
ful  Doise.  The  captain  afterwards  said 
to  her—"!  am  very  sorry,  madam,  to 
have  inconvenienced  you,  but  you  wilt 
he  glad  to  hear  that  our  great  inventor, 
Mr.  Edison,  is  about  to  take  out  a  new 
patent  for  a  steam  whietle  that  is  to 
make  no  noiae  at  all."  "That  would 
be  delightful,"  she  thought.  Well,  his 
noble  Friend  was  a  sort  of  political  Bfr. 
Edison,  who  would  undertake  to  produce 
a  House  of  Lords,  which  would  never 
diesent  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
would  never  cry  "No,"  and  would 
always  say  "  Ditto  "  to  that  House.  He 
could  understand  the  doctrine  that  they 
should  not  have  a  House  of  Lords  which 
would  bo  in  perpetual  conflict  and  col- 
liaion  with  the  House  of  Commons.  A 
greater  calamity  to  the  country  could 
not  well  be  conceived.  He  deeired  an 
Upper  Chamber  such  as  they  bad  ever 
had  for  600,  700,  or  800  years,  which 
should  be  gifted  with  insight  into  the 
great  political  instincts  of  the  English 
people,  which  should  be  able  to  detect 
the  movemente  of  political  opinion  that 
were  really  such,  and  to  distinguish 
these  movements  and  the  conclusions  to 
which  they  pointed  from  the  movements 
of  impulsive  passion  which  might  at 
some  unhappy  moment  threaten  disaster 
to  the  State.  That  must  involve  the 
danger  of  occasional  difference  with  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  That  was 
the  use  of  the  House  of  Lords  — 
that  was  the  use  of  the  Second  Chamber; 
ind  without  that  danger  there  could  be 
lo  such  use.  His  noble  Friend,  in  a 
jpeech  made  In  the  North  of  Scotland 
the  other  day,  said  that  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  not  pre-eminently, 
but  only  partially  a  Party  question,  and 
he  agreed  in  that.    But  hisnoble  Friend 
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argument  was  that  that  measure  would 
open  the  sluice  gate  to  other  measures 
of  reform. 

The  Doke  of  AEQTLL  :  The  nohh 
Earl  said  that  the  measure  would  tend 
to  degrade  the  Hereditary  Peers,  but 
neverthelesa  he  would  vote  for  it.  For 
himself,  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
creation  of  Life  Peers  would  have  any 
such  effect.  They  would  be  regarded 
as  other  Members  of  the  House  were ; 
tbey  would  be  respected  for  their  indi. 
vidual  character  and  ability,  and  many 
of  them  were  men  of  great  ability  and 
took  an  active  part  In  the  Business  of  the 
Rouse.  They  had  heard  some  able 
speeches  from  the  noble  Earl  about  the 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords — a  sub- 
jeot  which  he  must  say  he  had  treated 
with  great  ability,  but  at  the  same  time 
with  an  ability  which  was  consistent 
with  the  avoidance  of  committing  him- 
self to  any  definite  scheme.  The  noble 
Earl  told  them  that  there  was  a  danger 
of  that  House  coming  into  collision  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Of 
course  there  was.  That  was  a  necessary 
danger  attending  any  Constitution  under 
which  tbey  had  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  be  asked  what  hia  noble 
Friend  was  driving  at  in  bis  speeches  in 
that  House  and  out  of  the  House  ?  He 
must  say  that  he  thought  persons  in  the 
position  of  his  noble  Friend  who  had 
been  Uinistere  of  ths  Crown,  and  who 
hoped  again  to  be  Ministers  of  the 
Orown,  should  not  throw  the  great  in- 
stitutions of  this  country  at  the  heads 
of  the  people  without  any  indication 
of  the  direction  in  which  tbey  them- 
selves would  wish  their  reforms  to  go. 
It  was  pretty  plain  what  his  noble 
Friend  meant.  He  meant  that  there 
should  continue  to  be  a  Second  Chamber, 
as  it  was  oommooly  called,  but  one  that 
should  always  agree  with  the  House 
of  Commons  and  which  should  say 
"  Ditto  "  to  the  House  of  Commons — a 
House  of  Lords  whose  voice  was  never 
to  be  heard  except  in  the  symphony  of 
"  Amen."  If  that  was  bo,  let  him  say  it 
openly — let  him  tell  them  and  tell  the 
people  that  he  wished  to  have  a  second 
Uonse  of  Parliament  that  would  never 
take  an  independent  view  of  anytbiog, 
and,  therefore,  would  never  be  in  danger 
of  a  possible  collision  with  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  would  then  under- 
stand him.  That  reminded  him  of  an 
incident  which  he  witnessed  a  few  years 
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trent  on  to  ea;  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  emineDtly  obBtnictive  of  Liberal 
measurea.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
hia  noble  Friend  meant  b;  "liberal 
measures?"  He  supposed  that  he 
meant  measures  which  emanated  from 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged ;  and 
that  the  House  of  Lords  ought  never  to 
dissent  from  measures  proposed  by  the 
Party  which  he  honoured  with  his 
Membership  and  adherence.  Well,  that 
was  a  very  large  order.  But  how  far, 
he  would  ask,  waa  it  true  that  that 
House,  in  any  large  sense  of  the  word, 
had  been  obstructive  of  the  great 
ofaanges  which  during  the  last  half- 
century  had  been  in  the  interests  of 
the  people?  He  himself  had  had  the 
honour  of  being  either  a  Member  of  that 
House  or  a  close  atteadaut  on  its  debates 
as  a  boy  on  the  steps  of  the  Throne  for 
very  close  on  half-a-oentury — for  47 
years  ;  and  he  looked  back  to  see  what 
were  the  great  movements  of  legislation 
in  the  interests  of  the  people  to  which 
that  House  had  been  an  obstruction. 
Besides  many  others  of  considerable 
importance,  he  found  five  or  six  changes 
which  were  considered  almost  revolu- 
tionary in  their  character.  First  of  all, 
he  found  a  series  of  measures,  not 
promoted  solely  by  the  Liberal  Party, 
out  heralded  and  defended  and  promoted 
and  patronized  by  one  man  who  was 
throughout  life  more  or  less  a  Conserva- 
tive— the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury.  Had 
the  lata  Lord  Shaftesbury  any  aerioua 
difficulty  in  carrying  those  measures 
through  the  House  of  Lords  ?  No ;  the 
opposition  offered  to  them  in  the  House 
of  Commons  was  much  more  serious 
than  that  offered  in  the  House  of  Lords; 
and  when  they  came  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  although  they  were  not  received 
with  enthusiasm — for  that  was  not  the 
special  quality  of  their  Lordships' 
House— they  were  passed  with  much 
less  difficulty.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  Factory  Acta  were  at 
that  time  considered  to  be  meaaures  of 
almost  a  revolutionary  kind.  They 
introduced  an  entirely  new  principle  in 
our  legislation— a  principle  full  of  doubt 
and  difficulty  even  in  the  opinion  of  our 
most  philanthropic  and  public  men. 
Among  the  many  measures  which, 
during  the  last  50  years,  had  tended  to 
prove  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  and  the 
political  instinots  of  the  British  people, 
and  wbiob  bad  tended  to  the  happineas 
7%t  Dukt  of  ArggU 


404 

of  the  working  classes,  none,  in  hie 
opinion,  stood  before  the  Factory  Acts. 
He  came  now  to  the  next  question,  the 
abolition  of  Protection.  Frotoction  of 
native  industries  was  dear  to  the  heiirts 
and  convictions  of  the  leading  men  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  He  remem- 
bered very  well  when  Lord  Melbourne 
sat  in  the  place  now  occupied  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  seeing  by  his  side 
old  Lord  Holland,  whose  form  and 
features  recalled  to  their  Lordships  the 
well-known  form  and  features  of  the 
illustrious  man  who  was  a  near  relative 
of  Ms  and  one  of  the  greatest  of  our 
English  statesmen.  At  that  time  there 
was  but  one  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  who  was  in  favour  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  That  was  the  lato 
Lord  Fitzwilliam.  In  a  few  abort  years 
the  abolition  of  Protection  was  attained. 
The  question  was  dealt  with  by  the 
House  of  Oommons  under  great  diffi- 
culty, and  under  the  pressure  of  cir- 
cumstances connectod  with  the  potato 
famine  in  Ireland  it  was  found  impos- 
sible to  resist  the  action  of  Sir  Bobert 
Feel.  The  question  then  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  against  the 
individual  convictions  of  the  vast 
majority.  There  was  no  doubt  about 
that;  but  their  Lordships  legislated  ou 
the  question,  and  they  submitted  to 
the  changes  which  they  saw  inevitable. 
The  third  queation  was  the  destruction 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire* 
land.  If  ever  there  was  a  measure 
which  was  odious  to  the  feelings,  the 
sentiments,  and  the  convictions  ot  a 
large  part  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
it  was  the  destruction  of  that  Church. 
But  their  Lordships  eaw  then,  as  the 
House  of  Commons  had  seen,  that  the 
time  had  come  for  the  removal  of  that 
strange  political  anomaly.  Instead  of 
obstructing  the  measure,  their  Lord- 
ships' House  made  some  alterations  in 
it  of  a  comparatively  minor  kind  with 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  clergy, 
and  then  allowed  it  to  pass.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  in  none  of  these  cases 
was  the  assertion  of  the  noble  Earl  true 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  an 
obstructive  of  Liberal  measures.  He 
came  now  to  the  question  of  the  fran- 
chise. A  large  number  of  their  Lord- 
ships were  at  that  time  in  favour  of  the 
franchise,  but  he  believed  that  if  the 
Division  had  been  taken  aa  a  mete  quea- 
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tion  of  philosophy,  without  refeieDce  to 
political  ciroumatanooB,  that  extenaion 
would  not  have  taken  place.  But  that 
franchise  measure  was  carried.  He  came 
now  to  the  oneation  ot  the  red iBtrihn tion 
of  aeate.  Here  they  came  to  the  last 
case  OD  which  there  had  been  something 
like  a  aerioua  danger  of  collision  between 
the  two  Hoaaes  of  Parliament.  At  that 
time  he  aat  on  the  opposite  Benches,  but, 
though  not  in  Office,  be  voted  with  Itr. 
Qladstone'a  Oovemment  againet  the 
postponement  of  the  Franchise  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  aeeing  the  Bediatribn- 
tion  Bill.  He  Toted  againat  the  poat- 
ponement  of  that  Bill  because  be  had 
some  personal  confidence  in  the  sense  of 
Tcs^nsibility  under  which  his  right  hon. 
Fnend  Mr.  Oladatone  acted  in  regard  to 
rediatribution.  He  felt  a  tolerable  con- 
fidence that  Ur.  Oladatone  would  not 
produce  a  Bill  which  at  that  time  was 
called  a  "jerrymandering  Bill."  He 
must  say,  however,  that  he  had  no  right 
to  expect  other  men  to  have  that  per- 
aonal  reapect  and  confidence  which  he 
felt  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and 
he  wae  far  from  aaying  that  the  House 
of  Lords  was  not  right  in  asking  that 
the  two  Bills  should  go  forward  together, 
or,  at  least,  that  the  proposals  ot  the 
one  measure  should  be  Known  before  the 
otherwas  passed.  This  question  nearly 
led  to  a  eeriouB  collision  on  account  of 
tfae  passionate  manner  in  which  Ur. 
Gladstone  discussed  it.  He  accused 
the  Houee  of  Lords  openly  in  macy 
epeechea  of  wishing  to  destroy  the 
Fraucbiee  Bill  through  a  demand  for 
the  Rediatribution  Bill.  He  believed 
that  was  an  entirely  erroneous  view. 
He  believed  that  the  great  majority  of 
their  Lordships  were  willing  to  vote  for 
the  Franchise  Bill,  and  that  its  post- 
ponement until  the  Bediatribution  Bill 
was  forthcoming  was  a  really  bond  fiit 
desire  on  their  part  to  have  the  full 
scheme  of  reform  before  them.  But 
how  did  that  matter  end?  Of  course, 
if  their  Lordships  had  to  deal  with  pas- 
sionate men,  with  Miniaters  who  would 
not  allow  the  great  elements  of  the  Con- 
atitution  to  have  free  play,  with  Minis- 
ters who  were  so  paasionate  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  Second  Chamber  to 
have  a  Bay  in  such  matters  as  this,  then 
there  would  always  be  friction.  But 
the  whole  British  Constitution  turned 
on  legal  and  Constitutional  points.  The 
danger  of  ooUiuon  did  not  come  irom 
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their  Lordships,  who,  while  acting  un- 
fortunately, as  be  thouf;fat,  at  the 
moment,  acted  atrictly  within  their  Con- 
Btitutional  righta,  and  in  the  exercise 
of  which  their  vote  ought  to  have  been 
respected.  But  how  did  this  matter 
end  F  That  House  was  firm,  and  it 
ended  in  a  compromise.  The  tvo 
Parties  met,  and  a  Bedistribulion  Bill 
was  agreed  upon.  Could  bia  noble 
Friend  aay  that  this  was  a  caae  in 
which  their  Lordehi pa'  House  obatructed 
a  Liberal  measure  ?  It  was  a  case  in 
which  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
acting  under  a  due  sense  of  public  duty, 
and  acting  to  some  extent  on  different 
opinions,  procured  a  compromise  which 
he  believed  would  be  happy  in  its  re- 
Bults'.  His  noble  Friend  spoke  as  if 
every  measure  of  the  Liberal  Party 
should  be  received  by  their  Lordahipa. 
Did  his  noble  Friend  remember  the 
warning  lately  given  to  them  by  hia 
illustrious  Chief  about  the  present  state 
of  the  Liberal  Party  ?  Hia  noble  Friend 
had  forgotten  that.  In  the  General 
Election  of  1885  Mr.  Gladstone  aaid  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Liberal  Party;  he  had  long  known  it 
intimately;  he badlongknownita virtues 
— he  forgot  the  terms  of  the  eulogium, 
but  he  remembered  that  it  waa  very  fine 
— and  he  warned  the  people  of  Mid 
Lothian  that  the  Liberal  Party  was  not 
to  be  trueted  if  it  had  to  depend  on  the 
votes  of  the  Irish  Members.  But  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  now  F 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  fulfilled  his 
own  prophecy.  The  noble  Earl  forgot 
that  Dy  the  confeaaion  of  his  Leader  the 
portion  of  the  Liberal  Party  which  was 
under  the  influence  and  domination  of 
Mr.  Parnell  was  not  in  a  position  eafely 
to  represent  the  interesta  of  the  country. 
He  waa  a  thoroughly  convinced  Glad- 
stonian  on  that  point.  But  if  that  be 
the  position  of  the  Liberal  Party  at  pre- 
sent by  the  confession  and  prophecy  of 
ita  illustrious  Chief,  was  it  reasonable 
that  his  noble  Friend  should  insiat  upon 
such  a  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords 
that  it  ahould  always  accept  whatever 
that  section  of  theLiberal  Party  agreed 
upon  F  That  apparently  was  the  mean- 
ing of  his  noble  Friend's  language.  He 
had  spoken  thus  that  evening  because, 
having  a  full  and  anxious  desire  to  see 
any  changes  made  in  their  Lordships* 
House  which  should  be  in  the  direction 
of  devdopment  and  strengthening  it  for 
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the  great  purpoaea  of  the  Ckmetitution, 
he  wished  to  bnov  whether  they  did  or 
did  not  recognize  what  those  purpoeee 
were.  He  had  read  his  noble  Friend's 
speeches,  and  he  had  been  amused  and 
edified  hy  their  extremel;  dexterous 
character.  But  he  repeated  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  given  no  indication,  eren 
last  week  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  of 
the  purposes  and  direction  in  which  he 
wished  their  Lordships  to  go.  He  had 
felt  it  to  he  a  public  aut;  to  say  so  much 
on  this  the  first  opportuniliy  he  had  had 
of  addressing  their  Lordships  on  the 
eubjeot.  He  would  not  now  discuss  the 
pTO^als  of  the  noble  Marquess,  pre- 
ferring to  wait  until  they  were  before 
the  House,  when  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ehips  would  enter  upon  their  diecussioQ 
with  the  full  desire  to  do  what  they 
could,  even  if  it  should  be  only,  as  his 
noble  Friend  said,  a  first  step  towards 
enlarging  and  strengthening  the  consti- 
tution of  their  Lordships'  House. 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  about  the 
Bill  at  present,  because  be  thought  any 
obeerrationa  could  best  be  made  on  the 
second  reading  stage.  He  rose  merely 
to  express  satisfaction  that  the  Prime 
Sfinister  had  introduced  a  Bill  of  this 
character,  though  he  confessed  that  his 
satisfaction  was  derived  rather  from  a 
hope  of  favours  to  come  than  from  a 
conviction  that  the  Bill  would  solve  the 
problem  or  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
the  ease.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
House  oonld  be  reformed  in  the  neces- 
sary direction  by  any  creation  of  Life 
Peers.  With  regard  to  that  part  of  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess  which 
related  to  the  exclusion  from  that  House 
of  the  so-called  "black  rfieep,"  ho  ad- 
mitted that  he  did  not  exactly  know  to 
whom  that  expression  referred  ;  but,  at 
all  events,  those  who  were  indicated  by 
it  did  not  sit  either  upon  the  Front 
Beach  beneath  him  or  upon  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  and,  in  fact,  they  were 
very  few  in  number.  He  fully  recog- 
nized, however,  that  the  feeling  created 
abroad  by  the  presence  of  delinquents 
in  that  House  could  not  be  measured  by 
the  number  of  those  delinquents,  but 
must  be  gauged  by  the  view  that  was 
taken  of  the  matter  by  the  country,  and 
by  the  amount  of  prejudice  which  might 
be  raised  against  the  House  by  the  fact 
of  their  presence  in  it.  He,  therefore, 
attached  great  importance  to  that  pro- 
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vision  in  the  Bill  which  gave  powers  to 
the  Crown  to  cancel  a  Writ.     Those 

EowcTB  ought  to  be  exercised  on  the 
asis  of  attendance  at  the  Sittings  of 
the  House,  Bules  being  framed  by  their 
Lordships  enforcing  more  regular  atten- 
dance. He  regretted  that  the  noble 
Marquess,  in  introducing  this  measure, 
had  given  no  indication  that  its  pro- 
visions might  be  extended  to  the  great 
Ootonies  and  the  Dependencies  of  the 
Grown. 

The  Makqijess  of  8ALI8BDET  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  had  already 
stated  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  extend  to  any  person  who  had 
been  the  Governor  Ueneral,  and  to  any 
Civil  servant  who  had  served  in  the 
Colonies  and  who  had  been  made  a 
Privy  Conncillor. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  he  had  been  in 
error  upon  this  point.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  great  advantage  would  be  de- 
rived from  conferring  Life  Peerages  upon 
soldiers  and  sailors,  seeing  that  both  the 
Services  were  already  well  represented 
in  that  House.  He  had  no  desire  upon 
that  occasion  to  dieouss  the  provisions  or 
the  merits  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  might  say 
that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  iu  his  estimate  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  the  Bill,  taken 
in  conjunction  with  the  results  which 
might  fiow  from  the  Commission  which 
had  been  moved  for  the  other  day  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  would  prove  a  useful 
one.  He  did  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  it  would  meet  all  the  requirements 
of  the  case,  but  he  looked  npon  it  with 
all  the  more  favour  because  it  appeared 
to  carry  out  the  view  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  emphasized  so  strongly  the 
other  day  when  he  told  their  Lordshipa 
that  he  did  not  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment  to  take  up  the  nonpottumut 
position  with  regard  to  the  reform  of 
that  House.  He  trusted  that,  a  proposal 
for  the  reform  of  that  House  having 
been  initiated  by  Her  Majesty's  Gkivem- 
ment,  if  this  Bill  should  prove  inade- 
quate they  would  be  willing  to  go  a  step 
further,  and  to  supplement  it  by  a  fuller 
measure  of  reform. 

LoED  NORTON  said,  that  with  refer- 
ence to  a  remark  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  to  the  efiect 
that  this  Bill  would  not  prevent  collt- 
sions  occurring  between  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament,  he  wieh«d  to  uk  hint 
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Tbether  he  thought  that  any  measure 
that  could  be  parsed  would  have  the 
effect  ot  preventing  all  paaaibility  of 
collision  between  those  Bodies  ?  He  did 
not  suppose  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
entertained  such  an  idea,  any  more  than 
that  he  entertaiaod  the  Idea  attributed 
to  him  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  of 
of  rendering  that  House  a  silent  partner 
of  the  House  of  CommonB,  which  should 
exist  merely  for  the  purpose  of  endorsing 
and  registering  the  decrees  of  the  other 
House.  He  desired  to  call  tbe  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  wide  divergence 
in  point  of  principle  between  the  Bills 
which  bad  been  respectively  introduced 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  and  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  bad  last  spoken  and  that 
under  discuaaion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  proposals  of  the  noble  Earls  in- 
Tolvea  the  introduction  of  a  new  principle 
into  tbe  essential  oonstitution  of  tbis 
House — namely,  that  its  Members  sal 
by  virtue  of  Orown  appointments,  whe- 
ther hereditary  or  for  life ;  whereas,  by 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess,  that 
principle  would  be  retained  intact. 
Nearly  all  those  who  had  thought  upon 
this  subject  were  agreed  that  it  was 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  Second 
Legislative  Chamber  in  all  free  Oonstitu- 
tions,  and  there  was  high  authority  in 
favour  of  that  view,  the  framera  of  the 
Ounstitntion  of  the  Hnited  States  having 
come,  after  the  ablest  and  most  ez- 
haustire  discussion,  to  the  conclusion  that 
to  have  only  one  Ohamber  would  be 
fotal  to  freedom  and  to  the  continuity 
and  stability  of  government.  They  re- 
cognized, as  their  greatest  difficulty,  the 
desirability  of  ^e  Second  Ohamber 
being  of  entirely  different  constitution. 
Those  who  proposed  to  make  the  House 
of  Lords  partially  elective  failed  to  ap- 
preciate the  great  advantage  that  the 
two  Houses  should  be  differently  con- 
stituted. It  was  the  dissimilarity  of 
oonstitution  which  had  given  the  House 
of  Lords  its  peculiar  usefulness  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Oommons.  By  long  and  his- 
torical prettiga  it  had  been  rendered 
what  it  was  impossiblB  for  new  Oonstitu- 
tion makers  to  create.  If  once  we  de- 
stroyed the  special  constitution  of  tbe 
House  its  inimitable  service  in  our 
Legislature  oould  never  be  regained. 
He  had  heard  it  said  that  there  was  no 
historical  record  in  existence  of  the 
peculiar  original  constitution  of  this 
House;  but  no  very  deep  historical  re- 
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search  was  needed  to  establish  the  fact 
that  the  Barona,  lay  and  spiritual — the 
one  hereditary,  the  other  for  life— were 
an  emanation  from  the  Orown  as  the 
permanent  branch  of  the  Oouncil  ot  the 
Kingdom.  They  had  found  it  dealrable 
to  separate  thetnsalvea,  in  Edward  the 
First's  Keigo,  from  the  elective  and  con- 
tioually  changing  portion  of  the  Oouncil, 
which  consisted  of  delegates  from  shirea 
and  boroughs.  It  was  a  fallacy  to  sup- 
pose that  popular  election  must,  in  ac- 
cordance with  some  theorstio  spirit  of 
the  age,  be  introduced  into  the  oonsti- 
tution of  every  institution.  Popular 
election,  when  in  the  bands  of  managers 
and  Oducusea,  ended  leas  in  popular  re- 
presentation than  the  constitution  of  this 
House.  Election  was  not  necessary  to 
representation  ;  and  there  might  be  too 
much  of  it  for  really  popular  interests. 
If  such  a  principle  were  introduced  into 
the  composition  of  this  House  it  would 
change  it  from  being  what  it  ought  to 
be  and  was— a  Supplemental  Body,  co- 
operating with  the  legislative  action  of 
the  other  House — ^into  a  mere  rival  of 
the  other  House  and  looking  always  to 
the  same  agencies  outside.  On  these 
grounds,  he  maintained  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Marqueaa  was  the  only  safe  pro- 
posal that  had  been  submitted  to  the 
House. 

The  E&rl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  alarmed  by  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  that  if  this  Bill 
passed  it  would  not  be  final,  but  that 
something  more  might  from  time  to  time 
be  done  afterwards.  When  that  some- 
thing more  was  proposed  the  House 
would,  of  course,  judge  whether  it 
would  do  good  or  evU.  This  was  a  sub- 
ject as  to  which  it  was  desirable  to  legis- 
late from  time  to  time  upon  mattera 
which  the  House  conceived  to  be  prac- 
tical, and  which  might  be  carried  into 
effect  consistently  with  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  maintaining  this  House  as  an 
emcient  Second  Ohamber.  Ha  was, 
therefore,  not  unwilling  to  contemplate 
the  possibility  of  further  measures.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  he  thought  it 
was  called  for  by  the  nesessitiee  of  the 
country.  He  had  been  alivays  one  of 
those  who  thought  that  the  House  took 
a  very  strong  measure  when  it  laid  down 
as  a  doctrine  of  Constitutional  Law  that 
the  Crown,  though  it  might  create  Life 
Peers,  could  not  entitle  them  to  seats  in 
tJisir  Lordships'  House,  uqles;  4t  the 
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same  time  there  should  be  eome  sort  of 
remainder  by  way  of  inheritaooe.  That 
deoisioQ  had  been  acquiesced  in  bo  long 
by  the  CcowQ  and  tbe  country,  as  to 
make  it  now.  practically,  part  of  the 
Law  of  Parliament ;  but  ne  thought 
it  rendered  neoessary  some  such  measure 
as  this  is  order  to  get  rid  of  the 
general  exclusion  of  Life  Peers,  and,  bo 
tax,  he  welcomed  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Uarquess.  With  regard  to  the 
limitations  proposed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  concurred  more  distinctly  in 
the  limitation  as  to  time  than  in  that 
as  to  the  maximum  number.  He  quite 
agreed  that  there  should  bo  suoii  a  rea- 
sonable limit  put  to  the  number  of  Life 
Peers  to  be  created  within  a  de&nite 
BDace  of  time  as  would  prevent  an  abuse 
o?  the  power  for  the  purpose  of  over- 
turning instead  of  strengthening  the 
Constitution.  He  had,  however,  more 
doubt  of  the  limitation  of  the  number  to 
60.  He  oould  not  help  thinking  that 
it  would  not  be  a  permanent  limita- 
tion ;  he  doubted  whether  it  was  desir- 
able that  it  should  be.  If,  as  was  not 
now  proposed,  bat  as  might  at  soma 
time  be  rendered  necessary  by  the  multi- 
plication of  Hereditary  Peerages,  the 
number  of  Peers  who  were  to  sit  in 
the  House  and  exercise  legislative  func- 
tions were  limited,  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  need  for  a  defi- 
nite limitation  of  the  total  number  of  Life 
Peers.  The  noble  Marques  proposed,  in 
certain  oases,  to  take  power  to  recall,  or 
sot  to  issue,  Writs  to  Peers  who  would 
otherwise  have  a  right  to  sit  in  this 
House.  That  proposition  appeared  to 
him  fairly  to  raise  another  question,  on 
which  his  own  opinion  differed  from 
that  of  many  others.  So  far  from  con- 
sidering that  this  House  would  lose 
strength,  if  those  entitled  to  succeed  to 
it  were  permitted  to  retain  the  status 
of  Commoners  until  they  applied  for 
Writs,  he  thought  the  oontrary.  He 
thought  it  would  be  of  considerable 
advantage  if  a  person  to  whom  the  right 
to  Buooeed  to  a  Peerage  had  come  were 
not  compelled  to  resign  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons  until  he  applied  for 
a  Writ  to  issue  summoning  him  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  could  not  think 
that  would  in  any  degree  tend  to  weaken 
the  House  of  Lords  i  and  if  it  were  not 
done,  persona,  who,  being  in  the  line 
of  Buoooseion  to  a  Peerage  had  attained 
a  position  of  eminence  and  osef  ulness  in 
Tkt  Earl  of  Stlbwm 
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the  other  House  of  Parliament,  might 
be  dissatisfied  with  the  hereditary  part 
of  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
His  reasons  for  thinking  that  the  House 
of  Lords  might  gain  more  than  it  lost  by 
euoh  a  change  were,  that,  in  the  first 
place,  it  was  most  desirable  that  those 
who  came  to  take  a  prominent  part  in  the 
discussions  of  the  House  of  Lords  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  a  good  training 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  They  should 
acoustom  themselves  to  the  prevalent  tone 
and  feeling  of  the  constituencies  and 
of  the  other  House,  and  learn  to  under- 
stand and  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
views  which  prevailed  there,  and  when 
they  came  to  the  House  of  Lords  they 
should  bring  to  it  as  much  knowledge 
as  possible  of  the  other  House  and  of 
its  spirit  and  its  way  of  doing  Busi- 
ness. There  had  been  cases  where  the 
necessity  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  leaving  that  House  and  enter- 
ing the  Honse  of  Lords  on  his  succeed' 
ing  to  a  Peerage  had  disturbed  the 
whole  political  arrangements  of  the 
country.  It  was  so  when  Lord  Althorn 
became  Lord  Spencer,  which  caused 
almost  a  political  revolution.  Such  oases 
might  from  time  to  time  recur,  and 
be  thought  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  in  these,  and  indeed  in  all 
cases,  the  successor  to  a  Peerage 
might,  at  his  option,  remain  a  Commoner 
until  he  desirod  to  take  his  seat  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  It  ought  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  was  not  a 
House  in  whioh  young  men,  as  a  rule, 
took  much  part  in  the  debates.  Owing 
to  what  might  be  termed  the  absence 
of  enthusiasm  and  the  intermittent 
character  of  the  debates,  the  younger 
Members  of  this  House  did  not  speak 
as  often  as  the  House  of  Commons 
would  probably  hear  them  if  they  sat  in 
that  House,  and  they  had,  therefore, 
not  the  same  advantages  in  regard  to 
preparation  for  the  duties  of  a  statesman 
as  they  would  have  if  they  remained 
longer  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Nor 
was  it  oorreot  to  say  that  if  this  choice 
were  given,  the  most  distinguished  men 
to  whom  the  right  of  Peerage  came 
would  always  stay  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  believed  that  after  they 
had  acquired  political  influence  and  ex- 
perience there,  most  of  them  would 
come  to  this  House,  when  they  could  be 
of  the  greatest  use  to  it.  The  late  Lord 
Derby  and  Lord  Bussell  cam?  tQ  this 
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Bause  ol  their  owa  free  will,  and  men 
who  bad  made  their  mark  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  who  were  gettioi 
in  years,  constantly,  of  tlieir  own  tree 
will,  left  the  Houss  of  Commons  to  be- 
come Alembers  of  that  House.  The 
House  of  Lords  was  rer;  much  in  the 
position  of  a  Senate,  and  into  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Senate  the  idea  of  seniority 
usually  entered. 

Eakl  OHANVILLE  s^d,  he  did  not 
rise  to  prolong  this  discussion,  as  it  was 
somewhat  inconvenient  to  discuss  a  Bill 
on  the  Motion  for  its  first  reading;,  and 
before  the  House  bad  had  an  opportU' 
nity  of  studying  the  details.  The  dis- 
cussion, however,  he  admittod,  had  led 
to  Bome  pertinent  remarks  from  his  noble 
Friend  on  that  Bench  and  some  interest- 
ing suggestions  from  the  noble  and 
learned  £arl.  He  should  not,  on  the 
present  occasion,  enter  into  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  nor  did  be  feel  inclined  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll),  who  imagined  a  speech 
aa  having  been  delivered  by  a  noble 
Lord  on  that  Bench,  and  then  proceeded 
to  demolish  it.  The  speech  which  the 
noble  Duke  attributed  to  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  be  had 
never  heard  delivered.  The  noble  Duke 
attributed  to  the  noble  Earl  a  desire  to 
make  this  Assembly  subservient  to  the 
House  of  Gammons.  Aa  far  as  he  under- 
stood the  arguments  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  other  day,  it,  on  the  contrary,  ap- 
peared  to  be  the  object  of  hia  noble 
Friend  to  strengthen  this  House.  The 
noble  Earl  very  sensibly  urged  that 
every  attempt  should  be  made  to  bring 
the  two  Houses  as  much  as  possible 
into  harmonious  co-operation.  He  (Earl 
Qranville)  did  not  desire  to  go  into  the 
recent  history  of  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
was  not  bis  businsss  or  wish  to  bring  an 
indictment  against  it;  but  there  were 
people  who  did  wish  to  do  bo,  and  some 
remarks  that  had  been  made  that  even- 
ing would  probably  prompt  those  per- 
sons to  show  some  recent  instanoee  in 
which  certain  measures  certainly  had 
been  delayed  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
Into  this  matter,  however,  he  did  not 
wish  to  enter ;  but  he  could  not  help 
referring  to  the  attack  made  by  the 
noble  Duke  against  Mr.  W.  E. 
Qladstone,  and  the  charge  that  Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone  had  some  time  ago 
stimulated  the  a«tation  against  the 
House  of  Lords,    ffo  doubt,  there  was 


such  an  agitation  of  which  a  politioal 
Leader  possessing  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone's power  might  have  taken  advan- 


on  the  contrary,  abstained  from  fanning 
that  agitation  and  was  careful  to  do  all 
in  bis  power  to  calm  it. 
BiU  read  I'.    (No  161.) 

BOnSB  OF  LOKDB  (DlflOOHTIinjAKCB  OF 
WBITS)  BILL  [h.L,] 

A.  BiU  to  aathorize  the  dUcoDtinuance  ia 
[MTticular  caiea  of  the  iaiue  of  writs  of  suin> 
moD»  U>  the  House  ot  Lords— Was  prtttnitd  by 
The  MarquMS  of  Salisbury ;  read  1'.  (No.  163  ) 

UMVTSD    PABTNBBSHIPS    BUL    [^H.L.] 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Tea  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  00MM0N8, 
JUondoj/,  IBthJuM,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  — Bbi-bot  Committbb  —  Tmatee 
Savings  Bauki,  appoMtd  and  mminnUd. 

W&TS  AMD  Ueahb— MntiArAf  in  Oammilttt— 
Betalutivn  [June  IS]  repertid. 

PaiTATi Bill  [iy  Ordn)—Cmtidirtd  a*  amtnded 
— Alabama  Oieat  Sontbem  Bailway. 

Public  Bills— OrArrf-Krit  ^(otfiny— Con- 
solidated Fund  (No.  3)  *  ;  AUotment*  Act 
(13S7)  Amaudment  (No.  2)  •[299]. 

CamnittM — Local  Gtoveminent  (England  and 
Wales)  [182]  {Stvtnth  mgh(\—^.r. 

CommilUt—Stport—Cattona  (Wine  Duty)" 
[293]. 

Tiird  BtaJii^^YicUait  noivenity*  [19S|, 
aud  patitd. 

Withdrawn — Corn  Returns  [177];  Land  Law 
(Wales  and  Uonmouthahire)  [122]. 

Provisional  OitDsa  Bills— Swoiuf  Ritding— 
Local  Govemcoent  (Ireland)  (Dublin  Mar- 
kets) •  [291]. 

Third  Btadinj—ljOCtX  QoTemment  (No.  9)  • 
[27*] ;  Local  Govarnmont  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
7)»[272J,and/«UKif, 


:y  Google 


South  Slafforiihin         {COUUONB} 


Waltr  Bill. 


416 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

UNITED  TELEPHONE   COMPANY  BILL 

{ijF  OrdtrY 

BZOOKD    READINO. 

Order  for  Socond  Beading  read. 

SiE  JOHN  LOBBOCK  (London  TJni- 
versity)  moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  Thursday  week." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Second  Reading  be  deferred 
till  Thursday  28th  June."— {S»V  John 
Luhboek.) 

Mb.  KELLY  (Gamberwell,  N,)  eaid, 
he  understood  that  the  Bill  had  been 
put  on  the  Paper  that  day  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  taken. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOOEl  said,  the 
understanding  was  that  the  Bill  was 
Dot  to  be  taken  before  Thursday  next; 
and  he  had  not  been  able  to  consult  his 
hon.  Friend,  who  took  a  more  active 
part  in  the  matter,  as  to  the  exact  day 
on  which  he  would  be  able  to  be  present. 
He  had,  therefore,  moved  that  the 
BBoond  reading  be  postponed  until 
Thursday  week. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  must 
be  allowed  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
date  of  the  second  reading  would  now 
be  definitely  fixed,  as  hon.  Members 
had  been  brought  down  to  the  House 
on  several  occasions  in  regard  to  the 
BiU. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  la. 

BOUTH  8TAFF0BDSH1RE  WATER  BILL. 

UOTION  FOB  AN  INSTKUOTION  TO  THE 
OOMUITTKE. 

Mr.  KELLY  (OamberweU,  N.},  in 
moving — 

"That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  South  SUffordflhire  Water  Bill  to  insert 
the  auotion  clauaaa  with  reference  to  the 
£60,750  uniuued  balance  of  the  ordinary  stock, 
and  to  the  £41,637  uniaaued  baiance  of  the  loan 
capital  ot  the  South  Staffordahite  Waterworka 
CompHDf," 

and  who  was  almost  entirely  inaudible, 
was  understood  to  say  that  he  was  quite 
willing  to  make  it  optional  on  the  part 
of  the  Committee  to  follow  the  Instruc- 
tion, provided  that,  in  the  event  of  their 
not  doing  so,  they  had  to  give  their 
reasons  and  the  facts  upon  which  these 
were  grounded.  He  ventured  to  remind 
the  Sooae  that  if  the  Oompany  had  not 


obtained  many  years  ago  tbe  power  to 
raise  money  which  tbey  did  not  want, 
and  had  never  used  this  uoisaued — and 
which  then  would  have  been  new — 
capital  would,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
have  been  subject  to  the  Auction 
Olauaes,  and  he  asked  the  House  to  Bay 
now  that  it  should  be  treated  as  sew 
capital.  The  present  case  was  almost 
strictly  analogous  to  that  of  the  Limps- 
field  and  Oxted  Waterworks  Company, 
where,  when  Parliament  authorized  the 
raising  of  new  Stock,  the  unissued  origi- 
nal Stock  was  made  subject  to  the  same 
restrictions  as  the  new  Stock.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  ratepayers  of 
the  district  were  to  pay  interest  upon  an 
extra  sum  of  £30,000  that  would  simply 
go  into  the  pockets  of  the  shareholders 
of  the  Company,  and,  in  the  event  of  the 
waterworks  being  taken  over,  were  to 
be  saddled  with  an  additional  sum  of 
£30,000  ioT  the  Company's  works? 
Practically,  the  Stock  was  now  a  certain 
5  per  cent  Stock,  and  for  the  last  10 
years  the  Company  had  paid  a  dividend 
of  4  per  cent,  and  the  shares  had  been 
steadily  going  up  in  value,  and  might  be 
expected,  at  no  very  distant  date,  to  reach 
the  maximum  dividend  of  10  per  cent. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  present  high 
price  of  the  Stock,  which  was  quite  re- 
cently sold  at  13S  ex.  div.,  was  due  to 
the  purchasers  having  counted  upon 
getting  allotments  of  the  unissued  Stock 
at  par ;  but  this  could  not  seriously  be 
contended,  as  little  more  than  1 5  per  cent 
of  the  Stock  had  yet  to  be  issued,  and 
the  increased  value  of  the  shares  was 
really  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the  last  20 
years  tbe  dividends  had  steadily  in- 
creased from  1  to  5  per  cent. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  South  StafTordshiTe  Water  Bill  to  insert 
the  auction  clauaea  with  reFereaee  to  the 
£G0,760  uDiMued  balance  of  the  ordinary  stock, 
and  to  the  £11,637  uniasued  balance  of  the  loan 
capital  of  Uie  South  StaSotdshirs  Waterworks 
Company." — [Mr.  KMg.) 

Mr.  WIGOIN  (Staffordshire,  Hands- 
worth),  in  opposing  the  Motion,  said,  the 
antecedents  of  the  South  Staffordshire 
Water  Company  were  very  difi'erent 
from  what  they  had  been  represented  to 
the  House.  He,  therefore,  wished  to 
explain  the  exact  position  of  affairs  at 
the  present  moment.  The  great  mining 
district  of  South  Staffordshire  was  for 
many  years,  in  consequence  of  the  pre- 
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Talenoe  of  ooal,  iionstone  pits  and  other 
■iDuiing  works  all  over  the  district,  vary 
badly  sapplied  with  water.  The  supply 
was  altogether  iaaufficient,  and  of  a  very 
poor  deacription.  A  namber  of  gentle- 
men interested  in  the  district  met 
together,  and  formed  a  small  Water- 
works Compaay,  with  the  objeat  of 
supplying  water  to  the  South  Stafford- 
shire district.  They  had  to  search 
pretty  nearly  all  over  South  Stafiford- 
sliire  before  they  oould  obtain  a  good 
supply.  Experts  were  employed,  and, 
by  their  advice,  an  inToatigation  was 
made  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lichfield, 
where  an  excellent  supply  was  found  in 
thenewredsandetoQe.  I^gines  of  some- 
thing like  400  or  500  horee-power  were 
erected,  by  means  of  which  water  was 
pumped  to  a  great  elevation,  and  the 
supply  was  spread  over  a  distance  of 
something  like  40  miles,  from  Derby- 
.shire  on  ue  one  side  to  Woroesterehire 
on  the  other,  and  the  area  supplied  by 
the  Company  was  20  miles  m  width. 
The  water  supplied  was  excellent,  and 
■was  a  great  boon  to  South  Staffordshire. 
The  B(£eme,  however,  was  of  no  advant- 
age whatever  to  the  shareholders  for  the 
fint  aiz  years,  as  no  dividend  was  paid 
the  first  six  years.  In  the  next  two  years 
a  dividend  of  1  per  cent  was  paid,  and 
from  that  period  the  dividend  had  gone 
on  inoreasiDg.  until  last  year  it  reached 
6  per  cent,  llie  demand  for  the  water 
was  very  great,  and  10  or  IS  years  ago 
the  Oompany  had  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  powers  to  increase  the  supply.  They 
obtained  powers  to  sink  an  additional 
well  at  Ohannook  Ohase,  a  very  expensive 
operation ;  and  they  were  altogether 
authorized  to  raise  new  capital  of 
£350,000,  of  which  about  £300,000  had 
been  expended  on  new  works,  and  about 
£60,000  remained  to  be  allotted,  the 
dividend  being  limited  to  a  maximum 
of  7  per  cent,  of  which,  however,  there 
was  little  probability  of  its  ever  being 
reached.  T he .  camplunt  was  that  the 
powers  Parliament  had  granted  had 
never  been  used,  and  that  the  capital 
had  not  been  raised  or  expended  on  new 
works.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  100 
shares  were  now  worth  about  £136, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  the 
purchasers  of  the  original  shares  hoped 
to  obtain  the  allotment  of  the  unused 
oapital,  which  was  not  new  capital  in  any 
sense  whatever.  If  it  were  a  new 
capital,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Member  for  North  Cambsr- 
well  [Mr.  Kelly)  that  it  ought  to  be 
eubjeotto  the  Auction  Clauses.  It  was 
not,  however,  new  capital,  but  capital 
issued  and  allotted  some  10  years  ago. 
It  was  capital  in  that  position  which  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asked  the 
House  to  put  up  for  sale,  and  submit  to 
the  Auction  Clauses,  by  which  meana 
the  shorehclders  would  be  prejudicially 
affected.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  sanction  any  such  proposal, 
Tbe  Company  were  not  asking  for  an 
extension  of  capital,  nor  were  they  pro- 
posing to  erect  any  new  works.  They 
simply  asked  to  consolidate  certain  fiilU 
into  one  Act,  as  such  a  course  would  be 
more  convenient  and  eoonomioal  both 
to  the  Oompany  and  the  district.  He 
trusted  that  he  had  made  himself 
properly  understood.  It  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  Company  would  be 
treated  unfairly  if  any  such  repudiation 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  re- 
ferred  to  was  agreed  to. 

Ma.  HIN&LEY  (Worcestershire,  N.) 
said,  he  was  not  in  any  way  mixed  up 
with  this  Water  Oompany,  except  as  a 
consumer;  but,  as  Mayor  of  Dudley,  be 
was  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  water 
supply  provided  by  the  Company  had 
conferred  a  considerable  boon  upon  that 
borough.  He  thought  it  waa  acaroely 
fair,  oonsideriug  what  the  Oompany  had 
done  for  the  district,  aud  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  called  upon  by  the 
Sanitary  Authority  year  after  year  to  ex- 
pend money,  amounting  in  the  aggregate 
to  sums  of  from  £10,000  to  £30,000,  to 
impose  the  restriction  upon  them  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  op- 
poaite  (Mr.  Kelly)  had  moved.  For 
many  years  the  Oompany  had  had  a 
long  succeaeion  of  struggles,  and  the 
iseue  of  the  oapital  was  required  for  the 
extension  of  works. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Camberwell  (Mr.  Kelly)  had  stated 
his  willingneaa  to  express  the  Resolution 
in  a  different  form  from  that  in  which 
it  now  appeared  on  the  Paper ;  but  he 
had  not  moved  it  in  an  altered  form, 
and  it  was  now  submitted  to  the  House 
as  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
give  the  Committee  any  a uoh  Instructi on 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
moved.  In  the  case  of  the  Limpsfield 
and  Oxted  Bill  a  Committee  certainly  did 
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inquire  into  tlia  matter,  and  had  pro- 
vided that  unissued  capital  should  besnb- 
jected  to  the  Auction  Glauses.  But  this 
oaee  differed  altogether  from  the  Limps- 
field  and  Oxted  oaae,  and  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  see  any  reason  for  adopt- 
ing the  Instruction  which  had  been 
moved.  The  Limpsfield  and  Ozted  Bill 
extended  the  area  of  the  operations  of 
the  GompanT,  and  applied  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  authorized  capital  vhioh 
had  not  been  issued  or  required  in  eon- 
neotion  with  the  original  Boheme.  It 
was  right,  therefore,  in  that  case  to 
treat  it  as  new  capital,  and  it  oame 
before  the  Oommittee  in  the  same  form 
as  if  it  were  freah  capital  about  to  be 
newly  authorized.  The  preeent  Bill 
dealt  with  a  balance  of  unissued  capital 
which  was  now  required  in  order  to 
oomplete  the  scheme  which  waa  origi- 
nally authorized  by  Parliament.  It  was 
unexpended  capital  to  be  spent  on  work 
already  sanctioned  and  not  yet  com- 
pleted, and  be  thought  that  it  would  be 
taking  a  strong  step  to  subject  capital 
of  that  kind  to  the  Auction  Glauses. 
There  was  no  question  whatever  of  the 
issue  of  new  capital.  He  would  suggest 
to  the  faon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Oamberwell  that,  as  he  had  shown  by 
the  example  of  Limpsfield  and  Ozted, 
the  question  could  ne  inqnired  into 
without  au  Instruction  to  the  Oommittee, 
he  should  withdraw  the  Motion,  and 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Oommittee. 

Mb.  E:ELLY  said,  after  what  had 
fallen  &om  the  hon.  Gentleman  he 
would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

aUESTIONS. 

LAW    AND     POLICE    (BCOTLAND)  — 
ABIIB8T    OF    KEIL    O'HARE-UIS- 
TAKEN  IDENTITY. 
Mb.  FKASER-MA0KINT08H  (In- 
Temeas-shire)  (for  Dr.  R,  Maodorald) 
(Boss  and   Oromarty)   asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  per- 
son  named   Neil   O'Hare,   agent  for  a 
firm  of  Glaegow  hide  merchants,  and 
well  known   for    many    years    in    the 
Western  Highlands  and  Islands,  was 
lately  apprehended  by  the  police  in  the 
parish  of  Lochalsh,  and  conveyed  to  a 
oell  in  the  prison  of  Portree,  and  there 
detained  from  Saturday  2nd  to  Monday 
Mr.  Courtney 
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4th  June  current,  notwithstanding  sub- 
stantial bail  being  offered  for  his  ap- 
pearance by  friends  to  whom  he  was 
well  known ;  whether  O'Hare  repeat- 
edly protested  his  innocence  of  any 
crime,  and  asserted  that  the  police  were 
mistaken  in  apprehending  and  detain- 
ing him  if  they  were  really  in  asarch  of 
some  accused  person ;  whether  on  the 
Monday  night  O'Hare  was  discharged, 
without  apology  or  explanation,  other 
than  he  had  been  taken  for  a  person  of 
the  same  name  aooused  of  oommitdng 
some  offence  in  another  county ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  O'Hare  was  a  well- 
known  and  law-abiding  person  for 
whom  bail  was  tendered,  he,  the  Lord 
Advocate,  will  take  such  atepa  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  police  in  the  future, 
and  oauae  Neil  O'Hare  to  be  properly 
compensated  ? 

Thb  lord  ad VOO ate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A; 
Macdorald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  It  is  the  fact  that  a 
person  of  the  name  given  was  appre- 
hended by  the  Skye  police,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Argyllshire  authorities,  at 
Tobermory.  He  unfortunately  bore  the 
same  name,  and  was  engaged  in  the 
same  olass  of  work  in  the  same  part  of 
the  country,  as  a  man  against  whom  a 
charge  of  serious  crime  was  laid  in 
Argyllshire.  He  was  brought  to  Portree, 
and  a  full  deacriptiori  of  him  was  at 
once  telegraphed  to  Tobermory,  the 
Police  Inspector  making  arrangements 
to  keep  the  wire  open  after  hours  that 
night,  BO  that  the  authorities  at  Tober- 
mory might  communicate  without  delay. 
Instructions  oame  that  night  to  eend  him 
in  cnatody  to  Tobermory  on  the  follow- 
ing Monday,  It  appeared  from  a  letter 
found  on  the  man  that  his  wife  lived  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Inapector  telegraphed 
this  fact  to  Tobermory.  The  Procurator 
Fiscal  at  Tobermory  telegraphed  on 
Monday  morning  to  say  that  the  wife  of 
the  man  wanted  bad  been  osoertaiDed 
not  to  live  in  Ireland,  but  at  Oban, 
that  he  thought  there  must  be  a  mis- 
take, and  that  O'Hare  should  be 
liberated.  He  mentioned  in  the  tele- 
gram a  point  of  personal  description 
which  might  be  a  good  test;  and  the 
Inapector,  on  examination,  found  that 
the  man  in  custody  did  not  answer  to  it. 
On  this  being  communicated  the  man 
was  at  once  liberated.  O'Hare,  and  a 
man  believed  to  be  his  brother,  did  oak 
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vhether  he  eould  be  admitted  to  bsil 
but  was  oorreotlj  mformed  bj  the  In- 
spector that  he  had  no  power  to  do  so. 
The  queation  of  ball  cooJd  not,  bj  law, 
be  ooneidered  until  he  had  been  brought 
before  a  magistrate  having  jurisdiotioa 
in  the  place  of  the  alleged  orima.  The 
Inspector,   on    liberating   O'Hare,   ez- 

Sreised  to  him  his  sincere  regret  that  in 
oing  his  duty  he  had  been  compelled 
to  detain  bim,  and  at  the  annoyance  to 
ivhich  O'Hare  had  been  subjected  by 
the  mistake  of  identity.  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  Inspector  was  to  blame 
in  the  oircamstances.  He  appears  to  have 
taken  every  step  possible  to  prevent 
any  delay  in  cleariog  up  ths  matter, 
and  to  have  O'Hare  released  if  he  were 
not  the  right  man.  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  Older  any  compensation  to  b« 
mode  to  O'Hare ;  bat  I  think  it  right 
publiolj  in  this  House  to  ezpress  the 
regret  of  the  authorities  at  an  ocourrence 
which  is  one  of  those  that,  aafortu- 
nately,  must  take  place  oocasioually,  even 
in  the  most  careful  conduct  of  duties  of 
criminal  prosecutioDS. 

NORTH  AMBEICAK  FISHERIES-SEAL 
FISHINQ  ITS  BEHRING  SEA. 

Mk.  QOUBLET  (Bunderland)  asked 
the  Uadsr  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  United  States  Qorsmmont  have 
officially  announced  the  departure  of 
the  war  ship  Dolphin,  and  mree  other 
armed  vessels,  to  the  Behring  Sea,  with 
insbuotions  to  seize  British  or  other 
veaaela  engaged  in  seal  fishing  in  those 
waters;  il  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  sent  a  war  ship  to  warn  masters  of 
British  sealing  vessels  of  the  conse- 
quences of  infringing  the  Alaskan  Laws ; 
■nd,  if  any  of  the  vessels  seized  for 
alleged  illegal  fishing  in  Ififie  and  1887 
have  been,  as  promised,  relessed  ? 

The  UNDEB  8E0KETARY  op 
STAT£  (Sir  Jaukb  Fsbqubboh)  (lian- 
ohester,  N.E.) :  In  so  far  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  aware,  no  such 
anQonnosment  has  been  made  by  the 
United  States  Government,  nor  baa  any 
British  ship  of  war  been  ordered  to  Beh- 
ring Sea.  Orders  have  been  given  by 
the  United  States  Government  that  the 
three  British  veeaels  seized  in  ISSS,  with 
their  tackle,  apparel,  and  furniture, 
should  b«  reatona  to  their  owners.  The 
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vessels  in  qnestion  were  the  Onvard, 
Caralint,  and  Thornton.  As  regards  ths 
seizures  in  1BB7,  we  have  not  heard  that 
any  of  them  have  been  released ;  but 
proceedings  in  connection  with  all  the 
seizures  are  before  the  American  Law 
Oourts. 

CBIHINAL   LAW    (SCOTLAND)— 8X7 SPI> 

CIOUS  DEATH  OF   D.    BALLDtQALL, 

CO.  FIFE. 

Ma.  ASQUITH  [Fife,  E.)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  death  under  sus- 
picious oiroum stances,  on  April  6,  of  a 
gamekeeper  called  David  Ballingall, 
near  King's  Kettie,  in  the  Oounty  of 
Fife;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  two 
men,  named  Andrew  Walton  and  David 
Wright,  were  arrested  on  suspicion,  and 
have  since  been  set  at  liberty  ;  whether 
he  can  state  why  these  men  were  not 
put  OS  their  trial;  and,  whether  any 
further  steps  have  boen,  or  are  being, 
taken  to  investigate  the  circumstances 
of  Ballingall's  death  ? 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Hacdonald]  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities):  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  matter.  The 
foots  are  as  stated  by  the  hoc.  Member. 
After  full  inquiry,  no  evidence  was  ob- 
taiaed  oonneoting  either  of  the  persons 
arrested  with  the  event.  Instructions 
were  given  that  if  any  further  evidence 
could  be  obtained,  to  report  again  and 
at  once  to  the  Grown  Counsel. 


Sib  HENBY  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  arrangements  for  so  altering  the 
Begulations  for  the  Entranoa  Examina- 
tions to  Woolwich  that  the  subject  of 
natural  science  shall  ba  duly  repre- 
sented? 

The  SEOBBTAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhovb)  (Linoolnshire,  Homoastle): 
I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  tiis  Queation  for  a 
week.  We  are  still  in  oommunioatioa 
with  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  on 
the  subject ;  but  I  have  every  hope  of 
arriving  at  new  Hegulatione  which  will 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member's  claims  on 
behau  of  science. 
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PATENTS-SPECIFICATIONS  OF 
COLONIAL  PATENTS. 
Sir  BERNHAED  aAMDELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
his  atteation  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  whilst  the  specifications  of  American 
and  other  foreign  pateata  are  supplied 
regular!;,  and  at  an  early  date,  to  the 
Patent  Office  Library,  and  whilst  our 
Patent  Office  supplies  copies  of  patents 
tahen  out  in  this  country  punctually  to 
our  Colonies,  information  as  to  Oolonial 

{>atents  is  received  in  this  country  at 
ong  intervals  only,  and  in  an  incomplete 
form;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
absence  of  correct  information  as  to 
Colonial  patents  tends  to  occaaion  great 
inconvenience,  and  not  unfrequently 
considerable  loss  on  oar  manufactures ; 
and,  whether  he  will  endeavour,  through 
the  medium  of  the  Oolonial  Office,  to 
indnoe  our  Colonies  to  reciprocate  the 
advantage  which  they  derive  from  the 
early  and  regular  information  given  to 
them  of  our  patents,  by  furnishing  to 
us  similar  information  in  return  with 
regard  to  theirs  ? 

Thb  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  was  informed  that  there  waE 
some  delay  in  forwarding  speoifications 
of  Colonial  patents  to  tHe  Colonial 
Office,  and  that  inconvenience  was  occa- 
sioned at  the  Patent  Office  Library 
thereby.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Ooionies  was  in  oommunioation  with 
the  Colonial  Govenunents  on  the  ques- 
tion, with  a  view  to  an  improvement  in 
this  raspect. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 

AND  WALES)-WITHHOLDINQ 
GEANTS  FROM  VOLtlNTARY  SCHOOLS. 
Sib  OHARLES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  any  instructions  have  been 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Schools  to  withhold  grants  from  volun- 
tary schools  unless  the  managers  made 
oartain  extensions  of  the  school  build- 
ings, although  these  buildings  satisfied 
the  requirements  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors in  I88£  and  1S66,  and  there  has 
been  no  increase  in  the  average  attend- 
ance since  that  time  ? 
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The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAM  Hart  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
No,  Sir;  no  such  instructions  as  are 
idicated  in  the  Question  have  been 
issued.  If  the  hoo.  Baronet  will  give 
me  particulars  of  any  special  case  I  will 
make  inquiries,  it  being  important  to 
secure  uniformity  in  dealing  with  these 
questions. 


IMPERIAL  DEFENCE8-THB  GDNS  AT 
ADEN. 

Mr.  ERNEST  BECKETT  (York, 
N.a.,  Whitby)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  dis- 
covered who  wasrespousibleforsending* 
guns  to  Aden  without  sights ;  whether 
he  intends  to  call  the  delinquent  to 
account  for  his  negligence;  and.  what 
he  proposes  to  do  to  prevent,  as  far  aa 
be  can,  a  recurrence  of  such  negligence 
in  the  future  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stasbofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoaatle): 
These  were  guns  of  a  new  description, 
and  some  delay  arose  in  making  sights 
owing  to  a  question  of  pattern.  Aa  the 
latter  are  small  articles,  readily  fixed 
and  always  packed  separately  from  the 

funs,  the  officer  whose  duty  it  waa  to 
etpatoh  the  stores  considered  that  it 
waa  bast  to  forward  the  guns,  which 
would  take  some  time  to  mount,  without 
aiting  till  the  sights  were  ready.  And 
as  he  hod  every  reason  to  feel  confident 
that,  as  the  guns  would  take  some  time 
to  mount,  the  sights  could  be  sent  out 
in  ample  time,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon 
to  visit  hie  conduct  with  censure.  But 
this  omission  was  not  reported  to  the 
Director  of  Artillery  at  the  time,  as  it 
should  have  been;  and  I  have  taken 
due  notice  of  the  omission.  Steps  have 
been  taken  to  secure  that,  in  future,  all 
essential  fittings  for  guns  shall  be  ready 
for  despatch  as  soon  as  the  guns  theui- 

PRIS0N8  (IRELAND)— DISMISSAL  OP 
JOHN  DALY,  8LIQO  PRISON. 
Mr.  SHEEHY  ((Hlway,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Prison 
Warder  John  Daly,  of  Sligo  Prison, 
has  been  dismissed,  after  sworn  inquiry, 
for  having  allowed  prohibited  artiolet 
into  the  possession  of  a  jprisonw ;  when 
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was  the  inqniry  held ;  when  was  its 
reault  oommunicated  to  Dal;;  and, 
whether  he  has  any  ohjeotion  to  for- 
niahin^  a  copy  of  the  information  awom 
at  the  inquiry  to  Daly  ? 

Thb  chief  SEOBETAItT  (Mt.  A. 
J,  Bauook)  (Manoheater,  E.) :  The 
man  referred  to  was  dismiued  for  the 
reason  stated.  Suhsequently,  on  hia 
own  reqaest,  a  sworn  inquiry  was  held 
on  the  26th  of  April.  The  result,  which 
confirmed  the  dedsioii  already  arrived 
at  by  the  General  Prisons  Board,  was 
communioated  to  him  on  the  9th  of  June. 
The  Board  report  that  the  oonrse  eug- 
(■ested  would  be  contrary  to  practice. 

Thb  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish  to 
aak  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  if  Daly 
was  examined  at  the  inquiry ;  and,  also, 
if  the  Government  made  any  inquiry  of 
the  prisoner  inquestion — my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Oalway  (Mr. 
Sheehy)  ? 

Hb.  A.  J.  BALFOXTB:  I  am  not 
aware  if  that  is  so. 

POOB  LAW  (IBBLAND)— THB  LOUGH- 
BEA  DISTRICT. 

Mb.  SHEEHT  (Oalway,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  action  has  been 
taken  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  Begiatrar  for  the  Loughrea  District ; 
also  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
anb-sanitary  officer  of  Loughrea  Union ; 
and,  why  the  application  of  the  Guar- 
dians of  Loug;hrea  Union  for  a  powder 
licence  for  Mr.  Peter  Sweeney,  their 
building  contractor,  has  been  delayed, 
which  delay  has  prevented  Mr.  Sweeney 
from  oartTing  out  important  public  con- 
traotsf 

Thb  chief  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J,  BaIiTOTTb)  (Manchester,  £.) :  The 
person  who  acted  ad  inttrm  Begiatrar 
has  been  appointed  to  the  vacancy. 
The  Guardians  havo  appointed  a  sani- 
tary aub-offioer,  and  have  submitted  the 
appointment  for  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  before  whom 
the  matter  now  is.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  the  Guardians  have  been 
already  informed  that  a  licence  for 
dynamite  and  blasting  powder  cannot 
be  iaaned  to  the  man  referred  to,  at  ho 
is  not  considered  a  fit  person  to  hold 
such  a  licence. 

Mb.  sheehy  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
]u>&.    Gmtlemao  how  long   the  Local 
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Government  Board  have  had  under  their 
consideration  the  question  of  sanctioning 
the  appointment  of  the  sanitary  officer  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  cannot 
answer  that. 


Sin  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  amount  that  has  accrued 
from  fines  for  drunkennees  in  the  Militia 
since  1878  will  be  distributed  among 
the  battalions  of  that  Force,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  precedent  of  1 879 ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  deprivations  of  Militia 
bounty  for  offences  will  be  similarly 
dealt  with  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECEBTABT, 
WAK  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bhodwok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  ; 
There  is  no  aocumnlation  from  these 
finea,  aa  the  amount  is  spent  from  year 
to  year  in  aid  of  increased  pay  to  the 
Militia  sergeants  and  corporals.  Th9 
hon.  Member  will  find  that  the  sum  ii 
taken  as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  Vote 
5  of  the  Army  Estimates. 

INDIA— THE  CNCOVENANTED  CIVIL 
SERVICE- FDRLOUOHS. 
Mr.  HAG  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  members  of  the 
Unoovenanted  Civil  Service  of  India  who 
were  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  B8.6,000 
a-year  on  February  10,  1876,  and  those 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  obtain  two  years*  furlough  on 
half- pay  after  eight  years'  service, 
whereas  members  of  the  Uncovenanted 
Civil  Service  who  have  been  appointed 
by  the  Governor  General  of  India  can 
only  obtain  one  year's  furlough  after  10 
years'  service ;  and,  on  what  principle 
is  thia  distinction  drawn  between  mem- 
bers of  tho  Uncovenanted  Bervica  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
those  appointed  by  the  Indian  Govern* 
ment? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobbt)  (Chatham) : 
(1.)  Yes;  subject  to  the  qualification 
that  those  to  whom  the  first  ^art  of  the 
Question  relates  held  certain  spaoified 
offices  at  the  date  mentioned ;  and  that 
those  mentioned  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  have  been  appointed  bj  the 
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QoTeraor  General  in  Council  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
giren  either  before  or  after  the  appoint- 
ment. (2.)  On  the  principle  that  the 
TJnoovenanted  Service  Bhould  be  re- 
oruited,  aa  far  aepoBeible,  from  Natirea 
of  India ;  and  that  appoiutments  carry- 
ing the  special  privilege  mentioned 
should  be  filled  Sv  officers  who  are 
selected  iu  England  with  special  quali- 
fications, or  who  have  gained  their 
appointments  by  competitive  examina- 
tion involving  expensive  training. 

INDIA— THE  UNCOVENANTED  CIVIL 
SERVICE— PENSION  RULES. 
Ms.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  members  of  the  TJncovenauted 
Civil  Service  of  India  who  are  nominated 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  as 
officers  of  the  Public  Works,  Telegraph, 
and  Forest  Departments  are  allowed  to 
count  service  for  retirement  on  pension 
from  the  year  they  leave  Cooper's  Hiil 
or  other  College,  irrespective  of  age, 
whereas  service  before  the  age  of  22 
years,  in  the  ease  of  an  Uncovenanted 
oivilian  appointed  by  the  Chiremor 
General  of  India,  is  not  permitted  to 
count  as  service  for  retli-ement  on  pen- 
non ;  whether  officers  in  the  Administra- 
tive Departments  of  the  Uncovenanted 
Civil  Service  of  India  have  been  placed, 
before  the  age  of  22,  in  charge  of  Divi- 
sions of  Districts,  and  in  exercise  of  the 
Sowers  of  magistrates  of  the  first  class  ; 
id  the  Government  of  India  in  1868 
recommend  that  the  limit  of  age  for 
service  counting  for  pension  should  be 
reduced  ;  and  £d  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  refuse  to  entertain  it ; 
and,  on  what  principle  is  this  distinction 
drawn  between  different  members  of  the 
Uncovenanted  Civil  Service  of  India? 

Tbb  under  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jonu  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  answer  to  Questions  1,  2,  and  3  is 
affirmative.  The  principle  of  the  dis- 
tinction is  that  more  favourable  Pon.inn 
Bules  are  given  to  Departments  r< 
in  this  country,  for  which  special  I 
is  requisite. 

AFRICA  C80UTH)-THE  AMANI 

COUNTRY. 

Sir    GEORGE    BADEN-PO 

(Liverpool,  Eirkdale)  asked  the 

Secretary    of    State    for  the  C 

Bir  John  Oortt 


'  Whether  he  can  now  state  the  boun- 
daries or  extent  of  the  "Amandabele 
country  with  its  dependencies"  (men- 
tioned in  the  Treaty  of  Friendship  of 
11th  February  of  this  year],  of  wuich 
the ',  permanent  Chief,  Lobengula,  un- 
dertakes not  to  alienate  any  portion 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  High  Commissioner  for  South 
Africa ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  whe- 
ther that  territory  is  bounded  on  the 
north  by  the  Zambesi  Biver  ? 

The  UNDEK  SECBETAET  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hbnby  dx  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  state  precisely  the  boun- 
daries and  extent  of  the  territory  over 
which  Lobengula  claims  to  have  autho- 
rity. It  is,  however,  understood  that 
this  territory  is  bounded,  in  part  at  all 
events,  to  the  northward  by  the  Zam- 
besi. 

SCOTLAND-ISLAND  OF  LEWIS— PAY- 
MENT OF  RATES. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  be  can 
state  the  amount  of  poor  and  education 
rates  due  by  owners  and  occupiers  re- 
spectively in  the  Island  of  Lewis  for  the 
present  year  which  is  slill  unpaid  ;  whe- 
ther it  has  been  customary  in  that  Island 
for  the  owner  to  collect  rates  with  the 
rents  in  the  case  of  holdings  under  £4 
annual  rental ;  whether  it  is  true  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  refusal  of  the 
principal  owner  in  the  Island  to  pay 
tenants'  rates  in  the  customary  manner, 
thousands  of  crofters  are  in  danger  of 
being'  struck  off  the  roll  of  Parlia- 
mentary voters ;  and,  bow  many  col- 
lectors there  are  in  the  Island  to  whom 
small  tenants  can  pay  their  rates  direct, 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  retain  their 
status  as  voters  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) ;  It  has  been  im- 
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collectors  of  rate — namely,   in  Storno- 
vay,  Batras,  Loohs,  and  Uig. 

CaiMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDUaE 

(IRELAND)     AOT,      1887    —    THOMAS 

BAHRY,  OONVICTED  OF  CONSPIRACY. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
bargh,  Mid  Lothian)  aeked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  in  the  case  of  Thomac 
Barry,  oonvioted  on  May  SUt,  at  Caatle 
Martyr,  of  conspiracy,  and  sentenced 
by  Besidsnt  Magistrates  Qardiner  and 
Kedmond  to  a  month's  imprisonment, 
any  evidence  was  taken  beyond  the  fact 
of  his  personal  refusal  to  supply  goods 
to  a  member  of  the  Constabulary  ? 

Thb  chief  8ECRETAHY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bai-todb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  It  would 
seem  that  much  additional  eridencewas 
taken.  It  was  proved  that  a  Boycotting 
conspiracy  existed  among  sereral  shop- 
keepers not  to  deal  with  the  police,  in- 
Tolving,  as  such  conspiracies  always  do, 
mutual  eompulsion  and  coeroian 

Mr.  W.E.GLADSTONE;  My  Ques- 
tion was  rather  more  specific  than  that. 
I  knew  that  several  persons  were  tried 
at  the  same  time  ;  but  my  Question  is, 
whether,  in  the  case  of  the  man  I  have 
mentioned,  Thomas  Barry,  evidence  was 
taken  beyond  the  fact  of  bis  personal  re- 
fusal to  supply  goods  that  he  was  impli- 
cated in  the  conspiracy? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOmt:  Tes,  Sir; 
evideace  of  conspiracy  was  given. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  In  thU 
case  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consent  to  lay  the  evidence  on  the  Table. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUH :  That  would 
be  a  very  nnosual  course.  [An  hon. 
HxxBEB :  No,  no  !1  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  said  "No,  no"  cannot  have 
bad  much  Parliamentary  experience; 
hut  it  IB  a  very  unusual  course  to  lay  the 
0<ridence  in  such  a  case  on  the  Table, 
and  I  could  not  give  an  answer  in  the 
affirmative  without  consideration. 

BiE  WILLIAM  HAfiCOURT(Derby): 
May  I  ask  a  Question  with  reference  to 
tbiaP  I  hare  read  an  account  of  the  evi- 
dence in  this  case;  and  I  cannot  find 
there  is  any  such  evidence  as  that  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
printed  account.  I  wish  to  know,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  furnish  from 
some  other  source  the  evidence  to  which 
borafarsF 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Yes;  for  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  satiirfKotion,  I 
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believe  I  can  supplement  the  printed 
account. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextoh)  (Belfaat,  W.) :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  or 
not  it  was  sworn  at  the  trial  that  Barry 
was  a  member  of  the  conspiracy? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  Sir ;  I 
have  stated  what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact, 
that  evidence  as  to  Barry's  participation 
in  this  conspiracy  was  given  at  the  trial. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  a  more 
specific  reply  either  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  to  the  Question  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  {WORKING  OF 
RAILWAYS). 


Trade,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  introduce  a  short  Bill  to  deal  with  the 
several  points  of  safety  arrangements  on 
railways,  and  Returns  of  Overtime  Work, 
□n  which  he  undsrtook,  on  the  8th  of 
Men  last,  to  legislate  ? 

Ths  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Miohabl 
Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  hope,  during  the  present 
Session,  of  introducing  such  a  Bill.  As 
to  the  Returns  of  Overtime,  he  intended 
to  insert  in  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  a  clause  requiring  statistics, 
which  he  thought  would  cover  that 
point. 


Mb.  riNLAY  (Inverness,  ftc.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  What  arrange- 
mente  had  been  made  for  the  conveyance 
of  mails  by  the  down  Loudon  day  mail 
combined  with  the  Scotch  night  mail 
from  Perth  to  Inverness  and  the  North 
of  Scotland  after  the  Sflth  of  June. 

THBPOSlMASTEHGENERAL(Mr. 
lUiKXs)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  assented  to  a  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Railway  Company 
that  the  train  conveying  the  London  day 
mail  and  the  Scotch  night  mail  from 
Perth  to  Inverness  should  remain  under 
the  control  of  the  Poet  Office.  No  altera- 
tion would,  therefore,  be  made  after 
the  30th. 

ENGLISH  UNIVEE8ITY  COLLEGES. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 

▼eraity)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tba 
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£zohe<iuer,  Whether  he  oan  yet  state 
the  iotentions  of  Uoverament  as  to 
aSbrdicg  any  assistance  to  the  Eoglish 
TTniTeraitj  Colleges  7 

TheCHANCELLOEofthbEXGHE- 
QTTEB  (Mr.  Ooschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  This  Question  would 
have  been  more  properly  addressed  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Oouncil.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  I  believe  that  the  Lord  President 
and  the  Vice  President  received  a  depu- 
tation on  this  subject,  and  have  since 
been  in  communication  with  the  various 
Colleges,  in  order  to  ascertain  all  the 
material  facts  of  their  position.  The 
inf DrmatioQ  asked  for  is  not  yet,  in  all 
cases,  complete. 

THE  MBTBOPOUTAN  ASYLUMS  BOARD 

— 8MALL.F0X  HOSPITAL  AT 

DARENTH. 

Ub.  FICE:BRSOILL(BethnalOreen, 
S.W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovernment Board,  Whether  theMetro- 
politan  Asylums  Board  has  accepted  a 
tender  for  the  erection  of  a  small-pox 
hospital  at  Darenth  which  is  £5,000  in 
excess  of  the  lowest  of  the  nine  tenders 
received  ? 

Xhk  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's)  :  The 
tenders  for  the  erection  of  the  hospital 
for  convalescing  sm&Il-pox  patients 
at  Darenth  ranged  from  £41,928  to 
£59,100.  The  lowest  tender  was  by  a 
firm  at  Sleaford  j  and  before  the  tender 
was  accepted  the  managers  received  a 
communication  from  the  &rm  requesting 
that  tbey  might  be  allowed  to  withdraw 
their  tender,  as  the  cost  of  the  cartage 
and  other  matters  very  much  exceeded 
what  they  had  anticipated.  The  next 
lowest  tender,  which  was  for  £47,000, 
was  accepted. 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL-GEOBGE  WIL- 
LLAMS-ARKEARS  OP  GOOD  CON- 
DUCT  PAY. 

MR.AETHDRO'CONNOH(Donegal, 
B.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Upon  what  grounds  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Chelsea  Hospital  refuse  to 
pay  to  George  Williams  the  amount  of 
arrears  of  good  conduct  pay  to  which 
heis  entitled,  and  which  was  certified 
to  be  due  to  him,  and  payment  of  which 
was  promised  by  the  Letter  of  the  Com- 
Sir  John  Lvihoek 
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miesioners,  No.  L  Bd.  I.  6. 
No.  31,  dated  8th  June,  1887  ? 

The  financial  8ECRETAEY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Beodhick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Under  the  Warrant  of  1848,  \d.  a-day 
was  added  for  each  good  conduct  badge 
to  pensions — whether  temporary  or 
permanent.— granted  on  their  discharge 
to  soldiers  incapacitated  in  the  Service 
— the  temporary  pension  being  renew- 
able for  such  period  as  the  eironmstancas 
might  warrant.  It  was  decided  by 
Yiscount  Cardwell,  in  IB70,  that  a 
temporary  pensioner,  whose  pension  was 
so  renewed,  had  no  claim  to  have  good 
conduct  pay  added  to  the  renewed  pen- 
sion. Pensioner  Williams  claims  arrears 
of  this  good  conduct  pay,  which  was  not 
added  to  his  renewed  pension  in  186S. 
The  present  Secretary  of  State  is  of 
opinion  that  a  soldier  who  was  granted 
a  temporary  pension  under  such  circum- 
stanoes,  and  whose  temporary  pension 
was  so  renewed  or  made  permanent, 
should  have  the  good  conduct  pay  added 
to  pensions,  as  had  been  the  case  up  to 
the  decision  of  Viscount  CardweU  in 
1870.  He  caused  his  interpretation  of 
the  Warrant  to  be  notified  to  the 
Chelsea  Commissioners,  who  informed 
Williams  that  he  would  get  the  arrears. 
It  was  subsequently  pointed  out  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  require  the 
approval  of  the  Treasury  to  a  reversal 
of  the  decision  of  a  former  Secretary  o4 
State,  involving  the  grant  of  arrears. 
The  Treasury  difiered  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  his  interpretation  of  the 
Warrant,  and  held  that,  as  the  Ohetsea 
Commissioners  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  time  being  refused  to  recognize 
the  cl^m,  their  Lordships  could  not 
grant  the  arrears  asked  for. 

ROYAL  MIUTABY  ACADEMY,  WOOL- 
WIOH-POST  OF  CHAPLAIN. 

LoED  HENET  BEDCE(WilU,  Chip- 
penham) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Press,  that  it  is  the  intention  to 
disestablish  the  post  of  chaplain  at  the 
Eoval  Military  Academy,  Woolwich; 
on^,  if  so,  on  what  grounds? 

Mr,  HOWOETH  (Salford,  8.)  also 
asked,  If  the  recent  Eegulation,  dis- 
peneieg  with  a  chaplain  at  the  Woolwich 
Academy,  is  a  permanent  or  only  a  tem- 
porary one  7 
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Thb  SECRETABT  of  STATE  (Ut. 
E.STANHUFK)(LiiicolDsbtre,  Homcaatle): 
No  definite  decision  has  been  arrived  at. 
I  am  Borry  to  iay  that  there  is  no  chapel 
in  the  Boyal  Militar;  Academy,  and, 
therefore,  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  the 
aeoessity  for  a  tesideat  chaplain,  unless 
the  duty  can  be  taken,  as  it  formerly 
was,  by  one  of  the  Professors ;  but  there 
is  no  intention  of  leaving  the  cadets 
without  proper  spiritual  supervision- 

POST  OFFIOE-LETTEBS  FROM  THE 
SaUADKON  IN  CHILIAN  WATERS. 
CoHMAMDEK  BETHELL  (York,  E.H., 
Holderness)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  Chilian  OoTomment  hare  recently 
refused  to  allow  letters  to  be  sent  to  the 
British  Squadron  serving  in  Chilian 
waters  in  any  other  way  than  throueh 
the  post  office ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
iriU  ne  able  to  arrange  any  plan  by 
which  the  aeamen  and  marines  can  con- 
tinue to  send  and  receive  their  letters 
for  1^.,  in  accordance  with  the  privilege 
that  has  been  granted  to  them  for  many 
years  in  all  parts  of  the  world  ? 

Thk  postmaster  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Eaikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  Chilian  QoTernment 
has  recently  refused  to  allow  letters  to 
lie  sent  to  the  British  Squadron  in 
Ohilian  waters  in  any  other  way  than 
through  the  Post  Office.  That  Gorem- 
ment  has  certainly  within  the  last  few 
months  raised  objections  to  the  delivery 
of  bags  containing  homeward  letters 
direct  Aom  Her  Majesty's  ships  in 
Ohilian  waters  to  mail  packets  pro- 
ceeding to  England  ;  but  I  have  been  in 
communication  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afiairs  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  diplomatic  steps  taken  in  the 
matter  will  fail  to  secure  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  privilege. 


CoLORBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  in 
five  TJnions  of  Ireland  a  oonsiderabli 
debt  has  been  incurred  to  contractors 
for  fbod  supplied  for  purposes  of  relief 
under  the  belief  that  it  would  be  met  by 
the  provisiona  of  the  Relief  Act  passed 
liy  the  present  QoTernment ;  and,  if  the 


Government  will  find  money  to  settle 
such  of  these  debts  as  are  owed  for 
goods  hon&Jidt  supplied,  or  if  they  will 
introduce  a  measure  which  will  enable 
these  five  Unions  to  borrow  money  to 
pay  the  contractors;  and,  if  not,  will 
they  suggest  any  course  by  which 
these  contractors  can  recover  the  money 
of  which  they  are  actually  out  of 
pocket  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAHT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauour)  (Manchester,  E.] :  It  is  the 
case  that  the  Guardians  of  five  of  the 
Unions  scheduled  under  the  Poor  Relief 
Act,  1686,  incurred  large  debts  to  con- 
tractors who  supplied  food  for  the  pnr- 
osea  of  exceptional  outdoor  relief, 
'he  Gaardians  had  no  grounds  for  be- 
lieving that  this  debt  would  be  met  by 
Government;  and  they  were  warned 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  of  the 
consequence  of  extravagant  expenditure. 
As  regards  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Question,  I  beg  to  refer  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber to  the  reply  I  gave  a  few  days  ago 
in  regard  to  the  Swinford  Union. 

OoLONXL  NOLAN :  What  was  that? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  certainly 
do  not  propose  to  pay  the  debts  of  these 
Unions. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  But  will  you  allow 
legislation  by  a  private  Member  for  the 
purpose  ? 

[No  reply.] 


Da.  FAEQUHAB80N  (Aberdeen- 
ehire,  W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  Court  of  Policy  of  the 
Colony  of  British  Guiana  have  passed  a 
Resolution  requesting  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  to  remove  the 
Medical  Inspector  of  Estates  Hospitals 
from  his  office ;  whether  this  action  of 
the  Court  of  Policy  is  traceable  to  a 
Report  made  by  that  officer  in  the  course 
of  his  duties  which  was  considered  to 
have  "  injuriously  reflected  on  the 
planters ;"  and,  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  comply 
with  this  demand  without  investigating 
the  correctness,  or  otherwise,  of  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  Report  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hxhby  dr  Wobus) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Com- 
bined Court  hare  passed  a  Beaolutton 
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of  the  nature  suggested  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Uember's  Question. 
The  action  of  the  Court  is  understood  to 
be  the  result  of  dissatisfaction  on  the 
part  of  the  members  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  officer  has  discharged  the 
duties  of  hie  office ;  and  particularly 
vith  certain  statements  in  an  Official 
Beport  made  by  him,  which  they  con- 
sider to  have  reflected  unjustly  on  the 
employers  of  immigrant  labour.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  such 
conflicting  statements  supporting  and 
contradicting  the  allegations  in  the  Re- 
port that  he  would  be  unable  to  arrive 
at  a  ooQclusion  as  to  their  correotnesa 
without  a  Commission  of  Inquiry ;  and 
he  has  not  considered  the  question  to  be 
of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  the 
expense  of  euoh  a  Commission.  He  had 
already  decided,  before  receiving  this 
Resolution  of  the  Court,  to  transfer  the 
officer  in  qaestion  to  another  appoint- 
ment in  the  Colonial  Service. 

PASSENQEB      ACTS  —  THE      TBAHS- 

ATLANTIC    8TEAHEBS    FROU 

LIVERPOOL. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Corh  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  Transatlantic  steamers  sailing 
from  the  ports  of  Liverpool  and  Queens- 
town  ever  put  to  sea  with  an  over  com- 
plement of  passengers ;  and,  whether 
the  ship's  surgeon  is,  or  has  been,  in- 
strncted  in  such  cases  by  the  authorities 
from  Liverpool  offices,  or  their  agents  at 
Queenatown,  after  leaving  port  to  make 
over  the  hospital  for  such  passengers' 
accommodation  7 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hiokb-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.):  The  emi- 
fration  officer  is  the  last  person  to  leave 
uie  ship  before  she  sails,  and  it  is  bis 
duty  to  see  that  there  is  for  every  pas- 
senger the  space  and  accommodation 
required  by  Statute.  I  have  every 
reaaon  to  believe  that  the  duty  is  strictly 
performed. 

Da.  TANNEB:  May  I  ask,  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  inspecting  emigra- 
tion officers  always  visit  the  hospital 
before  they  leave  the  ship  ? 

Bra  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
presume  they  make  such  inspection  as 
thOT  consider  necessary  7 

Db.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
I  shall  raise  this  question. 
Baron  Benry  d*  Wormt 


ADMIRALTY— H.M.8.  "  BELLEI8LE." 
Sm  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Where  H.M.S.  £»ltti4le  is  at 
present ;  how  long  she  has  been  absent 
from  her  moorings  at  Kingstown ;  and, 
when  she  is  to  return  there  ? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Lord  Gborob 
Haiulton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
StUeitlt  is  at  present  at  Devonport, 
undergoing  her  annual  re-fit.  She  has 
been  absent  from  her  mooringa  since 
January  last  on  special  duty,  and  will 
return  there  aa  soon  as  the  summer 
manoeuvres  are  over  —  in  about  six 
weeks. 

CRIMINAI.  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— SECRET  IN- 
QUIRY AT  FALCARRAaO,  COUNTY 
DONEOAL. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fallowing  in  7A«  Saily  Neu>» : — 

"  At  Falcnnagh  yeatardaj  four  priwmen 
were  remanded  for  Uie  fourth  time  to  Derry 
Qaol  for  aeven  dayc  for  refusing  to  siTe  evi- 
dence. An  old  man  named  Shane  CrDonnell 
fainted  on  hia  third  journey  from  b  ~ 

was  with  great  difficulty  n 
eventuaily  discharged; " 

how  long  has  O'Donnell  been  in  prison 
altogether ;  and,  has  he  been  charged 
with,  or  convicted  of,  any  crime  7 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A 
J.  Balfouh)  (Manchester,  E.) ;  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  27ie  Daily  Newt'  allegation 
that  O'Donnell  fainted  is  untrue.  On 
the  contrary,  h«  was  perfectly  well 
during  the  entire  journey.  O'Donnell 
can  hardly  he  described  as  an  old  man. 
His  age  is  64.  He  was  first  committed 
to  prison  on  the  24th  of  May,  and 
brought  up  on  two  subsequent  occasions 
on  remand,  and  finally  discharged  on  the 
13th  of  June.  There  were  no  previous 
oonvietiona  against  him. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  May  I  ask  the 
right hoa.Oentleman  the  alleged  offenoe 
on  which  he  was  discharged  7 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  be  would 
require  Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND ;  May  I  point 
out  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
failed  to  answer  that  portion  of  the 
Question  in  which  I  inquired  how  long 
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O'DoDDell  was  in  prieoD,  and  if  he  waa 
connoted  of  any  cnme,  or  charged  with 
an;  crime,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemaa  said  there  was  no  previous  con- 
viction. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Certainly  he 
was  committed  for  on  offence — of  re- 
fusing to  answer  a  queation  that  be 
could  have  answered.  With  regard  to 
the  other  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  stated  that  fas  was  committed  on  the 
24th  of  May,  and  finally  disoharged  on 
the  13th  of  June. 

Me.  W.  EEDMOND  :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon,  Qentleman,  upon  what 
ground  he  makes  the  allegation  that  the 
man  was  committed  to  prieon  for  not 
answering  a  question  which  he  could 
have  answered?  How  does  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  know  that  the  man 
could  have  answered  the  question  or 
not  ?  What  evidence  was  there  to  show 
that  he  could  have  answered  it  ? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB  said,  the 
Beddent  Magistrate  bo  held  from  the 
fiaats  of  the  case. 

EGYPT— MISSION  OF  MUKHTAB 
PASHA. 

Me.  LEQH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can  give  auy 
information  as  to  the  probable  dura- 
tion of  Mukhtar  Pasha's  Mission  in 
Egypt? 

The  under  8ECEETAET  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  Pkeousbon)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  can  only  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  as  I  have  done  on  previous 
occasions,  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment  are  unable  to  give  any  information 
on  the  subject  of  the  probable  duration 
of  Mukhtar  Pasha's  Mission. 

POBLIC    MEETINaS    (METROPOLIS)  — 

COLLECTIONS    OF    MONEY   —    THE 

PARKS  AND  OPEN  SPACES. 

Mb.    OUNNINQHAME   GKAHAM 

(Lanark,  N.WO  asked  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 

will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  by-law 

of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 

which    gives  power  to  prohibit  public 

meetings  amongst  the  poorer  classes  of 

the  Metropolis  by  taking  from  them  the 

power  of  collecting  money  to  pay  their 

priotiBg  and  other  expenses  ? 

Me.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
also  asked,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  make  inquiry  into  the 


grounds  alleged  by  the  one  ratepayer 
on  which  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  made  the  additional  by-law  for- 
bidding collections  on  open  spaces  ap- 
{iroTcd  by  him  on  the  24th  of  February 
Bst ;  whether  he  will  inqnire  if  similar 
collections  have  taken  place  without 
objection  in  the  Metropolis  on  behalf  of 
Sunday  bands  for  more  than  33  years, 
and  on  behalf  of  various  political  and 
charitable  objects  for  more  than  40 
years,  and  whether  any  breach  of  the 
peace  or  other  public  evil  or  annoyance 
has  arieen  in  consequence  of  such  col- 
lections ;  and,  whether,  pending  such 
inquiry,  he  will  direct  the  police  not  to 
initiate  further  prosecutions  for  alleged 
breach  of  such  additional  by-law  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  oe  STATE  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.);  I  have 
been  in  further  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Works,  who  inform  me  that 
the  by-law  complained  of  does  not  apply 
to  collections  of  money  on  behalf  ol 
hands  and  musical  performances  which 
have  been  expressly  allowed  by  the 
Board.  These  collections  are  made  in 
the  form  of  selling  programmes  and 
letting  of  chairs,  and  are  not  of  the 
same  character  as  collections  made  after 
public  meetings,  when  persons  frequent- 
ing the  Parks,  whether  they  join  the  as- 
semblages or  not,  are  solicited  for  money, 
I  have  asked  the  police  to  report  to  me 
whether  the  practice,  in  their  opinion, 
tends  to  a  broach  of  the  peace,  or  creates 
any  public  evil  or  annoyance.  I  have 
also  written  to  the  Board  of  Works  ask- 
ing tbsm  to  consider  whether,  inasmuch 
as  no  by-law  such  as  this  is  in  force  in 
the  Boyal  Parks,  and  inasmuch  as  its 
enforcement  has  apparently  occasioned 
more  vexation  and  annoyance  than  it 
prevents,  any  sufficient  reason  exists  for 
maintaining  it.  The  power  of  varying 
and  altering  by-taws  is  vested  in  the 
Board  of  Works.  The  prosecutions  are 
instituted  by  them,  and  not  by  the  police. 
I  hope  legidation  may  not  be  necessary 
on  this  subject  now  that  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  it. 

Mb.  BBADLAUaH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  aware 
that  on  the  previous  day  several  police- 
men in  uniform,  and  some  in  plain 
clothes,  were  employed  in  taking  down 
the  names  and  addresses  of  persons 
collecting,  and  that  special  action  was 
being  taken  by  the  Police  Authorities 
in  connection  with  those  colleotiosa  P 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  be  was  not 
aware  that  such  proceediogs  had  been 
in  progress.  The  prosecutions  were 
iaitiated  by  the  Board  upon  information 
which  the  Board  had  themselves  gained. 

Mb.  BBADLAUaH  further  asked 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  did  he  know 
that  the  bf^law,  as  it  stood,  gave  Park- 
keepers  nnder  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  authority  to  enforce  the  by* 
law ;  and  that  the  action  taken  by  the 
police  in  uniform  gave  the  impression 
that  they  were  acting  under  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  would 
take  care  that  no  such  impression  as 
that  oould  be  justified. 
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Me.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fimbury.  E.) 
asked  the  First  Oommisaioner  of  Works, 
Whether  ooUections  are  allowed  after 
meetings  held  in  the  Hoyal  Parks  in 
London ;  and,  whether  such  collections 
have  lately  taken  place  ? 

The  first  CCS M MISSION  EH  {Mr. 
Pluitkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  There 
is  no  rule  against  makiog  oollectione 
after  meetinjgs  in  the  Royal  Parke. 
Such   collections   hare    recently    been 


FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  — 
VACANCIES  IN  THE  gTAPF  OF  IN- 
SPECTORS. 

Mk.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  there  are  two  vacancies  in  the 
staff  of  Factory  and  Workshop  Inspec- 
tors; and,  if  BO,  whether  one  vacancy 
hofi  been  open  for  some  months  ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  the  strong  evidence 
before  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the 
Sweating  System  of  the  necessity  for 
increased  inspection  of  factories  and 
workshops,  the  Government  will  fill  the 
vaoancteB  without  further  delay  ? 

T»e  secretary  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  There 
is  at  present  only  one  vacancy  in  the 
Factory  Inspectors'  Department,  a  va- 
cancy which  recently  occurred  having 
been  filled  up  by  an  Inspector  who  was 
redundant  on  the  staff.  The  other  va- 
cancy has  been  open  for  some  months, 
for  this  reaaoD.    I  nominated  a  gentle- 


man who  seemed  to  me  to  be  well  quali- 
fied, aa  he  had  practical  experience  in 
factory  work.  For  reasons  which  I 
need  not  detail  to  the  House,  but  which 
do  not  alter  my  opinion  as  to  his  fitness, 
he  was  unable  to  satisfy  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  new  scheme  of  examina- 
tion which  was  setded  by  my  Prede- 
cessor. I  hope,  however,  that  in  a  short 
time  he  will  be  able  to  satisfy  the  Civil 
Service  Oommissioners,  and  the  vacancy 
will  be  filled. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 

(IRELANDjACT,  1887-TBE  HESIDiaJT 

MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  mag  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  steps  has  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  taken  to  satisfy  himself 
of  the  legal  knowledge  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  try  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  especially  casee  of  conspiracy  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The  duty 
referred  to  is  one  vested  solely  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  by  Statute.  He  acts 
with  a  full  sense  of  his  responsibility  in 
the  matter ;  and  I  do  not  see  that  any 
public  advantage  would  be  served  by 
entering  into  the  explanation  required 
in  the  Question,  even  if  it  were  proper 
for  me  to  do  bo. 

LAW      AND 

COURTS     O 

TURNS. 

Ma.  BRADLAXJOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  with  reference  to 
the  note  in  italics  at  the  head  of  the 
Return,  "  Inferior  Courts  of  Record," 
showing  that  such  Return  is  "  prelimi- 
nary," If  he  can  state  when  the  complete 
Return  is  Itkely  to  be  laid  before  the 
House;  and,  in  the  event  of  it  being 
impossible  to  furnish  such  Return  by  an 
early  day,  whether  be  can  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  probable  number 
and  nature  of  the  Inferior  Gonrta  not 
included  in  the  Preliminary  Return  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stoakt-Woetley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  It  is 
impossible  to  say  when  the  complete 
Return  will  be  ready.  Urgent  appli- 
cation for  the  requisite  paitioularB  haa 
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b«en  mad«  to  194  Courts,  in  addition  to 
those  to  whioli  the  preUmiaar;  Betum 
relates.  Inasmucli  as  there  are  doubts 
whether  maoy  of  these  Conrts  are  not 
obaolste,  much  difficultr  is  antioipated 
ID  obtaining  the  whole  of  the  information 
sought  for.  Ab  to  their  nature,  57  of 
them  are  Courts  of  Bequest;  56  "Hun- 
dred "  Courts ;  75  Borough  Courts ; 
one  IS  a  University  Chancellor's  Court ; 
and  five  are  miscellaneous. 

THE  WESTERN  FACIEI  C-EXPCIL8I0N 

OF   THE    RE7,   JOHN    JONES    FROM 

HABE. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  f  Belfast,  80  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  heirill  produce  the  jtir ^- 
«M  of  a  conrenation  between  the  Aoting 
Consul  at  Koumea  and  Ur.  LaoasQade, 
tihen  Director  of  tlie  Interior  for  New 
Caledonia,  forwarded  to  the  Foreign 
Offioe  two  years  ago  hj  Consul  Layard ; 
whether  the  Vice  Ooniul,  New  Caledonia, 
now  in  London,  has  given  any  informa- 
tion respecting  the  expulsion  by  the 
French  of  the  Bev.  John  Jones  from 
HarS ;  and,  whether  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  case  of  Hr.  Jones  has  yet 
been  obtained  by  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment? 

Thk  under  SECEETABY  oj 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  Ysbovbboii)  (Maa- 
ehester,  N.E.) :  I  can  only  state  that 
Gommunioations  are  in  pragress  on  the 
■abject  of  the  hon.  Members  Question, 
and  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  present 
any  Papers  just  now. 

THE  THAMES  EUBANEtfBNT— 6DB- 
WAT  FROU  PALACE  TARD. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  (for  Mr.  Oony- 
BK&Bl)  (Cornwall,  Camborne)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  he  can  now  state  what 
oonolunon  he  has  arrived  at  respeoting 
the  opeaing  to  the  public  use  of  the  sub- 
way leading  from  the  comer  of  Palace 
Yard  to  the  Thames  Embankment  P 

Thk  SECEKTABY  o?  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  'Birmingham,  E.)  said : 
After  consulting  with  the  First  Oom- 
misstoner  of  Her  Majesty's  Office  of 
Works,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the 
ta-opening  of  the  subway  from  Palace 
Yard  to  the  Thames  Embankment  to 
tihe  pablio  use. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  PRISONERS  AT 
LODQHREA. 

Mr.  W.  EBDMOND  (Fermanagh.  N.l 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  oatled  to  the  following 
protest  of  1 1  prisoners  in  Loughrea  aa 
to  their  treatment: — 

"  Takon  from  our  beds  at  3  o'clock  on  Wed- 
neaday  morning,  kept  in  the  police  bamoka 
and  Court  natil  2  o'clock,  when  the  inquiry 
commenced,  forced  to  eit  liataning  to  depositioDS 
being  read  until  6  that  eveaing,  and  then, 
haviuK  OUT  application  for  bull  refused,  com- 
mitted to  LougbroA  Bridewell  (It  men  in  all), 
where  there  was  only  aocommodation  for  three, 
and  CTen  Qieae  bed*  wwe  almost  wet  and 
filthy;" 

and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  these  allegations ;  and,  if  they 
are  true,  take  steps  to  prevent  similar 
treatment  of  unconvicted  prisoners  ? 

Mr.  HABEIS  (Galway,  E.)  also  had 
the  following  Question  on  the  Paper :  — 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention  has  been  directed  to  the  fol- 
lowing statement  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  11  men  oharged  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  at  Loughrea  on  Wednesday : — 

"  Taken  from  our  bedg  at  3  o'clock  on  Wed- 
nesday morning,  kept  in  the  police  barracks 
and  Court  nntil  2  o'clock,  when  the  inquiry 
commenced,  forced  to  sit  listeaiag  to  depoai- 
tiona  being  read  until  6  that  evening,  and  then, 
havio);  our  application  foi  bail  refused,  oom- 
mitted  to  Loafthrea  Bridewell  (11  men  in  all), 
where  there  was  only  aocommodaUon  for  three, 
and  even  these  bade  were  ^most  wet  and 
filthy;" 

and,  whether  this  statement  is  well- 
founded;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  save  unconvicted  prisoners 
from  such  treatment  in  gaol  in  future? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  Per- 
haps I  may  be  permitted  now  to  reply 
also  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Harris).  The 
charge  was  not  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  Act,  but  under  the  ordi- 
nary law.  The  District  Inspector  of 
Constabulary  reports  that,  bail  having 
been  refused,  it  was  necessary  to  lodge 
these  prisoners  in  the  Bridewell.  Some 
were  accommodated  in  three  available 
cells,  and  the  remainder  in  the  day- 
room.  The  former  had  beds  which  were 
neither  filthy  nor  wet;  and  the  latter 
were  given  suoh  spare  rugs  and  blanketa 
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M  were  at  tlte  keeper's  diapoeal.  Tho  | 
question  of  the  aooommodatioa  for,  and  ' 
treatment  of,  untried  prisoners  gene- 
rally throughout  the  country  has  been 
engaging  the  attention  of  Her  Uajeaty's 
Qovernment. 

The  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxton)  (Bellaet,  W.) :  May  I  ask, 
if  the  OoTemment  will  offer  any  expla- 
nation of  the  tactice  which  t'aey  ore  now 
resorting  to  in  Ireland,  and  of  taking 
men  out  of  their  beds  at  the  dead  of 
night  ?  Oould  not  they  make  the  arreBts 
either  before  bed- time  or  after  the  people 
had  risen  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  euppose 
the  usual  course  is  for  the  police  to 
arrest  persons  when  they  can  find  them. 
The  people  appear  to  hare  escaped 
arrest  before. 

Ma.  SHBEHT  (Galway,  8.)^  What 
is  the  charge  against  these  men  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  charge 
is  not  under  ths  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  but  under  the 
ordinal?  law.  I  believe  it  is  a  prose- 
cution tor  conspiracy. 

INDIA-MR,  J.  T.  FERNANDEZ,  CIVIL 
ENOINEEB. 

Mb.  FICTON'  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Petition  of  Mr.  James  Thomas 
Fernandez,  lately  in  the  Indian  Service 
as  a  civil  engineer;  whether  the  recital 
of  facts  in  that  Petition  is  generally  ac- 
curate ;  and,  whether  it  will  be  possible 
to  re-consider  the  case  of  the  Petitioner, 
with  a  view  to  affording  him  the  restitu- 
tion for  which  he  asks  ? 

The  under  8E0RETART  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Ookst)  (Chatham): 
I  am  not  sure  to  what  Petition  the  hon. 
Member  refers;  but  a  Memorial  from 
Mr.  Fernandez  was,  in  1887,  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council. 
The  facts  were  not  accurately  repre- 
sented in  that  Memorial.  Mr.  Fernandez 
resigned  after  10  years'  service  in  1864, 
beiuK  at  the  time  under  suspeasion.  In 
April,  1886,  he  was  re-employed  on  a 
temporary  engagement ;  but  in  Novem- 
ber  be  was  again  suspended,  and  his 
services  were  dispensed  with,  he  being 
granted  a  month's  salary  as  an  act  of 
grace.  The  case  has  been  fully  con- 
sidered by  the  Glovemment  of  India  and 
the  Seraetary  of  State,  and  the  Secretary 
Mr,  A.  J.  Bal/ow 


of  State  sees  no  reason  for  re-considering 
the  decision  arrived  at. 


Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Patrick  Loughry,  Poor  Rate  Collector, 
Tutla  Union,  has  been  dismissed  by 
sealed  order  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board ;  whether  any  communication 
passed  between  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  be- 
fore the  issue  of  the  sealed  order;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  offence  charged  against 
Mr.  Loughry  for  which  be  was  dis- 
missed? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  reply 
to  the  first  paragraph  in  the  affirmative ; 
to  the  second  in  the  negative.  As  re- 
gards the  last  portion  of  the  Question, 
the  Local  Government  Board  considered 
the  man  an  unfit  person  to  hold  office 
under  the  Irish  Poor  Belief  Acts,  he 
having  been  sentenced  to  imprisonment 
in  default  of  finding  sureties  for  his 
good  behaviour. 

Ma.  COX:  What  is  the  offence  he 
was  summoned  for,  and  for  which  he 
refused  to  find  bail — will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  that  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  information. 

Mr.  COX:  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
I  shall  put  a  further  Question  on  the 
subject. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)  —  HTDB 
PARK— BATHING  IN  THE  SERPEN- 
TINE. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
south  bank  of  the  Serpentine  is  crowded 
with  naked  meu  and  hoys  bathing  at 
a  time  when  Hyde  Park  is  full  of 
ladies ;  whether  there  is  any  regulation 
requiring  the  bathers  to  wear  costumes  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  step*  to  compel 
the  observance  of  decency  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Fluitkkt)  (Dublin  University)  ;  Bathing 
is  allowed  in  Hyde  Park  under  the  Re- 

f Illations  made  in   pursnanoe   of   the 
ark  Regulations  Act  (1672),  only  ttom 
the  south  shore  of  the  Serpentine,  an4 
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only  at  th«  fDllowing:  honrfl:->Ia  tho 
morning  from  6  to  «,  and  in  the  eveii- 
ing,  at  thU  time  of  the  year,  from  7.30 
to  B.30.  Bathers  may  not  undresa  or 
land  anywhere  except  within  the  space 
aet  apart  for  that  purpose,  and  must 
obserre  the  directions  of  the  Park- 
keepers.  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
be  pOMible  to  enforce  any  Begulattona 
requiring  bathers  to  wear  costumes, 
considering  the  thoueande  who  bathe 
there— amounting  to  more  than  250,000 
annually.  Of  course,  if  anv  specified 
charges  of  indecency  are  mane  they  will 
be  attended  to ;  but  I  have  not  received 
any  such  complaints. 
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ABYSSINIA— RUHOUItBD  BUSSIAN 
AOOBESSION. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign AfiFairs,  If  the  rumour,  which 
appears  in  the  papers,  ia  true  that  a 
Bussian  officer  has  taken  possission  of 
the  Port  of  Alifat,  south  of  Tula,  from 
which  a  road  runs  into  Abysainia  " 


to  Veneauela  in  April,  1885,  amonnted 
to  £13,969;  and  in  April,  188S,  to 
£64,527.  Deducting  the  exports  of 
specie,  the  figures  are  £9,471  and 
£16,406  respectively;  so  that  instead 
of  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent,  as  as- 
sumed in  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
there  has  been  aa  increase  of  nearly 
500  per  cent  in  the  gross  exports,  and 
an  increase  of  about  75  per  cent  in  the 
exports  excluding  specie. 


local  government  (england  and 
wales;  bill  —  ebpresentation 
on  board  of  impeotement  com- 
missionbes. 

Mk.  BBUNNBB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board,  Whether  the  Local 
Qovemment  Bill  will  interfere  with  the 
right  of  appointing  representation  upon 
the  Board  of  Improvement  Commis- 
sioners now  enjoyed  by  the  University 
at  Cambridge  and  by  the  Manchester 
Ship  Canal  Company  at  Buncorn  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
CTower  HamleU,  St.  George's) :  With 


Thb     UNDEB     SEOEETABY      of  j  regard  to  Cambridge,  the  Council  of  the 
STATE  (Sir  Jauea  Ferousson)  (Man-  |  borough  are  not  at  present  the  Urban 


Chester,  N.£.) :  We  have  no  such  infor- 
mation aa  is  stated  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question. 

ABT8SINIA  (HR.  PORTAL'S  UISSION). 

Mr.  HOWOBTH  (Salford.  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Afi'airs,  When  the  Papers  referring 
to  the  recent  Mission  to  Abyssinia,  which 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  on  May  8 
last,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  f 

The  UNDEE  SEOBETAET  ov 
STATE  (Sir  Jauib  Feroussoh)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  It  is  hoped  that  these 
Papers  will  l>s  ready  in  10  days. 

VENEZUELA— EEDUCnON  OF  TRADE. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  exports  from  Triuidad  to  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela  show  a  reduction  of 
over  SO  per  cent  during  April  last,  as 
compared  with  the  same  month  in  1885  ? 

The  UNDEB  SEOEETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
Hbmkt  ds  Wobhs)  (Liverpool,  £aat 
Toxteth)  (who  replied)  said :  I  am  in- 
fonpod  that  the  exports  from  Trinidad 


Sanitary  Authority;  and  it  will  be 
necessary  that  the  case  should  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Provisional  Order  under 
Clause  55  of  the  Bill.  It  will  depend 
a^n  the  prjvisions  of  that  Order,  tniich 
will  require  the  confirmation  of  Parlia* 
mcnt,  whether  the  University  will  be 
specially  represented  on  the  District 
Council.  The  Bill  does  not  contemplate 
that  in  the  case  of  Euncorn  the  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal  Company  should 
have  the  rignt  of  appointing  members  of 
the  District  Council. 

DIPL0UATICANDC0NSULAR8BRVICES 
-THE  BNGUSH  CONSUL  AT  AJACCIO, 
CORSICA. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
theUnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  present  English 
Oonsal  at  Ajaomo,  Corsica,  receives  a 
yearly  salary  of  £450,  and  £50  for  olBce 
expenses;  if  it  is  true  that  his  prede- 
cessor, Mr.  Short,  only  received  a  salary 
of  £120;  when  was  the  Deputy  Vice 
Consulate  at  Bonefeccia  done  away  with ; 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  Consular  busi- 
ness transacted  in  Corsica ;  what  is  the 
average  annual  amount  received  at 
Ajaocio  in  Consular  fees;  and,  for  what 
reason  wa«  tli9  salary  inoreaaed  t 
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on  the  technical  ground  that  it  was  not 
proved  that  Hogan  was  disorderly  on  the 
publiQ  road.  There  oould  be  no  quea- 
tion  as  to  the  fact  that  he  waa  drunk 
and  diaorderlj  in  his  own  yard.  The 
allegations  in  the  third  paragraph  are 
dented.  Thomas  Kenn^y  made  the 
statement  in  Oourt  referred  to  ;  but  the 
police  doubt  its  aocurao;,  for  it  vaa 
Kennadj'B  mother  who  had  reported  at 
the  barrack  that  Hogan  vraa  drunk,  and 
had  assaulted  Kenned;.  The  sergeaot 
having  asked  Eenned;  if  he  would  pro- 
secute for  the  assault,  he  refused.  The 
sergeant  thea  summoned  him  aa  a 
witness. 

CBIHINAL    LAW    AND    PROOBDUBE 

(lEBLAND)  ACT,  :887-PEOCLAMA- 
TION  OP  THE  CITY  OF  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  OLANCT  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  fo  the  Lord  Liea- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  WheUiei  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  Report  presented  to  l£r.  Justioe 
Johnson  on  the  5tb  instant  by  the  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  reguding  the 
state  of  the  County  of  Dublin  ;  whether 
that  Beport  is  of  an  exceptional  charao- 
ter.  or  is  substaDtially  identical  with  all 
previous  Beports  regarding  tba  County 
of  Dublin  presented  to  the  Judges  od 
similar  occasions  for  the  past  10  years; 
and,  whether  that  Beport  ie  the  sole 
ground  on  which  such  an  outbreak  of 
crime  in  Dublin  County  as  would  justify 
the  enforcemeut  there  of  the  drst  seotion 
of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act  is  anticipated  by  the  Qo- 
vemment ;  and,  if  not,  on  what  other 
ground  is  snoh  an  anticipation  enter- 
tained ?    

Mk.  murphy  (Dublin.  St.  Pa- 
trick's) also  asked,  Whether,  when  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  decided  to  pro- 
claim  the  City  of  Dublin  under  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  he  was  aware  of  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  reported  to  Mr.  Justioe 
Johnson,  which  that  Judge  described  as 
satisfactory,  adding  that  only  6  or  7  per 
cent  of  crime  remained  undetected ; 
and,  whether  he  will  reconsider  the 
question  of  applying  the  most  stringent 
provision  of  the  Act  to  that  community  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BalvoubJ  (Manohester,  E.) :  I  will 
answer  both  Questions  at  ttie  same 
time.     The  anever  I  ^ave  OR  Friday 
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The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fekoussoit)  (Man- 
ohester, N.E):  The  salary  and  allow- 
ance of  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Ajacoio 
are  as  stated  in  the  first  Question.  Mr. 
Short,  who  was  not  the  immediate  pre- 
decessor of  the  present  Consul,  received 
a  salary  of  £100,  and  office  allowance 
of  £50.  The  Deputy  Vice  Consulate  at 
Bonefeccia  was  abolished  on  the  10th  of 
May,  1886.  The  Consular  business  in 
Corsica  is  of  the  ordinary  nature  ;  there 
is  nothing  exceptional  in  it.  The  aver- 
age for  three  years  is  about  £T.  The 
'salary  was  increased  en  the  death  of  Mr. 
Short's  successor,  by  the  advice  of  Lord 
Lyons,  who  strongly  recommended  the 
augmentation. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -CASE 
OP  MR.  HOGAN.  AT  SORKHA  PETTV 
SESSIONS,  CO.  TIPPERARY. 
Me.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  report  of 
a  oase  recently  tried  at  Sorrha  Petty 
Sessions,  County  Tipperary,  where  Mr. 
Michael  Hogan,  Honorary  Secretary  to 
the  local  branch  of  the  League,  was 
charged  with  being  "  drunk  and  dis- 
orderly "  on  May  10,  at  the  prosecution 
of  Police  Sergeant  M'Clintock,  of  Pike 
Station ;  whether,  according  to  the  re- 
port, the  oase  was  dismissed  by  the 
magistrates  on  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses called  for  the  prosecution,  two 
of  them  being  police  constables;  whe- 
ther one  witness,  Constable  Poy,  denied 
having  seen  the  defendant  where  he  was 
charged  with  being  drunk  and  dis- 
orderly,  but  stated — 

"That  be  caw  him  aittiog  on  hie  own  gtilo, 
no  TSj  misoonduoting  himaelf ; " 
whether  another  witness,  Thomas  Ken- 
nedy, called    for  the   prosecution,  ad- 
mitted— 


while  he  deposed  to  not  having  seen 
him  at  all  on  the  night  in  question ; 
and,  whether,  underthese  circumstances, 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  conduct  of  Sergeant  M'Clintock  in 
this  case  F 

Tub  chief  8BCEETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauodr)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Local  Constabulary  Authorities  report 
that  the  case  referred  to  was  dismiaaed 
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Ta9  tbat  there  was  nothing — and  there 
18  nothing— exceptional  In  the  state  of 
crime  either  in  the  Citjr  or  in  the  County 
of  Dublin  ;  and  it  is  not  in  oonsequenoe 
of  the  exceptional  state  of  crime  that  the 
OoTemment  have  proolaimed  the  Oitj 
and  Oounty  of  Dublin  under  Section  1. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Murphy)  tbat  this  provision  is  the 
most  stringent  provision  of  this  Act ; 
because  the  opinion  has  been  expressed 
over  and  over  again  that  it  should  be 
applied  to  the  whole  countrj  ae  part  of 
the  ordinary  law. 

Mk.  CLANCY :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
not  answered  a  single  one  of  the  three 

fiaragraphs  in  my  QueBtions  ?  He  has 
eft  them  completely  unanswered. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  thought 
the  information  I  gave  the  hon.  GenUe- 
man  would  have  satisfied  him ;  but  as 
it  does  not,  I  may  say  that  I  will  not  lay 
on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the  Beport  pre- 
sented to  Mr.  JasticB  Johnson  on  the 
5th  instant.  That  Beport  was  not  of  an 
exceptional  character,  and  tbat  Beport 
is  not  the 
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"  Sole  f^and  on  which  waah  an  ontbieak  of 
crime  in  Dublin  County  sa  would  joitify  the 
enforcsmeut  tliere  of  the  fint  section  of  the 
CriminaL  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  it 
anticipated  by  the  UoTemmeat." 

I  have  already  stated,  in  answer  to  the 
Questions  on  Friday  and  to-day,  that 
that  is  all  the  information  I  can  give  the 
Honee  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
Govemment  have  acted. 

Ths  lord  MAYOE  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Bbxton)  (Belfast,  W.}:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justified  the  application 
of  Section  1  to  the  County  Dublin  not 
by  the  existing  state  of  facts,  but  by 
Bome  apprehenaion  of  what  may  happen. 
I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  the  Beport 
of  the  Constabulary  Authorities  to  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson  affords  any  ground  for 
anticipating  an  outbreak  of  crime  ;  and, 
also,  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
percentage  of  undetected  crime  in  the 
City  of  Dublin  is  only  6  per  cent,  which 
is  less  than  the  average  of  any  other 
town  in  the  Kingdom  ;  and,  does  that 
circumstance  afford  any  ground  for  the 
apprehensions  of  the  Government  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALrOUE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  misunder- 
stood the  purport  of  my  answer.    I  did 


ment  anticipated  that  the  Govemment 
had  taken  this  step ;  and,  as  to  the 
second  Question,  I  would  point  out  that 
it  is  nol  the  amount  of  undetected  crime 
tbat  is  the  justification,  or  need  be  the 
justification,  of  using  this  section.  The 
sole  justification  required  by  the  Go- 
vernment is  whether,  in  their  opinion, 
the  application  of  the  section  may  not 
lead  to  the  detection  of  crime  which 
would  otherwise  remain  undiscovered. 

MOETMAIN-rBSTTE  OF  LICENCES. 

Me.  WABMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  What 
is  the  number  of  the  general,  and  what 
is  the  number  of  the  special  or  condi- 
tional, licences  in  mortmain  granted  by 
January  I,  1668  ;  how 
many  forfeitures  have  acorued  to  the 
Orown  in  the  like  period  by  reason  of 
grants  or  conveyances  in  mortmain 
without  licence ;  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  enforce  observance  of  the  con- 
ditions contained  in  the  licences  granted 
during  the  like  period ;  and,  during  the 
like  period,  have  any  proceedings,  and, 
if  so,  with  what  result,  been  taken  on 
behalf  of  the  Orawn  for  breach  of  the 
oonditions  contained  in  any  such  licence  F 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
BtCBAKD  Webstzb)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  time  which  has  elapsed  since  this 
Question  appeared  on  the  Paper  has  not 
been  suf^cient  to  obtain  all  the  particu- 
lars for  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  asked.  But  I  believe  that 
since  the  date  referred  to  37  licenses 
have  been  granted  by  the  Crown ;  and, 
in  addition,  a  considerable  number  of 
Charters,  containing  clauses  giving  such 
licences.  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
ascertain  whether  any  proceedings  have 
been  taken  since  that  date.  There  have 
not,  as  far  as  I  know,  been  any  for- 
feitures. 

THBQTJEEK'S  PKIITrEBS  AND  OTHERS 
—THE  BOOK  OF  COMMON  PRAYER. 
Mb.  WAEDLE  (Derbyshire,  8.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  issue  of  incorrect 
versions  by  the  Queen's  Printers  and 
other  privileged  presses  enjoying  a 
monopoly  of  the  right  of  printing  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer  was  complained 
of  in  1 868  by  the  Committee  of  the  Con- 
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OoQTOcation  of  York  during  tbe  present 
year,  and  was  alluded  tu  in  1870  b;  the 
Bojal  Commiesion  on  Bitual  in  their 
Foarth  Keport ;  whether  the  terms  of 
the  Royal  Letters  Patent,  K'^Qted  to 
the  privileged  printers,  provide  for  such 
irregularities  being  punished;  and,  if 
not,  in  what  way  can  thejr  be-legslly 
corrected;  and,  whether,  in  face  of  the 
fact  that  not  one  single  correctly  printed 
copy  of  the  Statutory  Frayer  Book  is 
now  procurable  (while  the  much  bulkier 
"authorized"  version  of  the  Bible  is 
printed  with  admirable  fidelity],  the 
Gcveroment  are  prepared  to  throw  open 
the  printing  of  the  Frayer  Book  to 
public  competition,  or  else  to  authorize 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  to  take 
proceedings  to  remedy  the  abuse  alleged 
to  exist  F 

The  attorney  GENERAL  {Sir 
BioiuRD  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
believe  that  it  is  a  fact  that  in  the  ver- 
sions of  the  Book  of  Common  Frayor 
printed  by  the  Queen's  Frinters  and 
the  other  authorized  presses  certain 
minor  variations  from  the  Prayer  Book 
annexed  to  the  Act  13  &  14  CharUt  II., 
o.  4,  exist.  This  fact  was  referred  to, 
as  the  hon.  Member  states,  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  the  Convoca- 
tion of  Canterbury  in  1668;  but  the 
variations  in  question  were  apparently 
not  of  sufiBoient  importance  to  justify 
any  action.  On  the  contrary,  I  find  m 
the  Report  the  following  words: — 

"Most  of  the  variations  ....  are,  in  fact, 
improvemeats  in  regard  to  nccaracy  and  to 
senae ;  nor  coald  ^reatsr  care  and  fidelity  be 
reasonably  eipacttd  than  have  grown  up  in  the 
present  century.  In  all  ordinary  partieulars 
the  Prayer  Booh  as  nov  printed  is  what  the 
compilers  would  have  wished  to  make  it  it  their 
bish  had  fallen  to  them  in  the  present  day." 
It  is  a  curioae  fact  that  the  Prayer  Book 
annexed  to  the  Act,  and  the  various 
sealed  books  which  are  deposited  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Act  in  Cathedrals,  at 
the  Courts  at  Weetmineter,  and  the 
Tower,  differ  in  several  matters  of  de- 
tail. I  believe  that  the  Letters  Patent 
do  not  ooatain  any  special  provisions 
with  regard  to  such  irregularities.  In 
my  opinion,  although  the  matter  is  not 
strictly  for  me,  it  is  not  desirable  that 
the  printing  of  the  Frayer  Book  should 
be  thrown  open  for  public  competition ; 
but  I  am  able  to  inform  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Queen's  Printers  and  the 
authorized  presses  last  month  deter- 
mined to  print  an  exact  copy  of  the 
Mr.  War4h 


Prayer  Book  annexed  to  the  Act,  the 
publication  of  which  will  be  duly  an- 
nounced. 

BDSINES8  OF  THE  HOUSE-SMALL 
HOLDINGS  BILL. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, AV.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Government  are 
able  to  give  any  facilities  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  discussion  on  the  Small 
Holdings  Bill,  which  was  adjourned  on 
Wednesday,  Hay  10 ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  general  expression 
of  opinion  in  favour  of  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  cultivating  owners  of 
land,  tbe  Government  will  agree  to  the 
immediate  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  by  what  means,  either 
in  connection  with  Local  Government 
or  otherwise,  this  object  can  most  effec- 
tually be  accomplished ;  how  far  the 
practice  of  small  ownership  and  culti- 
vation has  diminished  in  mis  country ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  whether  such  diminution  is  due  to 
legislation  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suits)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  have  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment regret  that,  having  regard 
to  the  present  state  of  Business  in 
this  House,  they  are  unable  to  afford 
facilities  for  the  further  discussion  of 
the  Small  Holdings  Bill;  but  they 
will  willingly  co-operate  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  question  of  small  holdings,  and 
especially  the  points  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  calls  attention. 

HOYAL  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  ESTAB- 
LISH UENTS. 
Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Treasury  have  taken  any 
steps  towards  gener^y  carrying  into 
effect  tbe  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Establishments  aa 
regards  the  placing  of  the  establishments 
on  a  seven-hour  scale  of  service ;  and, 
whether  any  Department  has  recen^ 
applied  for  a  large  increase  of  staff; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Treasury  will 
place  the  Lower  Division  clerks  in  that 
Department  on  the  seven-hour  scale, 
and  thus  carry  out  their  intention,  oa 
expressed  in  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
227  (1864)— namely, 
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"That  thil  change  it  ia  the  intsntion  of  my 
Lords  to  encourage  wherever  the  increase  oE 
WQtl(  jattifiesit," 

or  an  equivalent  reduotioa  can  be  made 
in  the  numbers  employed  ? 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith^  (Strand,  WeBtmiuBter)  :  The 
queation  as  to  the  eBtablishmeat  of  the 
Bsven  hour  scale  of  service  in  the  Civil 
Establish  me  at  a  is  one  that  has  not  been 
lust  eight  of  bj  the  Treasury,  and  con- 
siderable progress  has  been  made  in 
tiiat  direction,  and  will  continue  to  be 
made  when  GircumatanceB  will  permit. 
'When  any  large  increase  of  staff  is 
applied  for  by  a  Department,  the 
Treasury  carefully  bear  in  mind  the 
seven-hour  system  of  employment. 

THE  NAVAL  AND  MILTTAEY  DEPAET- 
MENTS  —  COMPOSITION      OF      THE 

BOYAL  COMMISSION. 
LoKD  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD 
(Uarylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Ijord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  ths  dissatiB faction  generally  felt  by  the 
Services  in  the  United  Kingdom  at  the 
composition  of  the  Royal  Commission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  their  adminis- 
tration, he  will  recommend  ths  addition 
of  one  Admiral  and  one  CTsneral  to  the 
Commission  ? 

Thk  first  lord  {Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  has 
not  before  been  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Ooverament  that  the  Services 
have  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the 
names  of  Lieutenant  General  Bracken- 
bury,  Roar  Admiral  Sir  F.  W.  Richards, 
Captain  W.  H.  Hall,  B.N.,  and  Majoi 
O.  S.  Clarke,  R  E.,  who  are  respectively 
Hembere  and  Secretaries  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  But  the  (Government  will 
ooasider  the  expediency  of  adding  the 
names  of  another  Qeneral  and  Admiral, 
nod  will  oommunioate  the  fact  to  thi 
House. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES- 
CHINESE  IMMIOEANTS. 
MB.W.REDM0ND(F6rmanagb,  N.) 
asked,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  the  advisability  of 
carrying  out  as  fully  as  poaaible  the 
wishes  of  the  Australian  people  in  con- 
nection with  the  Chinese  question ;  and, 
also,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  seriously  the  de- 
sirability of  adopting  the   suggestion 
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unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Confer- 
ence of  the  Australian  Colonies,  to  the 
effect  that  it  would  be  advisable  for 
the  Imperial  Government  to  enter  into 
diplomatic  negotiations  with  the  Chinese 
Government,  in  order  that  a  Treaty 
might  be  concluded  between  this  coun- 
try and  China  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment  of  the  difficult  question  of  the 
wholeBale  emigration  of  Chinese  to  the 
Australian  Colonies  ? 

Th8  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
Hbnkt  de  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East 
Toxteth) :  The  suggestions  and  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Austoalasian 
Conferenoe  with  regard  to  the  Chinese 
labour  question  are  receivingthe  fullest 
and  most  careful  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 


In  reply  to  Mr.  Caine  (Barrow-in- 
Furness), 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that 
John  Mara,  who  was  charged  before 
Mr.  Newton  at  Marlborough  Street 
ce  Court  with  attempted  pocket 
picking,  was  remanded  twice,  not  three 
times.  The  evidence  to  which  reference 
was  made  was  forthcoming  on  Saturday 
last.  The  magistrate  informedhim  that 
the  prisoner  was  remanded,  in  the  first 
instance,  in  order  to  ascertain  if  any- 
thing was  known  of  him  by  the  warders 
and  deteottves  who  visited  the  prison 
for  the  purpose — a  course  which  was 
not  unusual;  in  the  second  inatanoe, 
because  the  magistrate  at  the  close  of 
that  day's  examination  was  informed 
for  the  first  time  that  the  evidence  of 
two  other  detectives  could  be  obtained 
whose  examination  was  desired  by  the 
prisoner's  solicitor.  He  was  also  in- 
formed by  the  magistrate  that  Story  did 
not  state  that  he  was  present  in  the 
Court  on  Monday,  the  11th.  He  had 
been  present,  but  bad  gone  away,  not 
knowing  he  would  be  wanted.  Gregory 
did  say  that  he  was  on  special  duty  on 
the  4th;  but  he  had  not  had  time  to 
ascertain  what  that  special  duty  was. 
Detective  Mott  did  not  require  14  days 
to  produce  two  witnesses.  Inquiry  was 
now  being  made  into  the  treatment  of 
Mara  in  Holloway.    The  Prison  Bitlea 
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declared  that  criminal  prisoners  before 
trial  might,  if  they  desired  it,  wear  the 
prison  dress;  and  the;  should  be  re- 
quired to  do  so  if  tlieir  own  clothes  were 
ioBufflcient  or  ua6t  for  use,  or  had  to  be 
preserved  for  the  purposes  of  justice. 
But  the  dress  was  of  a  different  kind 
from  the  dress  of  a  convicted  prisoner. 
It  was  not  usual  for  prisoners  under 
remand  to  sleep  on  planx  beds  without 
a  mattress.  He  was  informed  by  the 
magistrate  that  the  extent  of  the  charge 
was,  for  the  first  time,  made  known  to 
him  at  the  close  of  the  prosecution  on 
Saturday,  and,  therefore,  bail  was  taken. 
Up  till  then  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  case  might  not  turn  out  to  be  a 
felony. 

Mr.  GAINE  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  take  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  a  Xtesolution  respecting 
the  conduct  of  business  at  Marlborough 
Street  Police  Court. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked,  Whether  the  Votes 
would  be  taken  in  their  order  on  Thurs- 
day? 

Thb  SEORETART  oe  state  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  STAifHOPB)  (Lincolnshire, 
HorncBBtle) :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  already  stated  that  Tote  12  will  be 
taken. 

EAST  INDIA  (ME.  WILLIAM  TATLBB, 
OP  PATNA). 

Address  for— 

"  Copies  of  a  IGnnte  bjr  His  Eioelleuey  the 
OoTemor  Oenerat  ol  Indk,  dated  the  Stn  day 
of  Febroary  ISS9i" 

"  Of  a  Letter  from  tbs  Governor  of  India  to 
the  Governor  of  Bengal,  dated  the  4th  day  of 
March  16G9 ; " 

"  Uf  B  Letter  fiom  Ihe  Oovemor  of  Bengal  to 
Ur.  William  Tajler,  dated  the  12tli  day  of 
March  18G9 ; " 

"  And,  of  a  Lettet  from  the  Govornor  of 
BeD|{;al  to  the  Governor  of  India,  dated  Sth 
April  1868,  with  encloaure," — {Sir  John  Ooril.) 

Sm  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  8.E.)  ashed  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  India,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  three  letters 
in  The  Timtt  and  one  in  The  Morning 
Pott  ol  that  day  absolutely  denying  that 
Mr.  William  Tayler,  ex-Commissioner 
of  Patna,  had  been  offered  an  inquiry 
into  his  conduct  in  1659,  and  had  de- 
clined that  offer  ;  and  whether,  as  that 
statement  materially  affected  the  Divi- 
Mr.  MatthtKi 


sion  on  that  question  prejudicially  to 
Mr.  Taylor's  interests,  he  was  prepared 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  copiea 
of  the  whole  Correspondence  pre  and  eon 
on  which  be  based  that  statement,  in- 
cluding Mr.  Samuells'  letter  contaiatog 
offensive  imputations  against  Mr.  Tay- 
lor, which  he  subsequently  entirely 
withdrew,  and  which  withdrawal  caused 
Mr.  Tayler  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  pursue  the  matter  fur- 
ther ;  also,  whether  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  copies  of  Mr.  Taylor's  two  lettara 
of  September,  18GB,  in  which  he  not 
only  invited,  but  urgently  requested,  a 
judicial  investigation  into  his  conduct  ? 
The  under  SEORETART  of 
STATE  (Sit  John  Gorst)  (Chatham),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  statement  he  made 
on  Friday  was  that  Mr.  Tayler  was 
offered  an  inquiry  into  the  correctness 
of  Lord  Canning's  belief  that  in  the 
course  of  Mr.  Taylor's  proceedings  at 
Patna  men  were  condemned  and  executed 
upon  insufiBcient  evidence.  The  Papers 
which  the  House  had  just  ordered  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  would  amply  justify 
that  statement.  The  Papers  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  required  were 
already  before  Parliament,  with  the 
exception  of  the  letters  of  September, 
1856,  for  which  search  would  be  made 
in  the  India  Office. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-THE  BAmj,  BAE- 

EOW,    AND     SHANNON     DKAINAGB 

BILIS. 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  in  reference  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Irish  Drainage  Billa, 
for  some  time  on  the  Paper,  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretory  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  aware  that  at  this  moment 
one  of  the  largest  floods  known  for  the 
last  20  years  was  covering  the  land  near 
the  river  between  Monasterevan  and 
Athy ;  and,  whether  he  was  aware  that 
all  Uie  small  landholders  would  lose  the 
whole  of  the  potato  crops,  and  that  the 
other  crops  would  be  so  injured  by  the 
water  that  they  could  not  be  used  ;  and, 
whether  he  would  take  steps  to  bring  in 
these  Bills  at  an  early  date  7 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAuroim)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  have 
already  often  expressed  to  the  House 
my  great  desire  to  bring  in  these  Bills 
at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity ;  bnt 
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I  tD8;  remiDd  the  bon.  GeDtleman  that 
no  expedidoD  on  our  part  would  hare 
saved  the  tenants  who  are  now  Buffering 
from  the  action  of  floods.  If  the;  were 
saved  it  would  have  had  to  be  done  b; 
aoUon  taken  three  or  four  years  ago. 

MOTION. 


DEATH    OF   THE  GERMAN   EMPEROH 
ItOnOIT  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  propoBo 
a  Uotion  in  accordance  with  the  dutj 
and  privilege  of  this  House  at  all  times 
to  express  its  own  sympathy  and  tbe 
sympathy  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  all  the  joys  and  sorrows  of 
the  Sovereign  who,  ae  Queen  of  this 
Empire,  reigne  not  alone  over  vast  terri- 
tories, but  I  am  able  to  say  with  con- 
fidence in  the  hearts  and  affectioas  of 
Her  people.  The  occasion  on  which  the 
House  is  invited  now  to  express  its  sor- 
row and  concern  is  one  of  peculiar  and 
certainly  of  most  tragic  interest.  It  was 
scarcely  a  year  ago  that  the  Grown 
Prince  of  Germany  received  the  cordial 
and  hearty  welcome  of  this  country,  as 
a  son-in-law  of  the  Queen,  and  the  Heir 
to  the  Throne  of  a  great  and  friendly 
Empire,  when  he  came  here  to  take  part 
in  the  rejoicings  of  the  people  on  the 
completion  of  60  years  of  the  reign  of  a 
juBt,  a  wise,  and  Oonstitutional  Sove- 
reign. It  was  then  known  to  many  that 
he  was  suffering  from  a  painful  and 
distressing  malady,  which  occasioned 
the  greatest  oonoem  to  all  who  were 
acquainted  with  or  suspected  its  charac- 
ter. But  His  Imperial  Highnese,  not- 
withstanding his  illness,  took  part  in 
public  ceremonials,  and  especially  on 
the  occasion  of  the  great  Procession  and 
Thanksgiving  Service  on  the  2Ist  of 
June,  in  which  this  House  joined,  ex- 
hibiting the  deepest  interest  and  taking 
a  prominent  and  active  part  in  the 
manifestations  of  joy  and  thankfulaess 
in  which  the  nation  indulged.  Fhyaioal 
weakness  and  suffering  were  never  per- 
mitted by  him  to  interfere  with  the  dis- 
charge of  his  public  or  private  duties. 
Gradually  the  disease  gained  upon  him, 
but  it  never  deprived  him  of  his  resolve 
to  go  through  his  daily  task,  and  to 
devote  the  powers  that  remained  to  him 
and  bis  unimpaired  intellect  to  the  ser- 
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vice  of  hia  country;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  no  more  pathetic  and  touching 
spectacle  of  courage  and  fortitude  has 
been  witnessed  by  the  world  then  that 
which  he  exhibited.  As  a  Commander 
in  the  field  he  had  displayed  courage 
and  capacity ;  he  could  face  death  with 
his  men  in  battle,  and  he  knew  how  to 
care  for  the  wounded  and  the  sick  after 
the  struggle,  and  to  see  that  order  was 
restored  among  the  civil  population. 
But  these  qualities  are  common  as  com- 
pared with  the  fortitude  that  enables  a 
man,  on  whom  a  fatal  disease  has 
fastened,  making  slow  but  sure  progress 
from  day  to  day,  cheerfully  and  uucom- 
plainingly  to  endure  long  and  grievous 
suffering,  and  to  go  about  his  daily  work 
sustained  in  the  discharge  of  bis  duty 
by  the  sense  of  devotion  to  his  country. 
A  few  weeks  ago  Europe  lamented  the 
death  of  the  great  Ruler  whose  reign 
had  been  prolonged  beyond  the  ordinary 
life  of  man,  and  whose  people  had  be- 
come great  and  prosperous  and  united 
under  his  rule.  Now  we  mourn  the 
death  of  hie  son,  who  possessed  qualities 
which  we  believe  would,  in  no  less  a 
degree,  have  tended  to  secure  the  good 
government  and  prosperity  of  Germany 
and  the  peace  of  the  world.  .It  is 
fitting,  Sir,  that  we  should  carry  to  the 
foot  of  the  Throne  the  expression  of  a 
nation's  sorrow  at  the  loss  which  the 
Sovereign  has  sustained  in  her  domestio 
relations  at  the  premature  death  of  one 
who,  in  every  poBition  which  he  filled, 
obtained  admiration  and  affection ;  and 
we  may  venture  to  hope  that  the  sym- 
pathy which  we  now  offer  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty may  be  some  consolation  to  those 
OD  whom  bereavement  has  fallen  so 
heavily.  I  have  now  to  move  an  Ad- 
dress  of  Condolence  to  the  Empress  Vic- 
toria, and  I  shall  do  so  in  very  few 
words,  lest  by  any  expression  of  mine  I 
should  jar  on  the  sanctity  of  the  grief  of 
the  widow.  Thirty  years  ago,  amid 
general  rejoicing,  the  Princess  Royal  of 
England  was  married  to  Prince  Frederick 
William  of  Prussia.  It  was  a  marriage 
which  we  knew  at  the  time  was  founded 
upon  affection,  confidence,  and  esteem, 
and  on  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
character  of  her  husband.  It  was  not 
brought  about  by  political  considera- 
tions —  although  the  people  of  this 
country  rejoiced  at  a  union  between  the 
reigning  families  of  two  great  Kingdoma 
which  had  much  in  common,  and  wboev 
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Intereets  ought  not  at  any  time  to  be 
divergent — but  we  were  aasured  tbat  it 
proceeded  from  the  purest  impulse  of 
natural  affection,  and  the  Frincese  Hojal 
of  England  has  had  the  happiness  in 
her  married  life  which  was  permitted  to 
our  widowed  Uueen  in  hers.  The  Tir- 
tues  and  the  results  have  been  the  same, 
and  the  people  of  England  have  watched 
with  affection  and  pride  the  happy 
domestic  life  and  the  recent  discharge 
of  public  duties,  which  have  been  im- 
perions  and  exacting  in  their  character, 
ID  the  intervals  permitted  to  the  wife 
and  the  sick  nurse.  Sir,  we  desire  to 
convey  the  expression  of  our  deepest 
sympathy  to  the  Empress  in  her  sorrow 
— a  sympathy  which  is  extended  to  the 
people  who  are  bereaved  of  a  Sovereign 
whom  they  loved  and  trusted.  I  venture, 
Sir,  to  move  the  Addrees,  which  is— 

"  Tbat  an  humble  Addreu  be  ytesfiaUA  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  eiftrm  the  deep|toiiceni  and 
lorrow  of  tbii  Houee  at  the  great  loss  which  Her 
Uajegty  haa  Bustained  bj  the  death  of  HiB  Im- 
perial Mttjeaty  Frederick  William,  Germao 
Emperor,  King  of  Pruseia,  and  to  condole  with 
Her  MaieBty  on  this  melancholy  occaaioa,  and 
to  pniy  Her  Majesty  that  She  will  be  gractoasly 
pleased  to  expreu  to  His  Majesty,  the  present 
Emperor,  the  profound  sympathy  of  this  House 
with  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Family,  and  with 
the  Government  and  People  of  Germany.  To 
assure  Her  Majealy  that  this  House  will  ever 
feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  concerns 
Uer  Majesty's  domeelio  relations,  and  to  declare 
the  ardent  wishes  of  this  House  for  the  happi- 
ness of  Uer  Majesty  and  of  Her  Family.  'J'hat 
the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
hj  snch  Members  of  this  House  as  are  of  Her 
Hajeaty's  Privy  Council.  That  this  House 
doUi  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty  Vic- 
toria, German  Empress,  Queen  ta  Prussia, 
Princess  Royal  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
which  she  has  suiitained  by  the 
ajcsty.  That  a  MessHgo 
Hor  Imperial  Majesty, 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate  the  said 
Message  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambaisador  at  lier- 
lin,  with  a  request  that  he  will  attend  the 
Empress  Victoria  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
it  to  Her  Imperial  Majesty." 

Mb.W.E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Hid  Lothian)  :  Sir,  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  seconding  the  Address  which  haa 
been  moved  by  the  rigfat  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  terms 
sojnst  and  appropriate.  With  regard 
to  the  Joint  AddrcBS  to  which  we  are 
asked  to  give  our  assent,  I  observe  it  is 
proposed  we  should  express  to  Her  Un- 
jeety  and  to  the  German  Empress  our 
share  in  the  sorrow  at  the  loss  they  have 
sustained,  end  that  we  should  likewise 
oonvey  to  the  German  Empress  the  ex- 
Jfr.  W.  M.  Smith 
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pressioQ  of  our  sympathy  with  her  in  the 
trial,  which  is  probably  the  greatest 
which  can  in  any  instance  happen  to  a 
human  being,  and  which  in  her  case  has 
been  enhanced,  and,  I  may  say,  illus- 
trated, by  a  devotion,  a  courage,  and  a 
patience  during  the  trial,  fluctuations, 
suspense,  and  pain  of  12  months — a  de- 
votion second  only  to  that  of  her  illus- 
trious husband.  I  am  sure  that  every 
man  among  us  feels  tbat  on  this  occasion 
ws  are  discharging  very  much  more  than 
a  formal  duty  ;  and,  in  truth,  if  we  did 
not  entertain  that  sentiment,  we  should 
differ  from  the  whole  of  Europe  and  the 
entire  civiliEed  world.  With  regard  to 
the  event  which  has  just  taken  place, 
and  the  survivors  of  that  event,  in  the 
whole  course  of  the  experience  with 
which  we  have  been  made  familiar  Ironi 
day  to  day,  we  have  followed  them  with 
a  pitying  as  well  as  an  admiring  sorrow. 
I  greatly  doubt  whether  there  ever  has 
been  a  case  in  which  one  so  exalted  in 
rank  and  station  as  was  the  Crown  Prince 
of  Germany,  and  subsequently  the  Ger- 
man Emperor,  has  had  such  claims — I 
will  not  say  merely  upon  the  admiration, 
but  upon  the  sympathy  and  pity  of  the 
world.  Sir,  it  is  touching  to  reflect  on 
the  enhancements  of  that  great  trial — - 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  oc- 
curred, thepeculiar  slowness  andsubtlety 
of  the  disease,  the  extreme  and  extra- 
ordinary strength  of  constitution  of  the 
sufferer,  and  the  great  advance  in  the 
resources  of  medical  science  which  en- 
abled its  most  skilful  Profossora  to  pro- 
cure for  the  illustrious  Prince  a  consider- 
able but  ineffectual  and  unavailing 
prolongation  of  life — and  that  prolonga- 
tion we  fondly  hoped  might  be  the  pre- 
cursor of  recovery,  but  was  in  truth  an 
addition  to  his  suffering.  Our  recollec- 
tions of  the  Emperor  Frederick  reach 
back  for  a  long  period  of  years,  for  it 
was  in  the  first  period  of  his  happy  mar- 
riage that  he  made  a  deep  impression 
upon  tlie  minds  of  the  people  of  England, 
and  they  felt  that  their  interest  in  him 
was  a  personal  interest,  not  only  because 
of  his  association  with  our  beloved 
Sovereign,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
qualities  which  he  displayed  in  early 
life^thehigh  intelligence,  the  wonderful 
simplicity  and  gentleness  of  character, 
the  kindliness  which  laid  him  open  to 
the  access  of  all  men  ;  and  those  qualities 
as  time  vent  on  were  deetiaed  to  be 
followed  up  by  fresh  displaye  of  th* 
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higlieet  qualities  I  hare  stated.  When 
he  came  Dack  to  this  country  after  the 
War  of  1870,  it  was  impossible  not  to 
be  profoundly  struck  with  the  fact 
that,  after  be  had  shown  that  in  skill 
and  valour  he  was  worthy  to  tske 
bis  place  among  the  heroes  of  the  world, 
be  still  displayed  in  a  peculiar  degree 
all  the  modesty  of  his  youth.  It  seemed 
as  if  all  were  oonscioua  of  these  facts  but 
himself.  His  character  remained  pre- 
cisely the  some  in  its  unassuming  gentle- 
ness, and  in  its  total  absence  of  preten- 
stoo,  as  it  had  been  before  be  bad  bad 
on  opportunity  of  manifesting  to  the 
world  the  claims  he  had  so  well  entitled 
to  make  upon  its  admiration.  Sir,  there 
may  be  a  disposition  to  regret  that  the 
Beign  of  the  Emperor  Frederick  was  too 
short  for  the  display  of  the  qualities  of 
the  Enler ;  but  there  ia  another  view 
which,  I  tbink,  will  change  that  regret 
iuto  thankfulness.  The  circnmataoces 
attending  bis  ascent  to  the  Throne  made 
him  still  more  conspicuous  to  the  eyes  of 
the  world,  snd,  I  have  no  doubt,  caused 
a  yetdeeper  impression  of  the  invaluable 
qualities  of  bis  mind  and  character  to  be 
made  both  upon  the  German  people  and 
upon  mankind  at  large.  It  may  well 
be  said  of  him  that  in  the  course  of  a 
short  time  on  the  Throne  he  fulfilled  a 
long  time,  for  there  was  not  an  expecta- 
tion, bowerer  fond,  that  had  been  en- 
tertained before  be  became  Emperor 
which  was  not  fully  realized  by  allwbo 
heard  of  bis  daily  share  in  the  labours 
of  the  State,  and  the  wise  and  compre- 
hensive manifestation  of  his  views  on 
the  condition  of  Europe,  which  were  at 
the  very  earliest  date  made  known  to 
the  Qerman  nation  and  to  the  nations 
around  him.  Sir,  we  hare  to  hope  that 
so  far  as  human  sorrow  can  be  alleviated 
either  by  the  expression  of  sympathy, 
or  by  glorious  recollections,  or  yet  by 
mote  glorious  hopes — all  that  consola- 
tion will  be  enjoyed  by  those  who  are 
now  mourning  over  the  death  of  the 
German  Em^etor.  But  one  wish,  I 
think,  remains  to  us,  and  it  is  this — 
that  the  recollection  of  bis  great  quali- 
ties, of  bis  singular  uoion  of  wisdom 
with  virtue  and  valour,  that  bis  known 
attachment  to  the  liberties  of  bis  coun- 
try and  his  respect  for  its  Constitution, 
which  made  him  so  secure  a  guardian 
of  the  privileges  of  the  people  no  less 
than  of  the  honour  of  the  Throne,  and 
that  all  the  winning  personal  qualities 


which  in  him  showed  forth  that  most 
beautiful  and  appropriate  of  all  associa- 
tions, the  extreme  of  gentleness  with 
the  highest  manhood  ;  and,  again,  that 
the  holy  fortitude  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemaa  has  referred  which  be 
had  displayed  upon  the  bed  of  suffering, 
a  fortitude  greater  in  degree  than  that 
of  many  a  soldier,  and,  perhaps,  ot 
many  a  martyr — these  recollections  con- 
stitute a  great  and  noble  inheritEince  to 
the  German  people ;  and  we  trust  that 
that  great  nation,  through  long  periods 
of  strength,  prosperity,  and  virtue,  will 
cherish  the  recollection  that  the  Em- 
peror whom  they  have  lost  was  among 
the  most  precious  posaeastona  that  can 
accrue  to  the  lot  of  any  people  upon 
earth. 

The  Mahooesb  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bosaendale):  I  do  not  rise, 
Sir,  for  tbe  purpose  of  adding  anything 
to  what  baa  been  said.  I  only  riae  to 
say  that,  notwithstanding  any  political 
differences  whiuh  may  unhappily  exist 
among  Gentlemen  who  sit  upon  this 
aide  of  the  House,  I  can  aasute  the 
House,  and  I  can  assure  my  right  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
that  I — and  I  think  I  may  speak  for 
eveiy  one  of  those  with  whom  I  am  in 
the  habit  of  acting— entirely  and  fully 
concur  in  every  word  which  has  fsllen 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  we  thank  him  for  the  eloquent 
expression  he  has  given  of  the  thoughts 
and  sentiments  which  prevail  in  every 
part  of  this  House  on  this  sad  occasion. 

Bmlvii,  yemine  ConlradicDiU,  That  an 
humblo  Addrew  ba  prsaeoted  to  Hsr  Usjeatf, 
to  eipreu  the  deep  concern  and  soiroir  of  thiB 
UouBO  lit  the  great  lota  wbicli  Her  Alajeet^baa 
BustaiDod  by  the  death  of  Hb  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty Frederick  William,  German  Empeior 
King  of  Prussia,  and  to  condole  with  Her  Ma- 
jeaty  on  this  molantjiol^  occasion,  and  to  proy 
Her  Majesty  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  express  to  His  Majesty,  the  present  Em- 
peror, the  profound  sympathy  of  this  House 
with  the  Imporial  and  Royal  Family,  and  with 
the  LloTemment,  and  people  of  Germany. 

To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
ever  feel  the  warmest  interest  in  whatever  con- 
cema  Her  Majesty's  domestic  relations,  and  to 
decUre  Uie  ardent  wishes  ot  this  House  for  the 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  at  Hor  Family. 

Oritftd,  That  the  said  Address  be  pre8eot«d 
to  Her  Majesty  by  such  Members  ot  this  House 
as  are  of  Her  Majesty's  Priyy  Council. 

RfBtved,  Nemine  Conlradicenir,  That  this 
House  doth  condole  with  Her  Imperial  Majesty 
Victoria,  German  Empress,  Queen  ot  Prussia, 
Priacesa  Boyal  ot  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
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hisrighthon.  Friend  the  Fresidflnt  of  the 
Local  GoTerament  Board  (Mr.  Hitchie) 
to  accept  the  AmeDdment,  for  tlie  pur- 
pose of  makiof;  it  clear  that  that  right 
was  not  interfered  with. 
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OD  tho  great  loss  whioh  she  hu  tostained  by  the 
death  of  His  Imperial  Majerty. 

Orderti,  ThBt  a  Me«s«ga  of  Condolence  be 
iect  to  Her  Imperial  Majeety,  nnd  that  Mr. 
Speater  do  eommanicate  the  said  Meisage  to 
Hbi  Majesty's  AmbaBsador  at  Berlin,  with  a 
request  that  he  will  attend  the  EmpreM  Vic- 
toria for  the  pnrpoie  of  conveying  it  to  Her 
Imperial  Majesty.— (Wr,  William  Hmry  Bmith.) 

ORDERS   OF  THE  BAT. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  {ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
{Mr.  SilehU.  Mr.   WiUittm   Bmry 

Chaneillor  of  the   Ezcitquir,   Mr.  Secrttary 
Maltkeuii,  Mr.  Loaf.) 

COMMITTEE.      [SBVEHTH  OTOHT.] 

[Progmt  I5th  June.'] 

Bill  eonsiJtred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

PAET   J, 

County  Councils. 

Power*  of  County  Council. 

Clause  3  (Transfer  to  couaty  council 

of  admiDistratiro  business  of  quart* 

seaeions). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
IS,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "sub- 
ject "  to  the  end  of  paragraph  (iv.) — 
{3fr.  Conybeare.) 

Question,  "That  the  word.i  'subject 
as  to  the  uae  of  buildings  by  the  quarter 
sessions  and  the  justices*  stand  part  of 
the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  DUGDALB  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton),  in  moving  an  Amendment, 
in  line  19,  after  "justices,"  insert — 

"  To  the  right  of  the  quarter  sessione,  and  of 
any  committee  appoiated  by  the  quarter  ses- 
"     ~   '  and  occupy  the  shire  halls,  county 

courta,  and  judges'  lodgings  as 


balls,  assiz 
heretofore,' 

said,  he  wished  to  explain  that  bis 
object  was  to  make  it  clear  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill  that  anj  commit- 
tee appointed  by  tho  Quarter  Sessions 
should  hare  the  same  right  to  use 
the  Shire  Halls,  Assize  Courta,  and 
Judges'  lod^gs,  as  esistod  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Hon,  Members  were  aware 
that  committees  appointed  by  the 
Quarter  Sessions  very  often  sat  when 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  not 
sitting,  and  they  were  allowed  the  use 
of  the  Judges'  lodgings  whenever  they 
required  the  accommodation.     He  asked 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  tins  19,  after  the  word  "jus- 
tices," to  insert  the  words  "  to  the  right  of  the 
quarter  sesnona,  and  of  any  committee  appointed 
by  the  qnarlar  seesionB,  to  use  and  occupy  the 
shire  halU,  county  balls,  assize  courts,  and 
judges'   lodgings  as  heretofore."- (Jfr.   Sug- 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  president  of  ths  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.ErrcHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's)  said, 
he  must  ask  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
not  to  press  the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  found,  on  looking 
at  Sub-section  (iv.),  that  everything 
desired  by  the  Amendment  was  alreadjr 
secured.  The  eub-section  transferred 
to  the  Council  of  each  county— 

"  Shire  halls,  eounty  halls,  asaixe  conrti, 
judges'  lodgings,  lock-up  houses,  coart  housea, 
justices' rooms,  police  stations,  andcountybuild- 
'"-a,   works,  and  property,   suhjoct  as  to  the 

of  buildings  by  the  quarter  sessions  and  tba 
justices  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  respecting 
the  joint  committee  of  quarter  sessions  and  the 
county  councils." 

In  the  event  of  any  dispute  arising  upon 
this  partieular  question,  reference  was 
to  be  made  to  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  DUQDALE  said,  he  was  satis- 
fied with  the  explanation  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tuithdrawn. 

Mb.  dug  DALE,  in  moving,  in  page  3, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (vi.) 
wbioh  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
cil- 

The  hearing  of  appeals  relating  to  the 
licenaingof  gang-masters  and  to  the  gnntjog 

of  certiHcatcB  to  pawnbrokers," 

said,  that  tho  hearing  of  appeals  was  a 
judicial  matter,  and  ought  not  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed,  (o  leave  out 
paragraph  (vi.)^J/r.  Bvgdah.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was,  upon  the 
whole,  inclined  to  agree  with  the  argu- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  leBrsed  IViead 
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appeals  of  this  character  oould  be  re- 
garded as  administrative  business: 

Mb.  8TANSFELD  (Halifax)  said,  be 
tbougbt  that  no  sufficient  reason  bad 
been  assigned  b;  the  President  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Board  for  his  own 
change  of  opinion. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  171  ; 
Noes  2«:  Majority  75.— (Diy.  List, 
No.  158.) 

Mb.  BB0ADHUR8T  (Nottingham, 
W.),  in  moving,  in  page  3,  line  28,  leave 
out  the  word  "pauper"  in  Sub-sec- 
tion (vil.),  said,  the  sub-section  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils — 

"The  proTJaioD,  enlArgemeDt,  mainteaancs, 
managemeDt,  and  Tititation  of,  and  other  deal- 
ing with  asylumt  for  pauper  lonatici." 
He  did  not  eee  that  the  Amendment 
would  interfere  in  any  respect  with  the 
meaniDg  of  the  sub-section.  That  was 
not  his  object;  but  that  was  tbe  first 
place  in  the  Bill  in  which  the  word 
"  pauper  "  occurred,  and  he  thought  it 
was  proper  to  make  a  proposal  to  change 
the  word  "pauper"  into  some  other 
word.  The  suggestion  he  would  make 
was  that  they  should  omit  the  word 
"  pauper"  wherever  it  appeared  in  the 
Bill,  and  should  insert  some  such  words 
"  industrial  pensioner."  l^Zau/fhter.'J 
He  would  state  his  reasons  briefly  for 
makingtheproposal.Theterm  "pauper," 
1,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  correct  one 
troduced  by  its  user,  had  become 
associated  in  the  minds  of  the  great 
masB  of  the  people  with  parish  relief  in 
a  manner  that  made  its  employment 
a  very  offensive  term.  They  all  knew 
that  it  was  used  in  a  manner  to  reflect 
discredit  and,  in  many  cases,  shame 
upon  the  person  who  was  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  asking  for  parish  relief.  His 
contention  was,  that  a  man  who  had 
pursued  an  honest  and  laborous  life,  and 
had  worked  for  a  wage,  and  found  it 
impossible  to  make  provision  for  old 
age,  ought  to  be  maintained  by  the 
country  which  he  had  enriched  by  his 
labour,  without  being,  at  tbe  same  time, 
associated  with  a  moat  objectionable 
epithet.  That  was  the  object  he  had  ia 
view,  and  he  was  sure  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  withdraw  tbe  laugh  of  derision 
with  which  they  had  greeted  his  original 
mention  of  tbe  term  "industrial  pen- 


465 

that  the  hearing  of  appeals  was  rather 
mare  tn  the  nature  of  judicial  than  of 
administrative  work,  and  that  the  powers 
at  present  exercised  by  tbe  magistrates 
was  that  of  hearing  the  evidence  on 
oath.  Under  those  circumstances,  believ- 
ing bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  COU' 
tentioQ  to  be  right,  and  that  it  was  really 
a  judicial  matter,  be  would  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  did  not  think  it  at  all 
satisfactory  that  this  sub-section  of  the 
clause  should  be  left  out  in  this  sum- 
mary manner,  nor  did  be  tbink  that  the 
fact  that  the  hearing  of  appeals  might 
in  some  degree  partake  of  a  judicial 
oharacterconstituted  any  sufficient  reason 
for  relieving  the  County  Council  of  this 
right.  He  was  prepared  to  support  any 
hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  resisting  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  FIETH  (Dundee)  said,  that 
appeals  arose,  to  a  Isi^  extent,  out  of 
questions  of  fact,  end  he  did  not  think 
that  they  should  lessen  the  power  of  a 
County  Council.  He,  therefore,  regretted 
very  much  that  tbe  Qovarnment  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  give  way  on  a 
matter  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  no  doubt  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  (Mr. 
Firth)  was  correct  in  stating  that  there 
were  many  questions  of  fact  connected 
with  the  granting  of  licences;  but  he 
would  also  be  aware  that  one  of  the 
reasons  of  withholding  a  licence  was  the 
personal  character  of  the  individual 
who  applied  for  it,  and  that  question 
could  not  be  inquired  into  without  the 
adminiBtration  of  an  oath.  The  County 
Council  had  no  authority  to  administer 
an  oath,  and,  in  bis  opinion,  that  ren- 
dered these  appeals  a  judicial  rather 
than  aa  administrative  matter- 
Ms.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  that  the  Municipal 
Councils  were  at  present  entrusted  with 
some  licensing  powers. 

Ma.  DUGDALE  sold,  that  appeals 
against  the  refusal  to  grant  licences  bad 
always  been  held  to  be  a  judicial  matter, 
and  were  provided  for  both  by  tbe 
Pawnbrokers  and  Agricultural  Acts. 
The  ordinary  procedure  was  taken  in 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  recogni- 
sances were  entered  into  by  the  persons 
appealing  to  be  paid  the  cost  of  the 
appeal,  and  it  was  imposeible  to  say  that 
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eionei."  He  wished  to  mention  a  par- 
ticular case  which  was  brought  home  to 
his  mittd,  and  which  occurred  in  a  great 
agricultural  district.  Fassiug  along  the 
road  one  day,  he  came  across  a  poor 
blind  man  seated  onthe  road  aide.  Enter- 
ing  into  conTersation  with  him,  he 
learned  that  for  40  years  the  man  had 
worked  on  a  farm  doing  all  the  impor- 
tant duties  attached  to  a  farm  labourer 
fur  a  very  low  wage — indeed,  so  low 
that  it  rendered  it  impoBsible  for  the 
man  to  make  provision  against  sickness, 
to  say  nothing  of  old  age,  or  of  injury 
such  as  he  had  met  with.  In  the  course 
of  his  labours  he  was  the  victim  of  an 
accident  which  disabled  him  for  life,  and 
this  man,  after  40  years'  daily  labour 
on  the  farm  on  which  he  had  been  em- 
ployed as  man  and  boy,  was  turned 
adrift,  without  one  penny  of  compen- 
sation, or  the  slightest  consideration, 
by  the  person  by  whom  he  had  been 
employed,  and  sentenced  to  spend  the 
remainder  of  his  life,  not  only  under  the 
terrible  affliction  of  the  loss  of  eyesight, 
which  no  one  could  help,  but  with  the 
additional  pain  and  humiliation  of 
having  to  lire  on  2t.  a- week  and  a  stone 
of  fiouT,  doled  out  to  him  with  a  grudg- 
ing band  by  the  parish  authorities,  his 
wife  having  to  walk  miles  in  order  to 
bring  that  allowance  home  to  his  little 
cottage.  "What  he  asked  was  that  the 
offensive  term  "  pauper  "  should  not  be 
applied  to  a  case  like  that.  There  was 
no  more  honourable  man  in  Great  Britain, 
and  none  more  worthy  of  respect  and 
sympathy,  than  this  aged  farm  labourer, 
and  yet  there  he  was,  with  his  wife, 
living  a  hard  and  lonely  life,  stigmatized 
by  tiie  objectionable  phrase  of  a 
"  pauper,"  when  he  was  well  entitled 
to  all  that  oould  be  provided  for  him  in 
a  country  which  he  had  laboured  to 
enrich.  He  mentioned  that  special  case, 
not  because  it  was  singular  in  its  inci- 
dents, but  because  it  uluatrated  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  other  cases  that 
had  occurred,  and  would  occur  again. 
Ho  maintained  that  all  persons  who 
laboured  for  a  wage  so  low  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  them  to  make  pro- 
vision for  their  after~life  should  be 
maintained  by  the  country  without  the 
slightest  stigma  attaching  to  them  by 
the  use  of  the  offenetve  term  "pauper 
as  it  was  commonly  applied.  He  was 
aure  that  this  was  a  mattsr  which  would 
Mr.  Broaihurtt 


receive  the  sympathy  of  every  hon. 
Member  of  that  House.  Perhaps  there 
might  be  some  diffloolty  in  changing 
the  term  "pauper"  into  that  of  "  indus- 
trial pensioner."  He  was  not  prepared 
to  deny  the  difficulty ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  believed  that  it  would  be  very 
great  indeed ;  but  aa  this  was  the 
first  case  in  which  the  term  occurred 
in  this  Bill,  he  thought  that  unless  he 
made  known  his  desire  in  this  par- 
ticular instance,  if  he  attempted  to 
move  a  new  term  later  on,  he  might  be 
ruled  out  of  Order,  because  the  use  of 
the  term  would  then  have  become  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Bill.  He  saw  one  of 
the  non.  Members  for  the  City  of  Nor- 
wich present,  and  he  might  say  that  the 
ease  to  which  he  had  referred  came 
under  his  notice  within  a  very  short 
distance  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  home, 
BO  that  probably  the  hon.  Member  was 
acquainted  with  it  as  well  as  he  was. 
He  was  therefore  satisfied  that  the  hon. 
Member,  with  his  high  character  of 
great  kindliness,  would  come  to  his 
assistance  in  the  effort  he  was  making 
to  show  some  consideration  for  the  de- 
serving poor  of  the  country.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  under  no  circumstances 
and  in  no  condition  should  labouring 
men  have  applied  to  them  this  offen- 
sive term  in  their  old  age,  and  he 
trusted  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  come  to  his  assist- 
ance and  help  him  in  substituting  some 
other  phrase  or  some  other  term  for 
the  offensive  one  which  he  proposed 
to  omit.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
put  in  the  fewest  words  possible  his 
objection  to  this  term,  and  all  he 
desired  was  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  see  bis 
way  to  the  insertion  of  some  other  term 
which  would  meet  the  case,  and  then, 
in  the  course  of  time,  opportunities 
might  be  afforded  for  eliminating  the 
word  from  other  measures.  That,  how- 
ever, could  be  provided  for  in  the  pre- 
sent olause,  by  stating  that  the  term  he 
suggested  should  be  used  in  all  other 
cases  in  which  the  term  "  pauper  "  oc- 
curred. 

Thb  chairman  said,  he  had  not 
understood  the  purport  of  the  Amend- 
ment when  the  hon.  Member  rose  to 
move  it,  but  it  was  clearly  a  proposal 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  would 
cleaxly  not  be  in  Order  to  strike  out  the 
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word  in  this  Bub-sectioD,  bscauflS  the 
effect  would  be  to  tranafer  to  the  Ooiinty 
GoonciU  the  management  and  Tiaitation 
of  all  lunatic  asjlums. 

Mb.  BB0ADHUE8T  said,  ho  wished 
to  understand  whether  the  Chairman 
ruled  that  he  could  not  proceed  further 
with  the  Amendment,  bat  that  any 
alteration  muet  be  effected  by  new  legis- 
lation? If  that  were  so,  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that,  as  soon  as  possible,  he 
would  bring  in  a  Bill. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  same 
remark  would  apply  to  the  next  Amend- 
ment which  appeared  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hoD.  Member  for  the 
Oambome  Division  of  Coruwall  (Mr. 
Conybeare),  and  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 


from  which  at  preaent  beloDg  to  prii 
I,  aod  the  making  of  liye-lawi  for 
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Yiaiting  Committee  was  that  it  threw  a 
little  light  upon  the  internal  anacgo- 
ment  of  the  prisons,  and  acquainted  the 
outer  world  with  what  went  on.  He 
bad  no  desire  to  increase  the  powers  at 
present  enjoyed  by  the  Yisiting  Com- 
mittee, nor  was  it  anj^  part  of  his  case 
that  the  magistrates  did  improperly  dis- 
charge their  functions  iu  that  respect. 
He  asked  for  this  transfer  for  the  same 
reason  which  formed  the  basis  of  the  Bill 
—namely,  that  more  confidence  was 
likely  to  be  reposed  in  elected  represen- 
tatives than  in  a  Visiting  Committee 
appointed  by  the  magistrates.  Perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  that  there 
seemed  to  be  at  the  present  moment  a 
growing  distrust  and  suspicion  in  regard 
to  our  prison  discipline.  The  idea  pre- 
vailed that  the  prison  discipline  was 
cruel  and  oppressive ;  that  in  many 
cases  it  bad  broken  down  the  constitu- 
tion of  persons  sent  to  prison  for  short 
terms  of  imprisonment  for  comparatively 
venial  crimes  ;  and  that  it  bad  more  or 
less  indirectly  produced  fatal  results. 
It  was  their  desire  that  a  popularly 
elected  Body  should  have  the  power  of 
inquiring  into  the  management  of  their 
prisons,  and  reforming  any  abuses  which 
might  be  proved  to  exist.  He,  thera- 
fore,  begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  la  page  3, 
line  31,  after  the  word  "schools,"  to 
add  the  words  "and  the  visitation  of 
prisons." — (  J/r.  Pickertgitl.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Ma.ttkewb)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  tbo 
hon.  Member  were  deserving  of  con< 
sideration ;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
they  had  no  application  to  the  present 
clause.  The  administration  of  prisons 
was  entirely  iu  the  hands  of  the  FrisoQ 
Commission,  governed  by  rules  framed 
by  successive  Secretaries  of  State.  It 
was  not  left  either  to  Prison  Committees 
or  to  the  Governors  of  prisons.  The 
question  of  prison  discipline  was  one  of 
great  difficulty  and  anxiety.  Possibly 
it  might  be  a  serious  question  whether 
tbo  present  system  was  not  too  severe, 
having  regard  to  the  health  of  the  pri- 
soners as  well  as  their  reformation. 
Perhaps  the  question  was  one  that  was 
eminentiy  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
\_Stveitih  Niskt.'] 


ir  theregu 
laliou  nod  cootrol  of  all'  markots  thiu  pur- 
vhascd  or  acquired  :  Provided  tbnt,  iu  the  cats 
ot  maTkota  belonging  to  bdj  borougli  or  muai- 
cipAlity,  the  corporation  or  toirn  council  of  such 
borough  or  municipality  ihall  have  the  power 
of  making  anch  bye-laws." 

Mb.  conybeare  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  on  the  point  of  Order, 
whether  it  would  be  possible  for  him  to 
place  the  Amendment  down  for  a  subse- 
quent clause  7 

Tiis  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  quite 
in  Order  to  put  it  down  for  a  new  clause, 
for,  althoueh  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
fact,  it  might  be  found  to  relate  to  some 
subsequent  clause. 

Mb.  PICKER8GILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.),  in  moving,  in  line  31,  after  "  in- 
dustrial schools,"  to  add  "  and  the  visi- 
tation of  prisons,"  explained  that  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  trans- 
fer the  duties  connected  with  the  visita- 
tion of  prisons  from  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee of  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  new 
County  Oouncils.  At  present  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  were  empowered  to  appoint 
a  Committee  from  their  own  Body  to 
visit  the  prisons,  and  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  take  away  that 
power  from  the  Quarter  Sessions  and  to 
give  it  to  the  County  Councils.  Since 
the  Prisons'  Act  of  1877,  the  powers  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  had  been  a  mere 
shadow  of  those  which  they  formerly 
enjoyed,  and  practically  the  powers  of 
the  Committee  were  limited  now  to  re- 
porting to  the  Home  Office  and  making 
recommendations.     The    value    of 
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pauper  lunatio  asylums  were  reoaoDabla 
and  satiBfaotot;,  it  seemed  to  bim  that 
while  the  control  of  ths  prisons  waa 
vested  in  the  Home  Office,  it  was  only 
reasonable  to  give  to  the  Oouaty  Coun- 
cile  a  concurrent  right  of  visitation  ^ith 
the  Justices. 

Ua.  SITCHIE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentteman.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
had  pointed  out  very  clearly  that  there 
were  certain  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Justices  with  respect  of  the  visitation  oi 
prisons,  and  that  certain  powers  were 
placed  in  their  hands  which  were  of 
an  important  character.  He  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest  that  these 
powers  should  not  be  obligatory,  but 
permissive.  The  Government  did  not 
think  that  that  would  be  satisfactorily 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  exist- 
ing law.  As  hia  right  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out,  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to 
alter  the  existing  law,  and  therefore  it 
waa  dsBirable  to  adhere  to  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

U&.  FI0KERS6ILL  said,  he  did  not 
think  therighthon.  Oentleman  properly 
understood  Ute  suggestion  be  had  made. 
The  idea  was  to  give  to  the  County 
Councils  a  concurrent  right  of  visitation 
with  the  Justices. 

Mk.  EITCHIE  said,  that  nobody 
could  say  that  the  existing  law  had  not 
been  properly  and  efficiently  adminis- 
tered. He  Uierefoie  could  not  accept 
the  suggestiou,  and  the  Amendment  was 
really  beyond  the  ecope  of  the  clause. 

Me.  CONTBEAEE  said,  that  revela- 
tions were  constantly  taking  place,  not 
only  in  regard  to  Irish  prisons,  but  to 
English  prisons  also,  A  great  deal  oC 
monstrous  brutality  had  been  shown  to 
exist  in  our  present  system,  and  as  a 
matterofpolioy,  if  upon  no  other  ground, 
the  citizens  of  this  country  represented 
by  the  County  Councils  should  know 
something  as  to  the  condition  of  th« 
prisons  and  the  methods  of  treatment 
adopted  in  them.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  discuss  now  whether  the  Penal  Code 
ought  to  be  amended,  or  whether  a 
change  should  be  introduced  into  the 
whole  system  on  which  the  treatment  of 
our  prisoners  waa  based.  We  had  em- 
bodied in  the  law  the  system  of  visita- 
tion by  Justices,  because  it  was  con- 
sidered a  wholesome  corrective  against 
any  evils  which  might  possibly  have 


ought  to  be  reviewed  from  time  to  time ; 
but  he  would  point  out  that,  at  present, 
tbey  could  absolutely  do  nothing.  They 
had  no  control  over  the  prison  rules,  or 
any  functions  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  prisons  generally. 
The  functions  of  the  Prison  Committee 
were  mainly  judioial.  The  clause  merely 
affected  the  transfer  of  powers,  and  did 
not  aSect  the  law.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  look  at  Sections  12  and  14  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877  he  would  find  that 
Parliament  intended  to  limit  the  punish- 
ing power  of  the  Oovemor  over  a  refrac- 
tory and  insubordinate  prisoner,  and  to 
leave  the  ultimate  decision  in  such  a  case 
to  the  Visiting  Justices.  That  was  an. 
important  question,  and  would  be  much 
more  properly  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Justices,  who  were  accustomed  to  deal 
with  matters  of  punishment,  rather  than 
to  leave  it  to  the  County  Councils,  who 
could  not  be  so  well  fitted  as  a  body  of 
Justices  chosen  for  the  purpose.  Even 
in  a  borough,  as  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware,  it  was  not  the  Town  Council  who 
appointed  the  Visiting  Committee  for 
the  prisons,  but  the  borough  Justices. 

Me.  PICKERSQILL  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  the  Justices  had  no 
control  over  the  discipline ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  it  was  part  of  their  duty  and 
practice  to  make  reports  and  recommen- 
dations to  the  Home  Office  ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  making  of  such 
reports  and  recommendations  would  be 
more  properly  in  the  hands  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  tban  in  those 
of  mere  nominees  of  tlie  magistrates. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Home 
Saoretary  had  pointed  out  a  difficulty 
in  regard  to  the  duty  imposed  upon 
the  Judges  in  their  being  empowered 
to  inflict  con)oral  punishment  on  re- 
fractory and  insubordinate  prisoners. 
He  would  suggest,  therefore,  by  way 
of  compromise,  what  he  thought  would 
meet  the  difBculty  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary— namely,  that  they  should  follow 
the  analogy  contained  in  this  very  Bill 
in  regard  to  pauper  lunatic  asylums  in 
the  7th  clause,  by  which  the  manage- 
ment of  such  asylums  waa  in  the  first 
place  vested  in  the  County  Councils, 
but  by  the  7th  clause  power  was  re- 
served to  appoint  a  Visiting  Committee. 
He  thought  there  ought  to  be  some 
reciprocity.  If  the  arrangement  to 
which  he  had  referred  in  regard  to 
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crept  into  the  Bdminiatration  of  our 
priaon  diseipline.  He  was  not  aseertiog 
that  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  had  failed 
in  their  duty,  or  that  the  County  Councils 
should  have  a  concurrent  power  of 
visitation  on  aoconnt  of  any  dereliction 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Jastices  of  the 
Peace ;  but  be  considered  it  desirable 
that  the  County  OounciU  should  have 
the  power  to  appoint  members  of  their 
Body  to  risit  the  prisons  and  see  what 
took  place  in  them.  Presumably  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  prisons  rested 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  ratepayers,  and 
through  their  popularly  constituted  re- 
presentatives in  the  County  Councils 
they  ought  to  have  some  control  over 
what  went  on,  consistently  with  a  fair 
view  of  humanity  and  justioe.  It  did 
not  seem  to  bim  to  be  any  reason  for 
refusing  the  Amendment,  because  it  went 
beyond  the  particular  proposal  contained 
in  the  suction.  There  were  grounds  of 
humanity  on  which  this  small  concession 
to  the  public  opinion  of  the  country 
ought  to  be  made.  All  he  could  sarwas 
thatiftherighthon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  did  not  believe  the  statements 
which  were  made  as  to  the  inhuman 
manner  in  which  the  prisoners  were 
treated,  they  wonld  hare  cause  to  cha^e 
their  opinion  before  very  long.  He 
regarded  the  Amendment  as  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  trusted  that  the 
Committee  would  accept  it. 

Me,  WHARTON  (York,  W.B., 
Ripon]  said,  the  facts  of  the  case  did 
not  bear  out  the  statement  which  had 
just  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  Court  of  Qnarter  Sessions 
of  which  he  was  a  member  always  gave 
the  jury  an  opportunity  of  inspecting 
the  prisoiiB,  and  he  had  never  heard  of 
a  single  complaint. 

Ma.  OONTBEAHE  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  only  to  look 
at  the  newspapers  in  order  to  see  the 
evidence  on  whioh  he  based  his  plan. 

Ma.  HASTINGS  (Worcestershire,  E.) 
said,  the  argument  was  that  the  County 
Councils  ought  to  be  able  to  send  special 
representatives  to  visit  the  prisoners, 
because  the  burden  of  maintaining  the 
prisons  fell  upon  the  ratepayers.  Now, 
it  did  not  fall  upon  the  ratepayers  at  all ; 
for  since  the  Prisons'  Act  was  passed 
the  expense  of  maintaining  the  prisons 
was  provided  by  a  Vote  in  that  House. 


Therefore  the  ratepayers  of  the  county 
had  no  ground  for  interfereaoe.  It 
would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  propose 
that  the  County  Councils  should  have 
power  to  send  representatives  to  inspect 
the  convict  prisons,  which  were  similarly 
supported  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
He  might  also  point  out,  as  had  been 
clearly  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  that  the  lion.  Mnmbor  for 
South- West  Bethnal  Green,  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  was  entirely  mistaken 
as  to  the  functions  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  said  the 
functions  were  not  in  any  way  judicial. 
Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  alto- 
gether judicial.  He  had  been  Ohairmaa 
of  the  Visiting  Committee  of  the  county 
of  Worcestershire  ever  since  the  Prison 
Act  passed,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  all  the  duties  that  Committee  per- 
formed inside  the  prisons  were  entirely 
judicial.  All  complaints  were  judicially 
investigated,  and,  if  necessary,  witnesses 
were  heard  on  oath.  With  very  slight 
exceptions,  all  the  powers  exercised  in 
the  prisons  respecting  punishment  were 
administered  by  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, who  only  gave  their  judgment 
after  having  heard  evidence  on  oath. 
So  far  from  the  ratepayers  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter,  they 
had  been  relieved  altogether  from  the 
burden  of  maintaining  prisons  since  the 
passing  of  the  Prisons  Act. 

Ma.  HENRT  H.  FOWLER  said, 
that  if  he  had  any  doubt  whether  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  that 
doubt  hai  oeen  removed  by  ths  speech 
whioh  had  juat  been  delivered.  He  had 
some  little  doubt  at  first  whether  these 
words  ought  to  be  inserted,  but  now  he 
had  none.  He  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  that  nobody  asked  to  have 
the  judicial  duties  of  the  magistrates 
transferred  to  the  County  CounoiTs.  The 
whole  of  the  clause  was  governed  by  the 
first  three  or  four  lines,  which  said — 

"  There  ihtdl  be  tramforrad  to  the  council  of 
Bftcli  county,  on  nnd  after  tha  nppoiiit«d  day, 
tile  adminiitrative  baaineu  of  the  jaitioeB  of 
the  ooontyin  quarter  seaiiana  or  any  commitWe 
■ppointod  by  the  quarter  aeuioiu  assembled, 
that  U  to  ray,  all  bunoebS  done  by  the  quarter 
sesaiona,  in  respect  of  the  leverol  matters  fol- 
lowing— namely, ' ' 

and  so  on,  AH  the  jadioial  business 
was  reserved  to  the  Visiting  Justices,  and 
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who  certaiitly  disohsFged  their  daty 
verj  differently  ^m  the  toag^stratea 
of  Ireland,  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  the  principle  of  popular  represeD- 
tation  should  be  applied  to  the  iaspection 
of  prisons,  ao  that  they  might  aeeurethe 
proper  admlnistratioa  of  justice,  and 
prevent  any  unnecesaary  eererity  being 
infiicted  in  oarryi^  out  the  law.  Ihera- 
foie,  if  his  hon.  Friead  went  to  a  Diri- 
sion  he  should  support  hiiu,  although 
it  might  be  nocesaary  to  introduce  some 
other  words  into  the  Amendment. 

Sm  WILLIAM  SAROOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  should  certainly  feel  bound  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  attached 
enormous  importance  to  a  viaitation  on 
the  part  of  persons  who  might  be  taken 
to  represent  the  public  interest  in  the 
prisons.  He  had  felt  that  very  muoh 
himself  when  he  waa  at  the  Home  Office, 
and  had  done  everything  he  could  to 
strengthen  the  case  of  the  Visiting 
Justices,  as  he  believed  they  had  in- 
variably acknowledged ;  hut  there  waa 
no  judicial  function  in  these  visitations 
of  prisons  any  more  than  there  was  in 
the  visitation  of  asylums.  The  magis- 
trates had  a  great  deal  to  do  in  com- 
mitting persons  to  asylums  as  well  as  to 
prisons,  and  be  could  not  see  any  reason 
why  the  visitation  of  prisons  should  not 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  a  Committee  of 
the  County  Council.  It  was  highly  de- 
sirable that  the  public  should  have  the 
means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  administra- 
tiou  of  prison  discipline,  and  that  would 
be  felt  as  a  protection  both  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  public.  He  had 
always  thought  it  an  enormous  danger, 
when  the  prisons  were  originally  trans- 
ferred to  the  Government,  that  there 
might  arise  in  the  mind  of  the  public  a 
BuppoaitioQ  of  undue  severity  or  injustice 
being  exercised  in  the  prison  adminia- 
tration.  He  was  sorry  to  see  that  there 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  to  distrust  the  County  Coun- 
cils. AH  the  attempts  to  eviaoerate  this 
clause  aud  to  diminish  the  power  of  the 
Council  arose  from  a  jealousy  of  the 
Council,  and  he  was  afraid  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  going  to  take 
enormous  pains  to  create  a  Body  at  a 
great  expenditure  which,  after  all,  would 
have  little  or  nothing  to  do.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  disposition  to  take  out 
one  power  after  another.  The  licensing 
power  had  already  bean  straok  oat. 
Sub-aection  6  had  just  ^ne.    ^e  4i4 
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the  administrative  business  was  handed 
over  to  the  County  Connoile.  There  was 
evidently  a  desire,  however,  to  limit  the 
transfer  of  admiaistrative  duties  to  the 
new  County  Councils  as  far  as  possible. 
It  was  the  old  story.  They  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  County  Councils  by  giving 
them  nothing  to  do,  aud  by  making  them 
subordinate  to  the  Justices.  He  thought 
that  the  sooner  they  came  to  close 
quarters  with  that  principle  the  better. 
The  true  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that 
not  on  the  ground  of  misconduct,  or  of 
incompetency,  or  of  inefficiency,  but  on 
the  ground  of  public  policy,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  transfer  to  a  popular  Body, 
elected  by  the  county,  duties  hitherto 
discharged  by  the  magistrates.  They 
must  accept  uiat  position  all  through. 
Kobody  objected  to  the  JuBtioes  having 
power  to  inflict  punishment  on  pri- 
sonera  confined  in  the  county  prisons; 
but  the  duties  of  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, which  Lord  Cross  carefully 
considered  when  he  transferred  the 
jurisdiction  from  the  Local  Authorities 
to  the  Crown,  ought  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils.  What 
were  those  duties  ?  They  were  to  visit 
the  prisons  frequently,  to  report  on  any 
matters  that  might  require  a  report,  to 
take  cognizance  of  any  matters  of  press- 
ing necessity,  and  to  enter  any  obser- 
vations they  might  consider  desirable 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  prisons  and 
abuses  in  the  visitors'  book  kept  by  the 
gaoler.  He  was  not  going  into  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway,  as  this  was  not  a  proper  time 
to  diBcusa  our  prison  administration. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  it  was  un- 
necessarily severe,  and  he  believed  that 
when  Parliament  had  time  to  consider- 
it,  it  would  be  inclined  to  reform  the 
present  ayatem  of  administration.  Cer- 
tainly on  the  other  aide  of  the  water 
there  were  tendencies  to  great  severity 
in  their  prison  life.  Hitherto,  Amend- 
ments had  been  opposed  because  they 
might  possibly  introduce  a  dangerous 
principle  when  they  came  to  be  applied 
to  Ireland ;  but  he  advocated  this 
Amendment  because  it  would  be  advan- 
tageous when  it  came  to  be  applied  to 
Ireland.  He  thought  it  waa  most  de- 
sirable that  people  elected  by  a  popular 
Body  should  be  able  to  enter  the  Irish 
prisons  and  ascertain  what  went  on 
there.  Without  desiring  to  cast  any 
reflection  upon  the  English  magistrates, 
Mr.  Smrf/  3.  FmUr 
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not  know  wh;  or  wherefore  they  conld 
object  to  entruat  so  amall  a  power  to  the 
Body  they  were  creating.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  when  the  Bill  left  theHouae 
it  would  be  littl«  more  than  an  old  turn- 
pike trust.  If  hon.  Membera  woald  take 
the  pains  to  look  at  the  Bill  and  see 
what  the  Council  would  have  to  do  when 
it  waa  created,  they  would  6nd  that  it 
would  have  to  look  after  the  main  roads 
and  the  county  bridges ;  that  it  would 
be  a  Visiting  Committee,  as  far  as  the 
asylums  were  ooncemed ;  and  that  it 
would  have  a  certain  power  with  refer- 
ence to  wild  birds  and  contagious  dis- 
eases in  animals.  Those  were  the  whole 
of  the  functions  of  this  great  measure 
of  local  goremment  which  they  were 
creating  for  England.  They  omitted 
everything  relating  to  licensing,  and 
thev  objected  to  entrust  the  Councils 
-with  the  power  of  visiting  the  prisons. 
What,  then,  did  they  leare  for  the 
County  Councils  to  do  ?  He  would 
like  eve^  hon.  Member  to  look  into  the 
Bill,  and  see  what  these  Councils  would 
have  to  do  when  they  were  created.  The 
duty  of  interposing  between  the  public 
and  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
administration  of  prison  discipline  waa 
one  of  the  most  proper  functions  which 
could  he  conferred  upon  the  County 
Councils,  and  if  it  were  only  upon  the 
ground  that  the  Amendment  would  give 
the  County  Conncila  something  to  do 
he  would  support  it.  Hon.  Members 
ought  to  take  care  that  they  did  not 
bring  this  great  Body  into  con- 
tempt. 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  aaid,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  what  he 
might  call  a  second  reading  speech.  It 
showed,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemau  had  very  improperly  read 
the  Bill;  that  he  had  not  read  the 
Amendment  at  all ;  and  that  he  had 
entirely  forgotten  the  provisions  of  the 
Prisons  Act,  because  be  bad  added 
■omething  to  it  which  did  not  exist. 

Sir  WILUAM  HAEOOURT  said, 
he  had  been  epeaking  of  the  last  Amend- 
ment which  the  Government  had  struck 
out. 

Mh.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  certainly  out  of 
Order  in  discussing  an  Amendment 
which  had  been  disposed  of. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOHRT  said, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  that  the  Go- 
Tomment  hftd   eviscerated  the  Bill  by 


striking  out  a  portion  of  the  powers  they 
were  prepared  originally  to  grant. 

Me.  MATTHEWS  aaid,  that  this  waa 
a  proposition  to  take  away  from  the  Visit- 
ing Justicea  functions  which  they  per- 
formed under  the  Prisons  Act,  and  to 
transfer  them  to  the  County  Councils. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
those  functions  were  not  judicial ;  but 
he  must  have  forgotten  the  provisions  of 
the  Prisons  Act.    Those  functions  are 

f>eciiUar]y  judicial,  seeing  that  they  re- 
ate  to  the  punishment  of  prisoners.  The 
Prisons  Act  of  1855  empowered  the  Jus- 
tices to  take  evidence  upon  oath ,  and  deter- 
mine concerning  any  report  made  to 
them  that  a  prisoner  had  been  guilty  of 
any  particular  offence  against  prison  dis- 
cipline. Rule  59  provided  that  no  pri- 
soner was  to  be  put  in  irons,  or  to  he 
put  into  mechanical  restraint  unleaa  the 
particulara  were  at  once  entered,  and  no 
prisoner  was  to  be  confined  for  more 
than  24  houra  in  a  separate  cell  unless 
the  time  during  which  he  was  to  he  con- 
fined separately  was  specified  by  the 
magistrates.  Moreover,  the  Visiting 
Committee  of  Jasticea  were  empowered 
to  take  cognizance  of  any  matters  of 
presaing  necessity  not  within  the  power 
of  their  commission  as  Justices,  and  to 
perform  each  duties  as  they  might  be 
required  to  perform.  The  members  of 
the  County  Council  could  not  perform 
those  functions,  because  they  were  not 
members  of  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  Under  another  prevision  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee could  not  punish  an  offender 
except  by  an  order  of  two  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  after  an  inquiry  upon  oath. 
That  was  altogether  a  judicial  function. 
There  was  no  power  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  memDcrs  of  County  Councils 
to  administer  an  oath.  The  power  to 
administer  an  oath  waa  given  to  the 
Juaticee  simplv  because  they  held  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace.  It  might  bo 
that  some  powers  of  risiting  the  prisons 
could  be  usefully  conferred  on  the  County 
Council ;  but  it  must  be  entirely  apart 
from  the  judicial  functions  which  the 
Prisons  Act  empowered  the  Justices  to 
perform. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  fowler  said, 
that  that  was  the  main  duty  which  the 
Visiting  Committee  would  have  to  per- 
form. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  he  was 
awar9  that  it  was  one  duty,  and  that 
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vorda  to  that  effect  were  inserted  in  the 
Act  of  1877  as  a  sop  to  the  magistiateB 
vhea  the  prinoipal  part  of  their  oontrol 
was  taken  nwaj. 

B™  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  should  like  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  if  he 
was  disposed  to  consider  favourablj  the 
transfer  of  any  part  of  the.  Tiaiting 
powers  to  the  Council,  which,  after  all, 
composed  nine-tenths  of  the  work.  He 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  corrective 
powers  were  retained  in  the  hands  of 
the  magistrates,  and  the  general  visiting 
functions  were  tranef erred  to  the  County 
Oouncils.  He  should  be  very  well  satis- 
fied with  an  arrangement  of  that  kind, 
and  on  that  footing  he  would  assent  to 
the  retention  of  the  corrective  power  of 
punishment  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates. 

Mb.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  make 
an  obaervation  from  the  point  of  view  of 
a  practical  man.  When  the  priaonere 
were  walking  round  and  round  the 
prison  yard,  and  visitors  appeared  at  the 
door,  the  prisoners  were  ordered  to  halt, 
so  that  any  man  who  had  a  complaint  to 
prefer  might  come  forward.  He  believed 
that  a  prisoner,  if  he  had  legitimate 
cause  of  complaint— which  sometimes 
might  arise,  even  in  an  Engliah  prison 
— would  be  much  more  likely  to  come 
forward  and  report  the  views  to  a  mem- 
ber of  a  popularly  elected  Council  than 
to  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  who  was 
appointed  from  a  class  whiah,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  he  had  been  taught  to  con- 
eider  in  direct  opposition  to  hie  own. 
Therefore,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  by 
pressing   the  Amendment  to  a   Divi- 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  ho  wished  to  say 
one  word  iu  answer  to  the  statement 
which  had  just  been  made.  He  had 
been  a  visiting  magistrate  for  many 
years,  and  he  had  invariably  carried  out 
this  rule — that  whenever  he  entered  the 
cell  with  a  brother  magistrate  to  listen 
to  the  complaints  of  a  prisoner  no 
offloial  should  he  allowed  to  be  present. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  usual 
practice  that  prevailed,  and  though  the 
management  of  the  gaols  had  been  taken 
away  from  the  magistrates,  and  vested 
in  the  Government,  the  visiting  magis- 
trates never  neglected  their  duty  of 
Mr.  Matthm* 
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visiting,  and  inquiring  carefully  into  any 
complaints  the  prisoners  had  to  make. 

Mu.  OUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
aaid,  he  did  not  wish  to  impugn  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet,  but  he  thought  that  if  inquiry 
were  made  into  the  matter  it  would  be 
found  that  the  course  he  had  referred 
to  was  not  invariably  pursued. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  desired  to  express  his 
concurrence  with  the  remarks  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  made 
as  to  the  great  importance  of  trans- 
ferring, wherever  it  could  be  done  pro- 
perly, the  functions  of  the  magistrates 
to  the  County  Councils.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  Government,  although 
unable  to  accept  this  particular  Amend- 
ment, would  consent  to  transrer  to  the 
County  Councils  the  general  visiting 
fanotions,  while  retaining  the  judicial 
functions  in  the  hands  of  the  •Tnstioes. 
He  believed  that  such  a  provision  would 
tend  to  increase  the  importance  of  the 
County  Councils. 

Mk.  JOHN  MOELET  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  should  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  an  extremely  important 
precedent  on  this  point — namely,  the 
precedent  of  the  Visiting  Committee  ap- 
pointed under  the  Scotch  Prisons  Act  of 
1 877.  By  that  Act,  which  was  modelled 
upon  the  Engliah  Act,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee need  not  be  Justices.  The  sec- 
tion provided  that  a  Visiting  Committee 
should  be  appointed  for  every  prison 
under  the  Act,  and  that  it  should  consist 
of  a  certain  number  of  persons  being 
Commissioners  of  Supply  and  Justices 
of  the  Peace.  Now,  what  were  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  ?  They  were 
exactly  the  same  order  of  persons,  and 
entrusted  with  very  mucn  the  same 
functions,  as  the  County  Councils  now 
proposed  to  be  constituted. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWEE  (Waterford,  E.) 
said,  he  maintained  that  it  should  be 
an  important  partof  the  new  Body  about 
to  be  created  to  administer  the  business 
of  the  county  and  visit  the  prisons, 
in  order  that  they  might,  without  the 
presence  of  the  officials,  ascertain  what 
the  treatment  of  the  prisoners  was.  If 
it  were  necessary,  he  could  point  out 
various  abuses  of  which  he  knew  some- 
thing personally.    The   administration 
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of  the  present  Bjstem  was  simply  dsle- 

gited  to  nominees  of  the  Qorernment. 
a  vas  anxious  that  the  duties  should 
be  transfeTred  to  peraouB  who  were 
responsible  to  the  people,  and  on  those 
grounds  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
prera  the  Amendment. 

Ub.  PICKERSaiLL  said,  he  simpl; 
rose  to  say  that  he  cordially  accepted 
the  sng^stion  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Goveniment 
Board  would  give  a  distinct  pledge  that 
on  a  subsequent  part  of  the  Bill  he  would 
introduce  words  that  would  have  the 
effect  of  transferring  to  the  Oounty 
Councils  the  visiting  powers,  properly 
■o  called,  of  the  Justices,  reserving  to  the 
Justices  the  judicial  functions  in  regard 
to  the  infliction  of  punishment,  he  would 
lie  prepared  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. But  if  &  distinct  pledge  of  that 
kind  was  not  given  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  be  neoessary  to  carry  the  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

Ub.  BIIGH.IE  said,  that  he  could 
not  give  any  such  pledge  to  the  hon. 
Qentlsman.  The  precedent  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Uorley)  was  not  eiactly  on  all  fours,  be- 
cause the  power  of  a  Visiting  Oommittee 
in  England  were  nut  the  same  as  those 
in  Scotland.  So  far  as  he  could  say, 
no  judicial  powers  were  exercised  by 
Visiting  Committees  in  Scotland  at 
all.  If  the  Government  were  to  retain 
the  judicial  powers  in  the  hands  of  the 
Justices  and  to  transfer  the  other  powers 
to  the  Oounty  Councils,  the  effect  would 
be  to  set  up  two  Visiting  Committees, 
which  the  Government  did  not  think  at 
all  desirable.  He  was  afraid,  therefore, 
that  he  could  not  give  the  undertaking 
otked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Bethnal  Green.  The  argument  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  powers 
conferred  by  Act  of  FarJiament  on  the 
Justices  were  judicial,  and  they  desired 
to  retain  in  the  hands  of  the  Justices 
the  judicial  functions  now  exercised  by 
them. 

Me.  STjmSFELD  swd,  they  had 
been  discussing  a  question  on  the  larger 
issue,  whether  all  the  adioinietration  as 
to  lunatic  asylums  and  prisons  should 
not  be  subjscted  to  the  visitation  and 
supervision,    not  only    of   the    county 
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magistrates,  but  of  the  members  of  the 
County  Council.  He  entertained  a 
strong  opinion  upon  that  subject;  and 
either  on  the  preeeot,  or  some  other 
occaaioD,  he  hoped  that  some  proposal 
would  be  made  la  regard  to  it  which 
would  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity to  wait  for  another  opportunity, 
but  that  this  was  the  right  occasion  to 
raise  the  discussion  if  it  were  considered 
desirable.  It  was  admitted  that  some 
of  the  functions  of  the  Visiting  Justices 
were  not  judicial,  and  might  be  per- 
formed by  persons  who  were  not 
Justices  of  the  Peace ;  for  instance,  the 
4th  section  of  the  Prisons  Act  required 
a  report  to  be  sent  in  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  prisons,  and  also  as  to  any  re- 
pairs  that  might  be  necessary.  Surely  it 
was  not  necessary  that  a  Visiting  Com- 
mittee should  have  the  powers  of  Justices 
of  the  Peace  in  order  to  present  a  report 
in  oases  of  that  kind.  He  maintained  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  right  in  its  present  form.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  gave  it  as 
a  reason  why  they  ought  not  to  accept 
the  Amendment  that  it  was  not  desired 
that  they  should  have  two  Bodies  pos- 
sessing administrative  functions;  but  the 
Committee  had  already  provided  that 
that  was  to  be  the  case  in  regard  to  the 
lunatio  asylums. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  lay  down  that  principle  as  a 
general  propoeition. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  lay 
down  as  a  general  proposition  that  the 
institutions  in  a  oounty  should  not  be 
visited  by  more  than  one  Committee, 
but  he  now  appeared  to  confine  himself 
to  the  case  of  prisons.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
not  satisfied  that  prisoners  in  a  coun^ 
should  be  visited  simply  by  the  Justices ; 
and  they  demanded  that  they  should  be 
visited  also  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people — that  not  only  the  Justices,  but 
the  delegates  of  the  people  at  large 
should  bo  admitted  within  tho  precincts 
of  the  prisons.  Ibis  Bill,  in  reference  to 
lunatic  asylums,  transferred  certain  ad- 
ministrative functions  from  the  Quarter 
Sessions  to  the  County  Councils;  and  in 
the  6th  clause  it  reserved  the  right  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  to  appoint  a  visit- 
B  IBnmlh  Iftght.} 
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QueBtiau  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ajoa  1B7; 
Noea  259:  Hajority  72.— (Dir.  list, 
No.  159.) 

Ifa.  BARING  (London),  la  moviag 
the  following  Amendment,  in  pa^  3, 
line  37,  at  end,  to  insert  "exoept  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  and  every  clerk  to 
juBticee  in  petty  aessiona,"  aaid,  the 
right  hon.  (ientleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Qorernment  Board  had  been 
kind  enough  to  inform  him  that  the 
question  to  which  this  Amendment  re- 
lated was  settled  by  Glauses  82  and  83. 
He  (Mr.  Baring)  had  read  those  clanses 
with  considerable  care,  and,  as  far  as  he 
was  able  to  understand  them,  though  he 
might  possibly  be  wrong  in  his  inter- 
pretation of  them,  they  referred  merely 
to  the  payment  of  the  fees,  whereas  the 
present  clause  related  to  the  fixing  of  the 
fees.  If  be  was  wrong  in  this  view,  he 
abonld,  of  course,  have  nothing  to  do 
but  withdraw  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
desired  to  hear  what  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  to  aay  upon  the  subject. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  37,  at  end,  to  inaert  the  worda  "ex- 
cept the  clsrh  of  the  peace  and  every 
clerk  to  justices  in  petty  sessions."— 
[Mr.  Baring.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
inserted." 


ing  Committee  also.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  the  same  principles  which  prevailed 
as  to  asylums  should  not  obtain  with 
regard  to  prisons ;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend 
went  to  a  Division  he  ahoald  have  great 
satiafaction  in  voting  with  bim. 

Mr.  BBUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  asked  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  meant  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
there  was  no  administrative  busiueaa  in 
connection  with  the  prisons  which  would 
concern  the  County  Councils  ?  Surely, 
the  matter  of  repairs  referred  to  by  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  formed  part  of  the  administra- 
tive business.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  tbe 
House,  to  allow  the  Amendment  to  be 
passed,  for  this  reason— that  the  pre- 
aent  management  of  our  prisons  was 
very  far  from  what  it  ought  to  be.  He 
was  convinced  that  many  prisoners  were 
at  the  present  moment  unwisely  treated, 
and  that  they  were  teaobing  the  people 
whom  they  put  in  prison  to  hate  work. 
Meet  of  those  who  are  in  prison  went 
there  because  they  did  not  like  work, 
and  the  prison  rules  taught  them  to 
hate  it. 

Mft.  HANDEL  C0S8HAM  {Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  was  afraid  that  tbey  were 
engaged  in  the  ereotton  of  machinery 
wtucn,  after  they  bad  created  it,  would 
have  very  little  work  to  do.  Nearly  all 
theimprovementsinprison  discipline  had 
come  not  from  tbe  prison  magistrateB, 
but  had  oome  from  persons  outside,  auch 
as  the  Howard  Society.  He  cordially 
anpnorted  the  Amendment, 

Mb.  WAHMINGTON  (Monmouth. 
shire,  W.)  said,  no  one  could  dispute 
that  the  Visiting  Committee  bad  double 
functions  to  discharge.  What  waa  de- 
sired was  that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  should  perform  those  functions 
which  were  strictly  called  judicial,  and 
that  members  of  the  Council  elected  b; 
the  people  should  be  able  to  go  an! 
inspect  the  prisons,  confer  with  tbe 
prisoners,  and  receive  complaints  and 
make  a  report  and  entries  in  the  visiting 
book.  That  was  all  that  was  intended 
by  tbe  Amendment  of  bis  hon.  Friend, 
and  there  waa  no  deaire  that  tbe  judicial 
fnnetions  performed  by  the  magistratea 
should  be  transferred  by  ttie  County 
Oonnoila. 

Mr.  StatufiU 


be  tbei 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  Clauaes  83 
and  83  appeared  to  go  beyond  his  hon. 
Friend'a  proposal.  Tbe  worda  of  Clause 
82  were — 

"  For  the  purpoie  of  the  enactmenta  reUtipg 
to  such  saw;  and  feea,  ike  itanding  joint 
committee  of  Uie  connty  council  aud  the  quartet 
aesBioQB  ahall  be  substituted  for  the  quarter 
sesdens  and  the  local  anthonty  TCflpectively." 
In  reference  to  clerks  of  Petty  Sessions, 
tbe  83rd  clause  provided  that — 

"  lo  the  enactmenta  relating  to  such  salanN 
and  feel  the  said  standing  joint  committee 
■hall  be  aubstitated  for  the  quartet  sesnoni 
and  the  local  authority  Tsspectively." 
He  waa  advised  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  insert  his  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment,  because  ita  object  waa  fully 
covered  by  theae  words.  If,  however, 
that  turned  out  to  be  not  the  case,  he 
would  take  care,  on  Beport,  to  amend 

Sib  JOHN  DOEINGTON(Gloaooeter, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  the  fees  paid  to 
Oerka  of  the  Feooe  and  Olerfcs  of  Fett; 
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SflsaioDB  were  judicial  fees,  and  the 
Quarter  Sessioii  Ooart  was,  b;  Statute, 
anthorized  and  obliged  to  draw  up 
Males  of  the  amountfl  to  be  paid.  The 
amounts  of  such  fees  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  determination  of  theCourt  of  Quarter 
Sessions. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  hoped  his 
hen.  Frirad  would  be  content  to  accept 
the  assurance  that  if  Olanses  B2  and  63 
did  not  cany  out  that  which  was  the 
liua.  Gentleman's  intention  and  his  own, 
lie  would  take  care  to  put  the  matter 
i-ight  on  Beport. 

Mr.  BABINQ  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment, 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ma.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  wished  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  chief 
constable"  after  the  word  "of,"  in 
line  39.  He  was  very  anxious  to  see 
good  relations  maintained  between  the 
people  and  those  who  had  autborit;  over 
tham  ;  and  he,  therefore,  desired  that 
the  determination  of  the  Chief  Oonsta- 
ble'a  salary  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Oounty  Councils. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  Order. 
1  wish  to  know,  Sit,  whether  the  ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  is  now 
raising  was  not  settled  by  the  Division 
taken  on  Friday  upon  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  ? 

ThkCHAIBMAN:  The  Amendment 
then  moved  embraced  both  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  and  the 
control  of  the  police.  I  think  that, 
technically,  this  Amendment  may  be 
moved  again;  but  I  do  sot  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  exercising  a  very  wise 
discretion  in  proposing  it. 

Mb.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  thought 
the  discretion  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  referred  was  not 
altogether  in  his  own  bands.  He  was 
very  desirous  that  the  salaries  of  all  the 
officials  should  be  left  to  the  determina- 
tion of  the  Council,  because  he  thought 
that  in  all  Departments  of  the  Public 
Service  taxation  and  representation 
should  go  together.  He  was  not  going 
to  speak  at  length  on  the  subject,  and 
had  only  a  few  more  words  to  say  about 
it.  He  iranted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  to  ooniider  whether  he  could  not, 
by  introducing  s  fresh  provision  some- 


where in  the  Bill,  encourage  County 
Councils  to  appoint  bankers  as  their 
treasurers.  Bankers  would  undertake 
the  work  of  treasurers  without  payment, 
and  they  would  perform  the  duties  ap- 
pertaining to  that  office  with  efficien^, 
and  in  a  very  buainess-Iike  manner.  He 
might  remind  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
of  what  he  knew  well,  that  a  very  large 
number  of  Local  Authorities  now  em- 
ployed bankers  as  their  treasurers. 

ThbOHAIBMAN:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  BRTJNNBR  said,  he  had  nothing 
more  to  say  about  the  Amendment,  and 
he  commended  it  to  the  Committee 
OS  one  that  they  would  do  wisely  to 
adopt. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  line 
39,  after  the  word  "of,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  Chief  Constable." — (ifr.  ifrtm< 
ntr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  only  wished 
to  say  one  word  about  the  Amendment, 
after  what  the  Chairman  had  said, 
did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to 
Continue  the  discuss  ion.  The  Com- 
mittee had  undoubtedly  considered  the 
rttion  in  connection  with  the  police 
ady,  and  had  taken  a  Division  upon 
it.  He  thought  that  the  argument  in 
favour  of  rejecting  this  Amendment  was 
much  stronger  now  than  it  was  before 
Division  was  taken  on  Friday 
evening. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  said,  be  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  discussion  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  respecting  the  police  had  not 
nearly  conoluded  when  the  Division  was 
taken  on  Friday  evening.  He  would 
not  venture  upon  forbidden  ground ; 
but  he  thought  that  everybody  who  was 
present  during  the  last  hour  of  the  dia- 
oussion  on  Friday  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  throueh  the  excessive  im- 
patience of  hon.  Genuemen  opposite  that 
the  discussion  was  curtailed.  Many  of 
those  who  had  wished  to  address  the 
Committee  on  Friday  felt  that  they  were 
entitled  to  say  something  on  the  subject 
now.  But,  whether  they  did  so  or  not, 
the  mere  fact  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  was  rejected  on  Fri- 
day could  not  be  held  to  exclude  all  dis- 
cussion on  the  question  of  the  police. 
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An  Amendment  on  the  subject  was  to  be 
mored  on  the  7th  cl&UBe,  and  he  hoped 
that  it  would  not  be  ruled  out  of  Oi^er 
when  reached.  As  to  the  present 
Amendment,  he  should  like  to  empha- 
size what  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northwich  (Mr.  Brunaer) 
had  stated  as  to  the  importance  of 
maintainingthe  principle  that  theelected 
repreeentatives  of  the  people  on  the 
Council  Councils  should  have  the  control 
of  the  appointment  and  the  fixing  of 
the  salar;  of  the  Chief  Constable.  It 
would  not  be  denied  that  the  office  of 
Chief  Constable  was  an  exceedingly  im- 
portant one,  and  that  that  functionary 
had  the  chief  control  of  the  police,  al- 
though the  decision  of  certain  questions 
respecting  the  regulation  and  efficiency 
of  the  police  was  assigned  by  the  BiU  to 
various  authorities.  The  joint  Com- 
mittee would  have  a  great  deal  to 
say  about  the  management  and  control 
of  the  police,  but  the  Local  Qoremment 
Board  or  the  Home  Office,  or  some  cen- 
tral authority,  would  also,  to  a  large 
extent,  look  after  the  efficiency  of  tbe 
force.  Those  who  sat  on  tbe  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  felt  very  strongly  that 
the  control  of  the  police,  as  far  as  the 
appointment,  pay,  and  removal  of  the 
Ctuef  Constable  were  concerned,  should 
be  in  the  hands  not  of  a  Joint  Committee 
of  irresponsible  men,  but  of  tbe  elected 
representatiTes  of  the  people  on  the 
County  Council.  On  this  point,  he 
might  allude  to  the  difficulties  that  had 
arisen  lately  witbin  a  stone's  throw  of 
that  House  in  connection  witb  tbe  treat- 
ment of  the  publio  by  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis.  From  what  he  had  seen  of 
the  temper  of  the  people,  he  thought 
that  more  mischief  bad  been  done  by  the 
action  of  the  Qovernment  and  the  polioe 
in  connection  with  meetings  in  Trafal- 
gar Square  than  had  been  created  during 
the  whole  time  that  bad  elapsed  since 
the  Hyde  Park  riots  a  good  many  years 
ago.  Wherever  one  went  in  the  Metro- 
polis to-day,  one  found  in  existence  a 
feeling  of  exasperation  against  the 
police.  It  was  a  very  great  pity  that  it 
was  so,  but  this  kind  of  feeling  would 
always  be  aroused  whenever,  by  tbe 
timidity  of  a  mischievous  official  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
taryCMr.Matthews), police  were  directed 
to  trample  upon  the  people.  He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  go  among  the  people 
with  the  object  o!  ascertaining  their 
Xr,  Conyhtart 


feelings  on  the  subject,  and  he  could 
only  say  that  there  was  such  a  feeling 
of  exasperation  as  it  was  very  dangeroos 
ever  to  arouse  among  the  populace 
against  tbe  constituted  authorities.  He 
would  endeavour  to  illustrate  the  prin- 
ciple  be  was  fighting  for  by  referring  to 
another  case,  drawn  not  from  the  Me- 
tropolis, but  from  the  county  with  which 
he  had  tbe  honour  to  be  connet-ted.  He 
would  not  refer  to  the  riots  which  oc- 
curred in  1885  in  the  St.  Austell  Divi- 
sion, as  he  preferred  to  leave  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  Division  (Mr.  W.  A. 
M'Artbur)  to  deal  with  them,  if  he 
chose  to  do  so.  He  would,  however, 
allude  to  the  difficulties  which  occurred 
in  the  capital  of  the  Division  he  repre- 
sented, the  Town  of  Camborne,  some 
years  back.  At  that  time  there  was 
exactly  the  same  maltreatment  of  the 
people  by  tbe  police  as  had  been  wit- 
nessed in  the  Metropolis  within  the  last 
few  mouths.  In  Camborne  the  police 
did  not,  perhaps,  ride  down  the  people 
and  massacre  tbem 

Mtt.  W".  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  beg  to  aak  whether  these  remarks  are 
in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem. 
ber  is,  I  believe,  coming  to  the  Ques> 
lion.  I  believe  he  is  merely  giving  aa 
illustration  of  his  argument. 

Mr.  GONYBEARE  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  bon.  Member  opposite  had  not 
listened  to  him  with  sufficient  attention 
to  enable  him  to  follow  hie  argument. 
He  had  laid  down  tbe  principle  that  the 
control  of  the  polioe,  as  far  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  was 
oonceraed,  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
elected  members  of  the  County  Council, 
and  he  was  giving,  as  his  reason  for 
advocating  that  principle,  facte  which 
many  hon.  Members  might  choose  to 
deny,  but  which  were  within  tbe  know- 
ledge of  some  of  them  at  any  rate.  The 
first  series  of  facts  were  those  connected 
witb  Trafalgar  Square,  and  the  second 
series  related  to  bis  own  constituency. 
Surely  a  Member  of  that  House  bad  a 
right  to  speak  about  what  had  happened 
in  his  own  constituency.  On  the  oocaeion 
to  which  he  vos  referring  in  Camborne, 
the  police  behaved  with  exceeding  rough- 
ness, harshness,  and  brutality  to  the 
people.  The  consequence  was  that  there 
were  riots  in  Oambome,  as  there  would 
always  be  in  a  place  wb9re  the  people 
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vere  treated  with  injuatioe,  and  vliere 
a  feeling  of  indigoatioii  and  exaspera- 
tion voB  aroused.  For  his  own  part,  he 
wished  to  see  maiotained  the  respect 
which  the  people  of  this  oountry  always 
held  for  the  constituted  authorities. 
That  respect  was  being  slowl;  sapped 
and  undermined  b;  the  action  of  the 
present  Qovemment.  It  was  to  a  great 
extent  undermined  by  the  action  of  the 
police  at  Camborne  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  was  referring.  The  police 
used  to  go  about  the  streete  and  deli- 
berately hustle  the  poor  men  with  the 
Tiew  of  raising  a  charge  against  them  of 
being  drunk  and  of  putting  them  into 
the  lock-up.  This  occurred  repeatedly, 
and  the  result  was  that  riote  took  place. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  Cbief 
Constable  of  the  county,  who  was  not  a 
brave  man,  took  to  his  beels,  and,  he 
believed,  bad  never  shown  his  face  in 
Camborne  aince.  He  would  give  the 
Committee  one  more  illustration,  and  he 
thought  it  a  very  pertinent  and  import- 
ant one,  of  what  was  likely  to  happen  in 
Devon  under  this  Bill.  The  measure 
proposed  to  turn  into  separate  counties 
all  boroughs  in  which  the  population 
amounted  to  or  exceeded  50,000.  The 
result  would  be  that  Devonport  and 
Flymonth  would  each  become  counties 
in  thamselveB,  whilst  Stonehouse  would 
■till  form  part  of  the  County  of  Devon. 
Devonport  and  Stonehouae  formed  one 
borough  for  Parliamentary  purposes, 
but  were  divided  for  local  purposes.  In 
Stonehouse  the  police  were  under  the 
control  of  the  irresponsible  magistracy 
of  the  county,  whilst  in  Devonport  they 
were  under  the  management  of  the 
Municipal  Authorities.  The  residents 
of  Stonehouse  and  Devonport  respec- 
tively said  that  there  was  all  the  difier- 
ence  in  the  world  between  the  treatment 
of  the  poople  by  the  police  in  one  place 
and  their  treatment  in  the  other. 

Tm  CHAIBMAN  ;  The  hon.  Memh. 
has  been  allowed  great  latitude.    He  is 
not  at    all   speaking   to    this    special 
Amendment,   which   in    itself  is   only 
teohsical. 

Ur.  CONYBEAItE  said,  be  did  not 
wish  for  a  moment  to  transgress  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  or  to  pursue  the 
matter  further.  He  might,  perhaps, 
have  some  other  opportunity  oE  refer- 
ring to  the  subject.  He  was  only 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  Committee 
the  importance  of  maintaining  the  piiU' 


ciple  that  the  police  should  be  controlled 
by  the  representatives  of  the  pe^le. 
If  the  people  controlled  their  Chief  (in- 
stable, they  could,  at  any  rate,  indirectly 
control  their  police.  The  Members  of 
the  Opposition  were  satisfied  that  they 
were  doing  their  duty  in  taking  their 
stand  upon  that  principle.  No  doubt 
the  Supporters  of  the  Qovemment  would 
over-rule  them  if  they  went  to  a  Divi- 
sion  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  people  of 
the  country  would  approve  their  action 
in  having  inaisted  upon  giving  to  the 
people  the  control  of  the  police. 

SiK  QEOHGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.)  aaid,  that,  as  he  understood 
the  Bill,  the  control  of  the  police  was 
to  be  vested  jointly  in  the  Justices  and 
the  County  Councils,  but  that  the  Jus- 
tices were  to  appoint  and  the  Council 
was  to  pay  the  Cbief  Constable.  This 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  inconvenient 
arraogement.  In  his  opinion,  if  the 
County  Council  was  to  pay  for  the  police 
officers,  it  was  most  reasonable  that  it 
should  appoint  them.  The  joint  com- 
mittee would  have  a  very  inefficient  con- 
trol over  the  police  if  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  rested  solely  with 
the  Justices.  He  thought  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
rest  with  the  County  Council  alone, 
although  he  admitted  that  the  Crm- 
mittee  had  already  accepted  what  he 
regarded  as  the  bad  system  of  joint 
control. 

Me.  STANSFELD  said,  he  was 
rather  disposed  to  suggest  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northwioh  (Mr. 
Brunner)  that  he  should  not  insist  upon 
carrying  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
Hie  reasons  for  saying  so  were  these. 
Practically  speaking,  the  Committee 
bad  decided  not  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Council  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable;  but  the  Committee  had  not 
decided  anything  with  regard  to  bts 
salary.  Whatever  reasons  there  might 
be  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  in  re- 
gard to  leaving  to  the  County  Council 
Uie  appointment  of  Chief  Constable, 
thoae  reasona  did  not  necessarily  apply 
to  the  payment  of  the  salary,  and  it  was 
inconsistent  to  leave  the  payment  of  the 
salary  to  the  County  Council  and  not  to 
leave  it  the  right  of  determining  the 
duty  which  was  connected  with  the  pay- 
ment of  that  salary.  This  being  so,  he 
intended  to  move  the  addition  of  these 
words  to  the  sub-section — "  and  tbe  de- 
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allow  other  Members  to  ooiiBtrue  the 
word  "  appoiotment "  in  the  Bense  in 
which,  it  was  ordinarily  used.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  QoTemment 
Board  would  hardly  cjontend  that  the 
word  "appointment  included  the  fixing 
of  the  salary.  The  Lord  Ohancellor 
made  many  appotntmentB  in  the  course 
of  the  year,  but  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  fixing  of  the  salary  that  was 
attached  to  those  appointments.  He 
did  not  think  the  Committoe  could  be 
justly  accused  of  ref  aalng  to  accept  the 
decision  come  to  on  Friday  evening  if 
it  adopted  the  intended  proposal  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Halifax. 

Mb.  £ITCHIB  said,  that  what  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  to  suggest  was,  that 
the   Committee,  having   negatived   the 

groposal  to  place  the  appointment  of  the 
hief  Constable  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council,  should  now  accept  an 
Amendment  which  would  put  the  quea- 
tion  of  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Constable 
in  th«  hands  of  the  County  Countul. 
Surely  this  would  he  absurd.  Under 
Clause  29  of  the  Bill  matters  connected 
with  the  salary  and  the  payment  of  the 
police  force  would  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  joint  committee ;  and, 
looking  at  the  fact  that  the  Committee 
had  practically  determined  that  the  con- 
trol and  administration  of  the  police 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  joint  com- 
mittee, the  Goyemment  considered  that 
all  questions  affecting  the  pa;  of  the 
police  should  also  be  left  to  the  decision 
of  the  joint  committee. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  said,  that 
the  Committee  had  not  yot  come  to  the 
decision  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  said  they  had  arrived  at. 
When  the  right  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  said 
that  the  "appointment"  inoiuded  the 
"  salary,"  he  must  have  forgotten  what 
was  the  case  with  reference  to  botOQghs. 
In  the  boroughs,  whilst  the  appointment 
and  control  of  the  Chief  Constable  rested 
with  the  Watch  Committee,  the  pay  of  the 
Chief  Constable  rested  with  the  Council. 
The  question  of  the  pay  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
the  Committee  could  not,  he  thought, 
in  any  way  more  emphatically  show  its 
distrust  of  the  new  Councils  than  by 
depriving  them  of  the  power  of  the 


termination  of  the  salary  of  the  Chief 
Constable."  This  would,  of  ooursa, 
raise  the  question  of  the  right  of  the 
County  Council  to  determine  the  salary, 

Mr.  BEUNNEB  said,  he  did  not 
clearly  understand  whether  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stansfeld]  would  move 
the  addition  of  the  words  he  bad  men- 
tioned if  he  (Mr.  Brunner)  withdrew 
Ms  Amendments  ? 

Mr.  stansfeld  said,  that  he  did 
propose  to  move  the  addition  of  those 
words. 

Mb.  heneage  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  that  as  he  had  proposed  the 
Amendment  on  Friday,  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  thought  his  proposal  had 
then  been  thoroughly  threshed  out.  He 
did  not  see  how  they  were  to  carry  on 
the  Business  of  that  House  unless  they 
loyally  accepted  the  decisions  which, 
after  full  discussion,  had  been  arrived 
at.  Therefore,  although  he  hoped  that 
before  many  years  were  over  flie  deci- 
sion of  Friday  evening  would  be  re- 
versed, he  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment now  suggested. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
said,  he  hoped  the  Committee,  by  re- 
fusing to  accept  this  Amendment,  would 
show  the  people  of  the  country  for  a 
second  time  that  they  regarded  them  as 
either  idiots  or  daueeroas  wild  beasts, 
who  were  not  fit  to  oe  trusted  with  the 
control  of  their  own  police. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEYsaid,he  thought 
that  possibly  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  had  misunderstood  the  sug- 

Sestion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
[ember  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 
In  the  Amendment  moved  on  Friday 
there  was  no  question  of  salary. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  his 
Amendment  included  the  words  "the 
appointment,"  which  naturally  included 
"salary."  ICrifs  of  "Oh,  oh!  "J  Well, 
that  was  how  be  understood  his  Amend- 
ment, which  also  provided  for  "  the 
control  and  the  dismissal."  In  moving 
the  Amendment  he  had  intended  to 
give  the  County  Council  full  control 
over  the  police  and  the  Chief  Constable. 
As  the  majority  ha'd  been  against  him, 
he  aocepted  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  good  faith. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLET  said,  his  right 

hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  at  liberty  to 

accept  the  decision  arrived  at  on  Friday 

in  any  sense  he  pleased,  but  he  must 

Mr.  SUtu/tU 
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purse.  As  to  tbe  question  of  whether 
the  p&y  of  the  Chief  Constable  could 
be  regarded  as  distinct  from  the  decision 
orriTsd  at  on  Friday,  he  might  at  once 
tell  the  Government  that  when  the  clause 
dealing  with  the  appointment  of  the  joint 
committee  came  up  for  consideration,  he 
should  certainly,  if  no  one  else  did,  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  jointcommittee  should 
or  should  not  have  full  control  of  the 
Chief  CoDBtable  as  of  all  otheroonstables. 
He  hoped  his  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northwich  (Ur.  Bruimer)  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  it  was 
really  in  conflict  with  the  decision 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee  on  Friday. 
The  proposed  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Fnend  the  Uember  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stonsfeld)  would  then,  in  due  time, 
raise  the  question  whether  the  amount 
of  the  salary  should  not  be  fised  by  the 
Body  which  raised  the  rates. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  sud,  he  wished  to 
ask  for  the  Chairman's  ruling  on  another 
point  of  Order.  Supposing  that  the 
Amendment  were  not  withdrawn,  and 
were  agreed  to  by  the  Committee,  the 
determination  of  the  nalary  of  the  Chief 
Constable  would  be  transferred  to  the 
new  Council.  That  was  precisely  the 
proposal  that  was  negatived  on  Friday, 
and  he  wished  to  know  what  would  be 
the  position  of  the  question  under  the 
Bill  r  Would  the  appointment  of  Chief 
Constable  remain  as  at  present  intended, 
or  would  it  also  be  transferred  to  the 
new  Council  7 

The  OHAIBMAN  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  the  determi- 
nation of  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable would  undoubtedly  be  vested  ii 
the  new  Council.  The  decision  of  Fri- 
day last  negatived  that  proposal,  not  by 
itself,  but  by  associating  it  with  the 
proposal  that  the  control  of  the  police 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Council.  The  Amendment  was  not  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  the  decision  not 
to  allow  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  to  be  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Council. 

Mr.  BBUNNEE  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw tho  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,'  withdrawn. 

Hn.  BRUNNER  said,  it  was  pro- 
vided in  the  Bill  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  should  be  the  Clerk  of  the  County 
Council,  and  that  seemed  to  him  a  ter- 


rible infringement  of  that  very  good 
rule,  that  taxation  and  representation 
should  go  together.  Surely  the  ap- 
pointment and  removal  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace,  if  he  was  to  be  the  servant 
of  the  County  Council,  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Council.  With 
regard  to  Clerks  of  Justices,  he  did  not 
know  that  he  had  very  much  to  say ; 
but  he  felt  very  strongly  upon  the  ap- 
pointment, removal,  and  determination 
of  the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace ; 
he  was  an  officer  in  whom  he  took  a 
great  deal  of  interest  just  now. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  2, 
to  leave  out  from  ' '  other  than  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  and  the  clerk  of  the  jus- 
tices." — C^''-  £rutuur.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  tol>e  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  would  be  the  joint  officer  of  tho 
County  Council  and  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  it  was  desirable,  indeed  he  thought 
necessary,  that  bis  appointment  should 
rest  with  the  Committee  composed  of 
half  from  the  Justices  and  half  from  the 
County  Council,  and  which  was  provided 
for  in  Clause  83.  So  long  as  the  Clork 
of  the  Justices  remained  the  servant  of 
the  Justices  his  appointment  remained 
with  the  Justices,  but  bo  far  as  his 
salary  was  concerned  it  would  be  deter- 
nuDod  by  the  joint  committee.  Surely 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  advocate 
that  the  joint  officer  should  not  be  under 
the  control  of  the  joint  committee  ? 

Mb.  BBUNNKR  said,  he  merely 
wished  that  the  questiou  of  salary  should 
be  determined  by  the  representatives  of 
the  people  who  paid  the  money. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  was 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  should  bo 
the  joint  officer  of  the  irresponsible  body 
of  magistrates  and  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, and  he  held  it  to  be  a  most  mis- 
chievous proposal.  The  Clerk  of  the 
County  Council  should  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Council,  just  as  the  Town 
Clerk  was  the  servant  of  a  Town  Coun- 
cil. He  altogether  objected  to  this  joint 
officer.  The  officer  would  probably  have 
more  than  enough  to  do  with  his  joint 
duty  than  he  could  do  well,  and  his  work 
would  be  done  badly  for  both  his  mas- 
ters. He  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  animated 
by  a   desire   that   these  new  OouDoils 
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Bhoald  have  full  authority  ia  matters  ea- 
trusted  to  them ;  but  the  Qovemment 
were  too  read;  to  listen  to  any  BUgges 
tion  from  their  Supporters  ia  the  di 
rectioa  of  ein&BCulatiDg  the  Bill  and 
making  the  authority  of  the  Council 
more  shadowy.  In  every  possible  way 
hon.  Members  showed  their  distrust  of 
the  new  Authority,  and  every  attempt 
take  away  the  functions  and  duties  of 
the  Council,  every  limitation  of  a  right 
the  Council  might  naturally  aspire  to, 
would  tend  to  make  it  impotent  and 
worthless,  and  a  Body  that  would  cer- 
tainly not  attract  those  men  of  honour, 
virtue,  and  probity,  of  whom  so  much 
had  been  said.  The  ratepayers  felt 
strongly  that  they  ought  to  have  control 
over  the  salaries  of  the  officers  they 
paid.  It  was  all  vary  well  to  say  this 
officer  would  he  the  Clerk  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  but  he  would  be  paid  from  the 
rates,  and  it  was  for  the  ratepayer?, 
through  their  representatives,  to  say 
what  he  should  be  paid,  not  an  irre- 
sponsible body  of  magistrates.  Beyond 
that,  the  Council  ought  to  have  full 
control  over  their  officer.  He  would 
have  to  be  constantly  in  attendance,  and 
would  probably  take  the  minutes  of  pro- 
oeediuge.  How  would  the  House  of 
Commons  treat  a  suggestion  that  the 
House  of  Lords  should  have  any  control 
over  the  payment  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons clerks  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  191; 
Noes  130;  Majority  61.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  160.) 

Mb.  STAN3FELD  said,  he  had  now 
to  move  an  Amendment  at  the  end  in 
r«fereoce  to  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. He  would  not  labour  the  point, 
but  simply  say  the  position  he  took  up 
was  that  all  the  salaries  payable  out  of 
the  County  rates  should  bo  determined 
by  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  4,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "justices,"  to  insert  the 
words  "and  the  determination  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Constahle."— {.^r. 
Slant/eld.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  OONYBEAKE,  In  reference  to 
what  had  been  said,  that  appointment 
and  removal  neoessarily  included  the 
Jfr.  Conj/beare 
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determination  of  salary,  said  it  wonid 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Committer 
that  the  Ooremment  last  year  made  an 
appointment  to  a  particular  office  with- 
out determining  any  salary  at  all.  The 
late  Colonel  King-Harman  was  ap- 
pointed without  any  salary,  and  there 
was  a  precedent  tben  for  considering 
separately  from  the  question  of  appoint- 
ment, the  question  of  determining 
salary. 

Me.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment against  this  proposal  to  be  that 
those  who  had  appointment  and  control 
should  have  the  fixing  of  the  salary. 
But  if  that  were  allowed,  it  would 
be  the  Justices  not  the  joint  oommit- 
tee  who  would  fix  the  salary  of 
the  Chief  Constable?  But  he  asked, 
how  was  it  proposed  to  fix  the  salary  ? 
The  argument  for  the  Amendment 
was  simply  that  those  who  raised 
the  rates  should  have  the  spending  of 
them.  That  was  the  whole  point  and 
merit  of  the  BiU,  that  it  put  the  raising 
and  spending  of  the  rates  in  repre- 
sentative hands.  Apart  altogether  from 
the  vexed  question  of  the  control  of  the 
police,  thisquestion  of  determining  salary 
should  be  placed  iu  the  hands  of  the 
elective  Council. 

Mb.  BITCaiE  said,  it  might  or  might 
not  be  right  to  give  to  Quarter  Sessions 
the  appointment  of  Chief  Constable, 
that  was  a  matter  not  now  under  dis- 
cussion; hut  it  was  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  in  the  Bill,  and  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
meant  that  the  Body  that  was  to  have 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable 
was  to  have  no  voice  in  the  fixing  of 
that  officer's  remuneration.  That  was  a 
doctrine  the  Qovernment  did  not  assent 
to.  If  it  was  right  that  the  appoint- 
ment should  rest  with  Quarter  Sessions, 
as  it  did,  it  was  evident  that  to  adopt 
the  Amondmont  might  lead  to  a  conflict 
between  Quarter  Sessions  and  the 
County  Council,  and  which  might  result 
m  the  Council  making  such  arrange- 
ments as  would  entirely  defeat  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  in  leaving  the  appoint- 
ment of  Chief  Constable  with  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  was  not  contending  now 
that  the  appointment  should  remain  with 
Quarter  Sessions ;  that  would  be  decided 
presently.  All  he  said  was  that  was  the 
arrangement  in  the  Bill,  and  he  could 
not  consent  to  taking  front   the  Body 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  9,  after  the  word  "  electioo,"  insert 
the  words  "  the  place  of  holding  courts 
for  the  Torision  of  the  lists  of  voters." 
— (Jfr.  Eitehit.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agntd  to. 

Mb.  BBTTNNER  proposed  to  insort, 
after  the  words  just  inserted,  the  words, 
"  Frorided  that  no  selected  CounoUlors 
shall  have  a  vote  in  respect  of  such 
matters."  He  desired  that  the  County 
Council  should  be,  like  Csesar's  wife, 
above  snspicioD.  There  was,  unfortu- 
nately, a  feeling  widely  prev^ent  that 
men  who  did  not  owe  theit  position  to 
free  election  by  their  fellows,  were  not 
so  fully  to  be  trusted  in  such  matters  as 
the  County  Councils  would  have  to  deal 
with,  as  they  ought  to  be.  Personally, 
he  did  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
the  selected  Oounoillors  would  do  any- 
thing to  seoure  a  Party  triumph.  He 
had  never  found  amongst  the  Justices 
of  Oheahire  an  inclinaticn  to  snatch  a 
Party  advantage  in  the  settlement  of 
aGTaire;  but  it  was  simply  because  he 
desired  there  should  be  no  possible 
auBpicion  that  a  Party  advantage  was 
attempted,  that  ha  proposed  that  the 
selected  Councillors  should  not  have  a 
vote  in  respect  of  such  matters. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
last  inserted,  to  insert  the  words 
"  provided  that  no  selected  Counoillors 
shall  have  a  vote  ia  respect  of  suoh 
matter*."— (Jfr.  Brunwr.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ub.  BITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  put  the  Alder- 
men in  an  inferior  position  to  any  other 
members  of  the  Council. 

Mb.  CONYBKABE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  bad  given  a  sort 
of  undertaking  that  the  question  of 
Aldermen  would  be  re- considered. 

Tub  FIEST  LOHD  oi-  tab  TREA- 
SURY [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  begged  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  misrepresent  him. 
He  distinctly  stated,  in  reply  to  a 
question  put  to  him,  that  they  saw  no 
reason  to  re- consider  the  question. 

Mb.  HANDEL  C0S3HAM  said,  there 
woe  one  argument  which  might  be  used 
\atvtHth  Night.^ 
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having  the  appointment  all  voice  in  fix- 
ing the  salary. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  altogether  oblivious 
of  a  fact  that  should  be  familiar  to  his 
Parliamentary  and  official  experience. 
The  House  of  Commons  did  not  appoint 
civil  servants  or  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy,  yet  the  House  of  Commons 
determined  what  pay  theyshould  receive. 
He  urged  that  in  these  Qnancial  matters, 
the  County  Council  should  be  supreme. 
The  representative  body  ought  to  have 
the  ri^ht  of  determining  the  salaries  to 
be  paid  from  the  county  rates,  and  on 
that  he  should  divide. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  {Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  might  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie] 
that  all  the  occupants  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  received  such  remuneration 
as  it  pleased  the  House  to  vote,  but  only 
two  official  appointments  were  rested  in 
the  House— that  of  the  Speaker  and 
Deputy  Speaker ;  all  the  other  appoint- 
ments were  not  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  though  the  House  fixed  the 
salaries.  There  could  not  be  a  more 
pertinent  example  opposed  to  the  con- 
tention of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  that 
was  an  argument  that  cut  away  the 
ground  from  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's 
position.  The  representatives  of  those 
who  raised  the  rates  should  have  control 
of  expenditure,  and  that  was  the  principle 
that  in  the  end  must  be  recognized. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dind*d  : — Ayes  120; 
Noes  161:  Majority  41.— (Div.  List, 
No.  161.) 

Mb.  hob  HOUSE  (Somerset,  E.)  said, 
the  clause  as  it  now  stood  provided  that 
among  the  powers  of  the  County  Councils 
there  should  be  the  determination  of  the 
coroner's  salary,  and  the  division  of  the 
county  into  coroners'  districts.  His 
Amendment  provided  that  the  County 
Council  should  also  have  "  the  aseigo- 
mentof  auch  districts." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  6,  after  the  word  "district,"  insert 
th«  words  "  and  the  aasignment  of  such 
districts."— (Jfr.  ITohhouM.) 

Question, "  That  those  words  be  there 
insetted,"  put,  and  agr*ed  to. 
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with  ftdrantaKe.  The  House  of  Lords 
stood  in  a  similar  position  to  the  House 
of  Oommons  as  the  selected  Oouucillors 
would  stand  to  the  elected  Oounoillors. 
The  House  .of  Lords  were  not  allowed 
an;  control  over  the  money  of  the  State. 
He  thoug'ht  the  same  principle  might 
with  adrantag^e  be  followed  in  the  case 
of  selected  and  elected  Oounailloni. 
Question  put,  and  nigativgd. 

Uk.  C.  hall  (Cambridge,  Cheater- 
ton)  s^d,  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name  waa 
simpl;  to  enable  the  Count;  Oouncil  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Lonal  Stamp  Act, 
if  they  ehould  think  &t.  By  that  Act 
the  Justices  had  the  power  to  receive 
the  fees  for  contentious  and  nou-cou- 
ten^ous  business  under  the  Local  Stamp 
Act  if  they  thought  fit,  and  a  great  many 
Justices  had  taken  advantage  of  that 
Act,  and  now  did  their  work  entirely  by 
means  of  stamps.  If  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  it  would  be  open  to  the 
County  Counral  to  adopt  the  Act,  and  so 
be  able  to  carry  on  their  business  in  the 
same  way  as  the  Justices  had  done. 

Amendmentprop0Bed,inpage4,linel4, 
after  the  word  "meters,"  to  insert  the 
words  "and  of  theLoc^Stamp  Act." — 

(j/r.  c.  ma.) 

Question, "Thatthose words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  t^etd  to. 

Ma.  FIETH  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  this  sub-section  was  in- 
tended to  apply  to  London,  and  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  consider  all  the  pro- 
positions sheeting  London  separately. 

Ifa.  BITCHIS  said,  that  all  these 
clauses  applied  to  County  Councils  set 
up,  and  in  that  case  applied  to  London. 
But  it  was  quite  open  for  them  when 
they  came  to  London,  to  consider  the 
peculiar  circumatances  of  London,  and 
make  special  provisions. 

Mb.  BBTTNNEfi  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  words  from  "  the 
confirmation  "  in  line  23,  to  "  and  ten  " 
in  line  26.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
County  Council  was  entirely  unfitted  to 
deal  with  the  rtUes  of  loan  societies. 
Loan  societies  were  by  no  means  confined 
to  counties.  He  knew  loan  societies 
whose  action  extended  over  the  whole 
country,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that 
the  words  be  proposed  to  omit  would  not 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill 
Mr.  Bandtl  Couham 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  23,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  "the 
confirmation"  to  the  words  "  and  ten  " 
line  26,  inclusive. — (itfr.  Brunner.) 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Ma.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  see 

ly  reason  why  these  duties  should  be 
withdrawn  from  the  County  Council, 
who  he  thought  would  be  quite  able  to 
undertake  them. 

Mr.  BHITNNEB  asked,  to  whom  was 
the  confirmation  of  loan  societies'  rules 
to  be  left.  Loan  societies  had  offices  in 
many  counties,  and  how  waa  it  to  be 
decided  which  County  Council  should 
confirm  the  rules  7  He  thought  the 
matter  had  better  be  left  as  it  was,  or 
that  the  right  hou.  Oentlsman  should 
consider  whether  he  had  better  not  take 
it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  and  keep  it  iu  his  own  hands. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  that  was  a 
separate  matter.  This  seemed  to  him 
one  of  those  administrative  matters  which 
ought  to  be  transferred  to  the  County 
Council. 

Question  put,  and  ajrttd  to. 

Ma.  FIBTH  said,  that  they  had  now 
reached  Sub-section  XYI.,  would  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  tell  them  what 
the  sub-section  referred  to  7 

Me.  EITCHIE  said,  that  until  they 
progressed  with  the  Bill  and  absolutely 
resolved  what  business  should  be  trans- 
ferred, it  was  impossible  to  say  what  the 
sub -section  referred  to. 

Mb.  CONTBEABE  sud,  that  they 
were  asked,  in  fact,  to  give  the  Oovem- 
ment  a  blank  cheque.  He  understood 
that  his  Amendment,  which  came  nest, 
the  Chairman  had  ruled  out  of  Order. 
He  presumed  that  most  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  stood  in  his  name,  followed 
the  ruling  on  Amendment  No.  15,  earlier 
in  the  evening  ;  but  what  he  wished  to 
ask,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  was  whether 
it  was  possible  to  more  a  distinct  ad- 
dition to  ths  clause,  to  the  effect  that 
powers  other  than  those  enumerated  in 
the  clause  should  be  vested  in  the  County 
Oouneil.  As  a  mattsr  of  fact,  there  was 
no  Sub-section  (2),  What  he  proposed 
was  that  there  should  be  a  Sub-section 
(2).  His  Amendment  was  that  "the 
County  Council  shall  also  have  powers 
to    deal   with    the    following  matters, 
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namely,"  and  then  followed  a  list  of 
duties.  He  Bubmitted  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  ficatcely  be  ruled  out  of 
Order  on  the  ground  that  the  powers 
enumerated  were  new  powers,  that  not 
bein^  powen  belonging  to  the  Qnarter 
Sessione  thej  could  not  be  transferred. 
That  might  not  be  the  proper  place  to 
insert  theAmendment;  but  he  eubmitted 
that  the  Amendment  was  really  a  aub- 
ataatial  Amendment,  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  extend  the  olauie  by  the 
addition  of  a  fresh  eob-Bection  contain- 
ing further  new  powers  which  he  de- 
sired to  see  added  to  the  powers  of  the 
County  Oonncil. 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  not 
in  the  least  limited  the  power  to  endow 
the  Oonncil  with  powers.  What  he  had 
said  was  that  this  Amendment  could  not 
be  moved  upon  this  clause,  as  this 
olauTC  dealt  only  with  the  transference 
of  powers. 

Mr.  CONTBEARE  said,  he  did  not 
want  to  argue  the  case.  He  wished  it  to 
be  perfectly  clear  that  as  he  read  the 
clause  the  1st  Bub-section  referred  to 
the  transference  of  powers,  and  he  de- 
sired to  add  a  sub-section  giving  the 
County  Council  additional  powers. 

Mb.  firth  asked,  if  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  words  providing  that  there  should 
also  be  given  to  the  County  Council 
certain  powers  enumerated  ? 

TnB  CHAIRMAN :  No ;  it  would  be 
quite  inconsistent  with  the  practice. 

M».  CONYBEARE  :  I  will  move  the 
Amendment  later  on. 
Amendment  proposed, 
Id  P*^  *•  *^  ^"^  ^  ^^^  ^^  foUowing  sub- 
section:—(xrii.)   "There  shall  alio  be  tnms- 
fened  to  the  county  council  all  powera   now 
TMted  in  the  court  of  quiirter  HMiona,  or  any 
committM  of   justicea,  to  acquire  or  proTida 
ahire  halls,  county  halli,lanaticaBylumB,  judges' 
lodginga,  usai^e  courta,  lock  np  houaea,  court 
honaca,  justtcea'  rooma,  police  atationl,  or  other 
county  buildioga  or  worka. — (Baron  liimiialt.) 
Question  proposed,"  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  what  he  desired 
was  fully  provided  for  by  Sub-sections 
4  and  7  of  this  clause.  The  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  was  afraid  that  the  powers 
transferred  would  not  enable  the  County 
Council  to  erect  the  various  buildings 
which  he  specified  in  his  Amendment. 
There  could  be  no  question  about  the 


fact  that  the  Qnarter  Sessions  had 
power  at  present  to  erect  buildings,  aud 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  powers  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  with  reference  to 
buildings  would  be  transferred  by  the 
clause  to  the  County  Council. 

Baeoit  DIMSDALE  said,  that  all 
he  wanted  to  do  was  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  County  Council  would  have 
the  power  to  provide  the  buildings  re- 
quired, 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLEK  said,  he 
dissented  from  the  interpretation  theright 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie]  bad  put 
on  this  clause.  At  the  commencement 
of  the  discussion  on  the  clause,  he  called 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's  attention  to 
the  slipshod  manner  in  which  the  clause 
was  drawn,  and  further  consideration  of 
the  clause  confirmed  him  in  his  opinion. 
With  all  respect  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  ventured 

say  there  was  a  question  as  to  whether 


ferred  to  the  County  Councils.  Surely 
it  would  be  better  to  put  the  matter 
beyond  all  doubt.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  meant  the  County 
Council  to  have  these  powers.  There 
was  a  doubt  in  the  matter,  thou  why 
reject  this  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  his  attention  to  the 
language  of  the  clause  a  tew  days  ago, 
ana  he  undertook  that,  before  Report, 
the  language  of  which  he  complained 
should  be  reconsidered.  He  agreed  that, 
if  necessary,  an  Amendment  should  be 
placed  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  the 
matter.  It  seemed  to  him  that  having, 
in  the  sub-section,  dealt  with  all  the 
questions  of  buildings,  it  would  be  in- 
convenient to  put  in  another  sub-section 
dealing  with  similar  matters.  It  was 
in  the  tirst  words  of  the  clause  that  an 
Amendment  was  required,  if  it  was  re- 
quired at  all,  and  be  had  undertaken 
that  the  matter  should  be  considered. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrateit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill," 

Ma.  STANSFELD  said,  that  a  short 
time  ago  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
made  a  statement  with  reference  to  the 
appointment  of  Aldermen  and  the  period 
for  which  Oounoillois  should  be  elected. 
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Ur.  BRUNNER  said,  be  deured 
again  to  appeal  to  the  riglit  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  tlie  President  of  tne  Local  Qo- 
veniment  Board,  whether  be  woald  not, 
in  some  part  of  the  Bill,  insert  words 
which  would  be  an  encouragement  to 
County  Conncils  to  appoint  bankers  as 
their  treasurers .  Bankers  did  their 
work  as  treasurers  of  Local  Authorities 
estremsly  well,  and  thej  did  it  without 
salary.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
were  excellent  reasons  for  offering  en- 
couragement to  County  CouDcils  to  ap- 
goint  oankers  as  their  treasurers.  The 
ounty  Treasurer  of  Cheshire  received 
£400  a-Toar.  To  his  (Ur.  Brunner's) 
miod,  the  work  would  be  done  rery 
much  better  by  a  bank,  and  without 
any  payment  at  all.  He  trusted  tbe 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  would  give  him 
soma  esBurance  he  would  consider  the 
matter  in  a  favourable  spirit;  otherwise 
he  would  feel  bound  to  frame  some 
words  to  carry  out  what  he  wished. 

Ub.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Government 
would  give  full  consideration  to  any 
Amendment  he  might  prepare,  but  the 
matter  he  had  now  raised  was  not  at  all 
germane  to  the  present  clause.  Fer- 
aonally,  he  felt  reluctant  to  impose  any 
restrictions  in  the  matter. 

Ua.  BRUXNER  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  right  boo.  Gentleman  that  he 
did  not  go  beyond  enoouragement. 

Question  put,  and  a^md  to. 


He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  was  not  in  the 
House  at  tbe  time  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  that  statement.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
was  present;  but  he  was  not  sure  be 
had  a  correct  impression  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith's) 
undertaking. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  what 
he  had  undertaken  with  regard  to  a 
former  clause  was,  to  consider  whether 
the  length  of  tbe  tenure  of  office  of  the 
members  of  tbe  County  Council  should 
be  three  years  or  six  years,  one-third 
of  the  number  retiring,  in  the  latter 
case,  every  two  years.  He  had  not, 
however,  undertaken  to  re-consider  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  Alder- 
men. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  thought 
there  was  some  slight  misapprehension. 
If  he  recollected  aright,  he  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler]  got  up  and  said  it  was  a  part 
of  his  proposal  that  the  question  of  the 
Aldermen  should  be  reconsidered.  The 
Committee  had  already  decided  that 
there  should  be  Aldermen.  Then  they 
negatived  the  election  for  six  years, 
and  decided  that  the  elections  should 
be  triennial.  Thereupon,  he  suggested 
that  they  might  get  rid  of  the  Alder- 
men, and  make  the  election  of  Coun- 
cillors extend  over  a  longer  period.  He 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  misrepresent  any  imderstand- 
ing  he  had  ever  given.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recon- 
sider the  whole  question. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  fault  to  find  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
recoUoction  that  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
distinctly  stated  that  he  could  not  under- 
take to  enter  into  any  engagement  to 
reconsider  the  qnestion  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Aldermen. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  enter  into  any  undertaking. 
It  was  entirely  a  matter  for  reconsidera- 
tion. 

Mb.  DIXON  (Birmingham,  Edgbas- 
ton)  said,  ho  was  in  the  House  at  the 
time,  and  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
interpretation  whiah  had  been  placed  by 
tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  upon  the 
uodertaking  he  had  given,  aud  that  it 
did  not  apply  to  Aldermen. 
Xr.  Stan^M 


Clause  4  (Transfer  to  County  Council 
of  certain  powers  of  Tustices  out  of 
Session). 

Mb.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  begged 
to  move  tbe  amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aanley 
(Mr.  Woodall). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
32,  after  the  words  "stage  ptays,"  to 
insert  the  words  "elsewhere  than  within 
boroughs."— (ifi-.  Siantfitd.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Tub  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RiTCHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
he  must  ask  the  Committee  net  to 
assent  to  this  Amendment,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  borouvhs  were 
of  all  sorts  and  sizes.  All  Doroughs 
with  over  S0,000  inhabitants  were  to  be 
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created  counties  in  tbemselvea  for  the 

gurpoaes  of  the  Bill.  There  were  a 
itge  number  of  urban  diatriots  which 
were  larger  than  Game  boroughs ;  and 
it  was  quite  clear  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried,  they  would  have 
some  light  to  feel  aggrieved.  It  muat 
be  borne  in  mind  that  full  power  was 
to  be  given  to  the  County  Council  to 
delegate  any  powers  of  this  kind  to 
the  District  Councils,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  County  Councils  would 
largely  avail  themselves  of  the  power 
where  the  boroughs  were  of  sufficient 
importanoe. 

Ma.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  he  most 
suppose  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
▼emment  Board  intended  the  clause  as 
it  stood  to  apply  to  London.  There  was 
a  new  clause  on  the  Paper  which  would 
take  the  power  away,  and  he  desired  to 
understand  clearly  that  that  power  would 
sot  be  taken  away.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  clause  as  it  stood.  This  was  a 
Tery  serious  change  in  so  far  as  it  affected 
London.  It  was  a  change  which  was 
wanted,  and  the  representatives  of  Lon- 
don qnite  approved  of  it.  The  Oovem- 
ment  had  dropped  so  many  things  that 
one  would  like  to  know  if  they  proposed 
to  drop  this. 

Hs.  RITCHIE  said,  that  by  the  Bill, 
as  it  at  present  stood,  these  powers 
would  be  oonferred  on  the  County  Coun- 
cil of  London. 

Me.  HALLET  STEWART  {Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  asked  if  the  Qovero- 
ment  would  accept  the  suggestion  that 
boroughs  of  a  certain  size  should 
have  these  powers.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  objected 
mainlv  to  the  power  being  conferred  on 
small  Doroughf,  say,  of  500  or  600  or 
700 inhabitants.  [0*M o/"0h,  oh! "] He 
knew  there  were  some  ancient  boroughs 
withfewerthan  1,000 inhabitants.  Would 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  consent  that  boroughs  with  5,000 
inhabitants  at  the  last  Census  should 
have  these  powers  ? 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  he  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  be  asked  to  go 
further  than  they  had  gone  in  the  BUI. 
The  Bill  gave  to  the  County  Councils  full 
power  of  delegation,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  every  confidence  that  the 
Body  they  were  creating  would  take 
into  consideration  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  vaiious  districts,  and  judge  for 
tbemselveB  as   to   the   districts    which 


might  properly  be  entrusted  with  these 
powers. 

Mb.  STAN8FELD  asked  permiemoa 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BRUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  give 
this  power  to  the  County  Council  if  ho 
hoped  that  they  would  not  use  it,  but 
give  it  to  the  District  Councils.  It  was 
a  pity  not  to  give  the  power  to  the  Dis- 
trict CouDcils  direct. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitohin) 
move  to  insert  after  the  word  "plays," 
in  hue  32,  the  words  "  other  than  lioenoea 
for  the  performance  of  stage  plays  by 
travelling  troupes."  It  was  unreaeon- 
able  to  suppose  that  the  County  Council, 
or  Bven  a  Committee  of  the  Council^ 
should  assemble  when  a  troupe  coming 
into  a  town  wanted  a  licence.  Consider- 
ing the  difficulties  in  the  case,  it  would 
be  as  well  to  reserve  the  power  of 
grautiDg  such  licences  to  the  magistrates. 
The  magistrates  were  always  at  hand, 
and  could  be  got  together  to  grant  any 
licence  of  the  kind. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  psge  4,  line  33,  after  tha  word  "plsyi," 
to  inaert  the  woidi "  othur  than  UoencM  for  the 
perfoRo&ace  of  atn^  pl^y^  V  traveUiag 
troapss."— (itiir«n  Dimtdsit.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  advisable  to  leave  the  clause 
as  it  stood.  His  hon.  Friend  was  pro- 
bably aware  that  it  was  usually  the 
buildings  iu  which  travelling  troupes 
performed  which  were  licensed,  and  not 
the  troupes  themselves.  This  was  jnst 
one  of  those  matters  which  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  County  Council.  That 
Body  could,  of  course,  delegate  the 
power  to  the  Justices  if  they  liked,  or  to 
the  District  Councils.  He  felt  perfectly 
certain  they  could  rely  on  County  Coun- 
cils tsking  measures  to  prevent  any 
inoonvenience  arising  in  reference  to 
such  matters. 

Mb.  BBUNNER  begged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  leave  this  power 
where  it  was  now — in  the  hands  of  the 
Justices.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  the  County  Council  would  be 
discreet  enough  to  hand  the  power  to 
the  District  Council.  Why  not  leave  it 
where  it  was  ?  The  present  system  was 
[8nt»th  Nigkl.} 
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extremely  uODTenient.  The  people  oould 
g^  now  to  the  Justieefl  without  trouble ; 
whereas  if  the  Oounty  Oouncil  d!d  not 
go  through  the  right  about  faoe  which 
the  right  hon.  OentlemaQ  expected  they 
would,  the  people  who  wanted  a  licence 
tnuit  go  to  the  county  town  far  it. 

Question  put,  and  mgativtd. 

Olatiae  ^rttd  to. 

OUuse  5  (GeBerration  of  business  to 
quarter  sesaione). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sitohix,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
4,  line  36,  leave  out  from  "  iaoculatioQ  " 
to  "  rate  or,"  in  line  37. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitohte,  the 
following  Amendment  made : — In  page 
4,  line  38,  after  "perBons,"  to  insert 
"  against  the  baais  or  standard  for  the 
oounty  rate,  or." 

Mb.  bound  (Essex  N.B.,  Harwich) 
asked,  if  the  preparation  for  the  basis 
of  the  oounty  rate  would  now  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Oounoil  ? 

Ths  ATTDENET  general  (Sir 
JtiOHASD  "Wkbstbb)  (Isle  of  "Wight) : 
Certainly. 

Ma.  HENRY  H.  FOWLEB  (Wol- 
verhampton) said,  that  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Camhome  Division  of 
Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  not  pre- 
sent, he  begged  to  more  the  Amendment 
whioh  stood  in  the  hon.  Qentleman's 
name — namely,  to  insert  after  "  All," 
in  line  40,  the  word  "  judicial."  The 
clause  would  then  read— "All judicial 
business  of  the  ijuarter  sessions  not 
transferred  by  this  Act,"  and  so  on. 
He  took  it  that  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 
Ternmeat  was  that  all  the  business  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  exoept  judicial 
business,  was  to  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Council.  If  that  were  the  in- 
tention of  the  QoTemment,  they  had 
better  say  so. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
40,  after  the  word  "all,"  to  insert  the 
word  "judicial."  —  {Mr.  ffmry  H. 
Mwltr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'judicial'  be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  BITOHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  well  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment.  The  insertion  of  the  word 
would  hamper  them  very  materially. 

Question  put,  and  ntgativtd, 
Mr.Brvnntr 


Ma.  ANDEB80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
begged  to  move  as  an  Amendment,  to 
insert  after  "  business,"  in  line  40,  the 
words  "  other  than  judicial  business." 

TheOHAIBHAN:  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is 
out  of  Order.  Any  dealing  with  judi- 
cial business  is  entirely  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill ;  that  was  ruled  to  be 
the  case  on  the  question  of  the  Instruo- 
tions  to  the  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Mga  5,  line  3,  st  the  end  of  tho  olaiue,  to 
ndd  ttie  words,  "  &iTe  aa  aforeaiid  all  tha  biui> 
neu  of  Quarter  SoBuoni  ihall  be  tranif  etted  to 
tho  County  Council."— (Jfr.  StamfM.) 


Thx  8E0BETAET  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lowo) 
(Wilts  Devizes)  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  Government  could  not  accept  this 
Amendment.  The  point  had  already 
been  decided,  or,  at  all  events,  con- 
sidered in  oonnection  with  another 
Amendment. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  sud,  he 
failed  to  see  the  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  words  it  was  proposed  to 
insert  were — "  Save  as  aforesaid  all  the 
businesB  of  Quarter  Sessions  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Council." 
The  Amendment  appeared  to  him  to  be 
entirely  consistent  with  what  they  had 

Sib  BICHABD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
insertion  of  those  words  might  lead  to 
great  di£BouIty.  At  present  the  Quarter 
Sessions  did  certain  business.  It  waa 
proposd  to  transfer  to  the  Oounty  Coun- 
cils a  certain  portion  of  that  business; 
the  rest  was  to  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  It  would  not  then  be  proper 
to  put  in  general  words,  such  as — "  Save 
as  aforesaid  all  the  business  of  Quar- 
ter SesaioQ  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Oouncil."  All  business  not 
transferred  would  remain  with  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  It  would  lead  to 
great  misunderstanding  if  they  added 
Hie  general  words  suggested. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  aaid,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learhed 
Attorney  General  on  the  point.  As  he 
understood  the  matter,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  transfer  to  the  Oounty  Coun- 
cils the  countr  business  which  was  not 
specially  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  was  perftetly  clear.      It 
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wa»^"8ave  as  aforesaid  allthebusi- 
neaa  of  Quarter  Seudona  ahall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Ooanoil."  He 
thouglit  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Oeneral  must  have  many  instances  in 
his  mind  in  which  it  had  been  found 
exceedingly  convenient  to  have  gsneral 
^rords  of  this  kind.  A  general  provi- 
Bion  of  the  kind  very  often  remored 
f^reat  difficulty,  because  if  they  did  not 
have  general  words  like  those,  they 
might  hare  litigation  as  to  whether  por- 
ticnlar  powers  had  been  transferred.  He 
coald  see  in  the  future  litigation  under 
the  Bill,  unless  some  such  words  as 
these  were  inserted. 

Sib  RIOHAED  WEBSTER  said, 
that  a  few  moments  ago  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemau  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  moved, 
in  the  BbsoDoe  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
mnn  the  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Gonybeare) 
to  put  in  the  word  "  judicial."  If  that 
vord  had  been  inserted  the  clause  would 
have  read — "  All  judicial  business  of 
the  Quarter  Sesnons  not  transferred  by 
this  Act  to  the  Ooun^  Council  shall 
be  reaerred  to  and  transacted  by 
the  Qoarter  SesBions,"  and  then  this 
Proviso  vould  have  oome  in,  "save, 
as  aforesaid,  all  the  business  ot  Quar- 
ter Sessions  shall  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Council."  The  Committee 
negatived  the  proposal  to  insert  the 
■word  "judicial,"  and,  therefore,  the 
clause  stood  "alt  business  of  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  not  transferred  by  this  Act 
to  the  County  Council,  shall  be  reserved 
to  and  transacted  by  the  Quarter  Ses- 
iriona,"  It  would  be  quite  wrong  to  put 
after  those  words  a  saving  clause,  which 
was  only  applicable  it  they  had  inserted 
the  woid  ''ludieial." 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  did  not  understand  the  ruling  of 
the  Ohair,  that  the  word  "judicial" 
vaa  outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  If 
that  ruling  was  correct,  the  point  taken 
hy  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  could  not  arise. 

The  CHAIBM  ax  said,  that  his  ruling 
was  that  any  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
Ijidicial  business  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions would  be  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  l^he  insertion  of  the  word  "ju- 
dicial," after  all,  would  not  have  dealt 
inth  that  judicial  busiuess ;  it  would 
■imply  have  left  the  matter  where  it 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtdi—hyea  116; 
Noes  165  :  Majority  49. — (Div.  List, 
No.  162.) 

Question, ' '  That  Clause  5,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agrttd 
to. 

Clause  6  (Powers  of  quarter  sessions 
as  to  visiting  lunatic  asylums). 

Me.  STANLEY LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  this  clause  which 
he  would  briefly  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee. The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  introduce  the  magisterial  element 
into  the  visitation  and  overlooking  of 
lunatic  asylums.  Well,  the  way  in 
which  this  was  provided  for  in  the 
clause  seemed  likely  to  create  friction, 
because  it  was  suggested  that  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions  should  appoint  a 
committee  that  should  have  certain 
powers  in  the  matter  so  far  as  visiting 
aud  making  remarks  in  the  visitors^ 
book,  going  over  the  asylums,  and  so 
forth  ;  in  fact,  superintending  the  work 
that  waa  entrusted  to  the  Counfy  Coun- 
cil. That  might — he  did  not  say  it 
would,  but  it  might — lead  to  frictioa 
between  the  two  Bodies  —  namely, 
the  committee  of  the  county  ma- 
gistrates, and  the  committee  of  the 
County  Council.  The  County  Council 
committee,  it  must  be  remembered, 
would,  in  all  probability,  have  on  it 
members  of  the  magisterial  Body.  In 
all  probability  that  committee  would 
not  be  composed  entirely  of  Council- 
lors outside  the  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
and  magistrates  would  probably  be 
placed  on  that  committee.  The  magis* 
trates  might  go  on  it  as  elected  Oounoil- 
lors,  or  selected  Councillors,  and  nuwt 
probably  would  be  represented  in  one 
way  or  the  other  on  these  asylum  oom- 
mittees  ot  the  County  Council.  Well, 
it  would  be  unwise  to  start  a  new  com- 
mittee in  a  county  drawn  largely  from 
the  same  class  as  those  who  already 
formed  the  oommittee  for  the  purpose 
of  watching  its  operations.  He  felt 
strongly,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  more 
lunatic  asylums  were  visited  by  people 
of  respectability  and  authority  the  better, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  extend  the 
power  of  inspecting  them,  and  he  would 
offer  oppoitunitiee  for  as  many  surprise 
visits  as  possible,   while   avoiding  the 
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inoonvenience  whioh  must  arise  from  |  to  enable  every  magistrato  to  Tisit  an 
asjlum  in  th.e  county  would  lead  to  less 
friction.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Momber 
would  be  extremely  likely  to  lead  to 
friction,  if  every  magistrate  in  a  county 
bad  a  right  to  enter  the  lunatic  aaylnme 
at  any  time  he  pleased.  Ha  thought 
the  proposal  in  the  Sill  was  a  good 
one,  because  it  wae  advisable  that  a 
judicial  Body  like  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  was  a  judicial  Body,  should  hare 
some  power  of  visitiug  asylums  with  the 
view  of  seeing  whether  abuses  of  any 
kind  existed,  and  if  they  thought  circum- 
stances necessitated  it,  have  the  power 
of  lecording  their  opinion  aa  to  the  state 
of  things  there  existing.  That  seemed 
to  him  a  very  desirable  power  to  main- 
tain in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  and 
therefore  the  Government  had  provided 
that  it  should  be  so  retained,  but  they 
certainly  thought  that  it  would  be  very 
inadvisable  to  allow  every  magistrate 
as  on  individual,  and  not  as  a  member 
of  a  committee,  to  visit  asylums.  The 
analogy  of  the  Ouardians  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  exactly  in 
point,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  a  loeu*  ttanii 
to  visit  in  the  asylums  those  paupers 
who  were  supported  by  the  Unions  of 
which  they  were  Guardians.  That  argu- 
ment would  not  apply  to  magistrates  in 
every  part  of  the  county.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  faon.  Member  would 
not  think  it  necessary  to  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  WADDT  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  that  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leigbton)  was  literally  a  single  Motion, 
but,  in  reality,  it  would  take  a  double 
form.  The  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
leave  out  the  words  "The  Quarter  Ses- 
sions," in  order  to  insert  the  words 
Every  Justice  of  the  Peace,"  so  as  to 
enable  him  later  on  to  move  other  words 
to  the  effect  he  had  explained.  He  (Mr. 
Waddy)  should  like  to  see  the  words 
"The  Quarter  Sessions"  left  out,  and 
be  would  support  the  hon.  Member  in 
that  proposal;  but  those  words  were 
not  sufficient  to  leave  out.  Many  hon. 
Members  would  agree  with  him  (Mr. 
Waddy)  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  The  Quarter  Sea- 
sioQS  of  any  county,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "The  County  Gouacil,"  and 
then  the  olftuse  would  r^ad— 


dual  control.  At  present  all  the 
Guardians  had  a  right  to  visit  every 
patient  who  might  be  in  a  lunatic  asylum 
coming  from  dieir  own  TTnion.  Well, 
it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Stanley  Leigbton) 
desirable  to  leave  that  power  aa  it  stood, 
and  taking  that  as  a  precedent  that  they 
should  give  the  Justices  the  power  of 
visitinglunatioasylumBin  regard  to  any- 
one who  might  be  in  them  from  their 
own  Petty  Sessional  Division.  In  many 
oases  it  would  be  remembered  the  magis- 
trates were  oalled  upon  to  sign  the  certi- 
ficate before  a  lunatic  was  sent  to  the 
asylum,  and  the  oonsequenoe  was  that  in 
many  oases  the  magistrates  would  have 
already  seen  the  lunatic,  and  would 
have  signed  the  order  for  his  com' 
mittal  or  reception  in  the  asylum; 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  io 
order  to  avoid  friction,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  secure  the  advantage,  so  far  as 
possible,  of  public  inspection  to  persons 
placed  in  lunatic  asylums,  tbey  should 
accept  the  principle  of  the  clause  while 
they  altered  the  form  of  it  in  the  man- 
oer  be  suggested.  He  did  not  think  the 
form  in  which  his  Amendment  stood 
upon  the  Paper  was  quite  correct.  It 
required  a  little  alteration,  and,  if  the 
Government  would  accept  it,  he  would 
modify  it  so  that  it  would  run  iu  this 
way— 

"  Every  Jiutioa  of  th«  Peace  of  any  coacty 
■bsll  have  the  ume  Power  of  viiiting  patleiiti 
from  hii  Petty  SeMional  Division  aa  Membaia 
of  Boardj  of  Qntu-Jiam  hare  at  tbe  prsKnt  time 
of  vilitiriK  patients  from  their  oirn  UnionB." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  The  Quarter 
Sessions,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"Every  Justice  of  the  Peace." — {Mr. 
Btanlty  Ztighlon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  s 


it  staad  part  of  the 


Olause." 

Ths  PEESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.HixoHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said, 
he  was  afraid  the  Government  could 
not  accept  this  Amendment.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think,  that  if 
the  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
visiting  these  asylums  it  would  lead  to 
friction;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  failed 
to  show  why  it  would  lead  to  friction, 
and  he  failed  to  show  that  this  proposal 
Mr.  Stanley  L4ighl9n 
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"  The  CoDntr  Coancil  may  from  time  1 
time  appoint  a  Committee  of  their  cumber,  nt 
exceedtng  10,  for  tbepm-poseoftheviBitation  i 
the  pauper  lonitic  HBylums  of  the  conntf ; " 

and  80  on.  He  (Mr.  Waddjr)  Bimply 
desired  to  indicate  what  he  thought  de- 
sirable, and  did  not  move  theae  words  in 
any  way  aa  an  Amendment.  He  would 
aek  the  Chairman  his  view  of  the  matter 
as  to  whether  the  proper  Uotion  would 
not  be  to  leave  out  the  worda  he  had 
referred  to  instead  of  merely  "The 
Quarter  Sesaiona,"  bo  that  he  would 
be  in  a  position  to  make  his  proposal 
if  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  were 
either  abandoned  or  rejected. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seems  to  be  unaware 
that  Sub-section  7  of  Clause  3  is  a  pro- 
Tisiou  giving  County  Councils  power 
over  the  enlargement,  management  and 
visitation  of  asylums  for  pauper  lunatios. 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that  sub-aection,  but  did  not  know  that 
it  would  give  to  the  County  Council  the 
same  powers  as  they  might  have  uuder 
Clause  6. 

Us.  BITCHIE  said,  as  it  was  dear 
theae  asylums  were  ti^nsferred  to  the 
^vernment  of  the  County  Council,  it 
would  be  quite  within  the  powers  of  the 
County  Council  to  appoint  a  committee 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  such  institu- 
tions. 

Mr.  WADDY  said,  that  if  that  were 
eo  he  would  submit  that  nothing  oould 
be  more  absurd,  even  under  the  present 
Government,  than  to  propose  that  there 
should  be  dual  control  of  these  aajlums. 
They  would  have  two  Bodies  to  do  the 
same  thing.  If  the  two  Bodies  were 
not  to  do  the  same  thing,  then,  so 
far  as  one  of  them  was  concerned, 
the  proposal  would  be  a  nuisance.  If 
the  woiK  to  be  done  under  Clause  6 
was  the  same  as  was  proposed  to  be 
done  under  Sub-section  7  of  Clause  3 
it  was  an  absurdity,  and  if  not  they 
ought  to  have  a  clear  definition  of  the 
work  to  be  done  respectively  by  the 
one  visiting  Body  and  the  other. 

Sia  JOHN  DOBINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury]  said,  he  rose  to  support  his 
hon.  Friend  in  this  Amendment.  The 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  hie  county 
held  a  very  strong  opinion  as  to  the  inex- 
pediency of  this  particular  clause,  on  the 
Bpeoial  grounds  which  had  been  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
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Board — namely,  that  it  would  prove  a 
great  cause  of  friction  in  a  county.  This 
clause  WBS  put  in  on  the  analogy  to  the 
case  of  visitation  of  the  county  gaola~to 
enable  the  Quarter  Seseiona  to  appoint 
a  Body  for  the  purpose  of  visitation. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
circumstances  were  different.  In  the 
case  of  the  gaols  the  magistrates  were 
an  outside  Body  who  had  to  inspect 
what  the  Government  were  dobg  inside, 
while,  in  the  present  case,  the  circam- 
stanoes  were  quite  different.  He  thought 
the  clause  was  useless  in  the  form  in 
which  it  stood  in  the  Bill,  and  ha  would 
himself  propose,  with  the  full  approval 
of  the  Justices  of  his  own  county  and  of 
many  olber  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
to  omit  the  whole  section.  However, 
pending  the  putting  of  the  clause  as  a 
whole,  he  approved  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton).  They  were  about  to  take  a 
very  important  step  in  the  administra- 
tion of  their  county  lunatic  asylums. 
They  were  going  to  hand  over  to  a  Body, 
practically  a  changing  one,  on  which 
there  would,  perhaps,  be  no  experts  in 
the  management  of  lunatic  asylums,  the 
management  of  such  asylums.  This 
Body  would  be  elected  for  triennial 
periods,  and  on  it  the  welfare  and  hap- 
piness of  so  many  unhappy  creatures 
would  depend.  Now,  supposing  the 
committee  of  visitors  of  the  County 
Lunatic  Asylums  had  nothing  to  do  but 
visit  them,  not  eo  much  would  need  to 
be  said  about  the  matter,  but  those  were 
not  their  functions  at  all.  It  was  quite 
a  mistake  to  describe  the  visiting  com- 
mittee of  a  county  lunatic  asylum  as  a 
purely  visiting  committee.  It  was  not  a 
visiting  committee  at  all ;  the  committee 
were  the  actual  managers  of  the  asylum, 
and  though  they  were  appointed  an- 
nually by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
in  the  month  of  January,  yet  he  thought 
that  any  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  would 
subject  itself  to  serious  censure  indeed 
which  ventured  to  change  the  Committee 
of  Visitors  in  January  and  replace  them 
by  an  entirely  fresh  Body.  And  yet 
that  was  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do. 
As  to  the  magistrates  themselves,  they 
were  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  fact 
that  they  were  to  be  released  from  the 
business  of  mana^ng  lunatic  asylums. 
There  could  be  no  task  more  unpleasant, 
and  more  distasteful  to  perform,  than 
that  of  visiting  lunatic  asylums.    The 
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Visiting  Committees  had  been  gradually 
built  up  from  the  large  Body  of  magia- 
strates  of  the  country.  They  had  grovn 
up  by  slow  degrees,  and  had  become 
familiar  with  the  working  of  these  in- 
stitutions— in  fact,  they  had  become 
what  might  be  called  experts.  Id  bis 
recollection,  which  went  back  for  a 
good  many  years  in  this  matter,  he 
had  never  known  a  chairman  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  of  his  county  who 
would  not  hare  been  able,  if  necessary,  to 
go  into  the  asylum  and  talce  entire 
charge  of  it  if  anything  went  wrong. 
How  could  the  Qovernment  hope  to 
establish  committees  of  that  kind  if 
the  committees  were  to  be  appointed 
triennially?  Perhaps  he  was  rather 
digressing  from  the  particular  subject 
of  this  Amendment,*  hut  he  considered 
this  matter  so  important  that  it  was 
necessary  the  Committee  should  bo  fully 
acquainted  with  the  whole  nature  of  the 
case,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not 
think  it  had  fully  appreciated  the  eub- 
ject.  The  Tisitation  of  lunatic  asylums 
was  undoubtedly  one  of  the  most  im- 

Sortant  functions  that  the  Court  of 
uarter  Sessions  bad  to  perform,  and  it 
would  be  one  of  the  most  important 
functions  that  the  County  Council  would 
have  to  perform  in  the  future.  The 
House,  therefore,  was  bound  seriously 
to  consider  the  importance  of  what  it 
was  doing  by  transferring  this  work 
from  a  Body  of  experts  to  this  which 
was  not  an  expert  Body.  Let  them  take, 
for  instance,  the  appointment  of  a 
medical  officer  to  one  of  those  establish- 
ments. From  time  to  time  a  number  of 
jnniors  came  before  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee, who  had  to  discharge  the  duty 
of  selecting  a  fit  person  for  the  post  of 
medical  officer,  and  unless  the  committee 
had  a  knowledge 

Me.  HALLEY  STEWAET  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  desired  to  ask 
the  Chairman,  whether  the  question  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  dealing  with  had  not 
really  been  disposed  of  under  Sub-sec- 
tion 7  of  Clause  3  ? 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  The  question  of 
the  management  of  lunatic  asylums 
from  the  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  County 
Councils  has  already  been  disposed  of. 
All  that  can  be  discussed  here  ia  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Quarter  Sessions  for  the 
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SiK  JOHN  DORINQTON  said,  he 
would  not  resume  the  kind  of  argument 
he  was  pursuing  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  duties  that  had  to  be  performed  by 
the  Visiting  Committees.  He  would 
merely  now  say  that  he  entirely  con- 
curred with  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  proposed,  and  disagreed  with  the 
theory  of  Clause  6  under  which  they 
would  be  setting  up  a  committee  of 
Quarter  Sessions  to  criticize  and  inspect 
the  manner  in  which  their  successors  in 
the  management  of  the  lunatic  asylums 
discharged  their  functions.  He  did  not 
think  the  plan  proposed  by  the  clause 
would  work  happily  at  all.  He  did  not 
think,  howoTor,  that  the  interference  of 
the  magistrates,  which  would  be  involved 
in  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment,  in 
the  asylums  under  the  management  of 
the  committee  would  be  objectionable, 
because  the  magistrates  would  bellmited 
to  visiting  patients  who  had  come  from 
their  own  particular  neighbourhood,  and 
whom  they  would  desire  to  see.  Not- 
withstanding all  that  had  been  said 
against  the  magistrates  in  the  course  of 
thisdtacuasion,  the  poor  naturally  turned 
to  the  Justices  in  their  own  neighbonr- 
hood  in  order  to  see  that  things  went 
right.  Only  that  morning  he  had  seen 
a  poor  woman  who  had  looked  to  him 
as  mediator  between  her  and  her  hus- 
band, who  was,  unfortunately,  confined 
in  one  of  these  establishments.  He  was 
the  frequent  means  of  telling  the  woman 
how  her  husband  was  getting  on.  If 
the  magistrates  were  divorced  from  this 
position  they  would  not  he  conferring  a 
boon  upon  the  poor  people  of  the  coun- 
ties, but  on  the  contrary,  would  be 
doing  them  an  injury.  He,  therefore, 
supported  the  Amendment. 

(ta!  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  good  deal 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
really  a  strong  argument  in  support  of 
this  clause.  He  desired,  however,  to 
call  attention  to  a  remark  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Waddy), 
who  seemed  to  have  lost  sight  of  ibe 
object  of  these  two  clauses — Clause  3 
and  Clause  6.  It  had  already  been 
pointedoutthatSuh-seotionTofOIauseS 
conferred  the  power  of  visitation  upon 
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the  Conn^  CouncilB.  It,  undoubtedly, 
gave  the  County  Oousoil  power  to  Ap- 
point a  oommittee  to  discharge  certain 
funotions  in  conneotion  with  aaylumB, 
but  Clause  6  was  to  give  the  Quarter 
Sessions  a  power  to  appoint  a  committee 
to  Ttsit  the  asylums,  and  to  enter  in  tlie 
visitors'  book  the  reBult  of  their  inspec- 
tion as  if  they  were  members  of  the 
comniittee  of  Tisitors  of  the  asylum. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 

froTide  that  the  magistrates  should 
ave  power  to  visit  only  those  persona 
in  the  oaylums  who  came  from  their  own 
districts.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stan- 
ley Leighton]  in  the  Amendment  recog- 
nized the  desirability  of  allowing  the 
Justices  to  visit  in  certain  oases  people 
pnt  under  restraint  in  these  asylums. 
When  it  was  admitted  that  it  was  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  this  class  of 
inspection  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  moved  the  Amendment,  it 
certainly  seemed  to  him  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster]  that  there  could  be  no  reason 
for  suddenly  saying  that  the  Uuarter 
Sessions  should  not  have  the  slightest 
influence  or  control  over,  or  even  power, 
of  inspecting  lunatic  asylums.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division  (Mr.  Waddy)  had  said,  that 
either  one  Body  would  do  something, 
and  the  other  do  nothing,  or  that  both 
would  do  nothing,  or  that  each  of  them 
would  be  a  nuisance  to  the  other.  He 
(Sir  Bichard  Webster)  failed  to  see  how 
it  could  be  said  that  both  Bodies  would 
do  nothing.  Tbev  both  would  have 
power  to  visit — ana  here  he  would  point 
out  that  this  was  only  after  all  an 
optional  clause  ;  it  was  to  provide  that 
"the  Quarter  Sessions  of  any  county 
may  from  time  to  time  appoint  a  oom- 
mittee of  their  number,"  Ac.  It  was 
considered  further  a  most  desirable  thing 
to  give  the  magistrates,  who  had  great 
experience  in  matters  of  lunacy,  power 
to  see  the  functions  granted  under  the 
Bill  properly  carried  out.  He  did  not 
see,  merely  because  a  new  power  was 
to  be  established,  why  the  magistrates 
should  not  be  able  to  see  that  the  luna- 
tics were  properly  cared  for.  If  it  were 
the  fact,  as  was  alleged  in  some  quar- 
ters, that  they  could  not  transfer  the 
power  of  managing  a  lunatic  asylum  to 
a  worse  Body  than  the  County  Council, 
there  was  all  the  more  reason  why  they 
ehoold  hare  a  Body  of   experience  to 


discharge  the  function  of  visitation,  at 
any  rate,  for  some  time. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
bonte)  said,  the  answer  to  the  remarks 
and  arguments  of  those  who  opposed  the 
Amendment  was  this,  that,  at  any  rate, 
a  great  number  of  those  magistrates 
who  were  such  excellent  authorities  on 
lunacy  matters  would  be  on  the  County 
Councils.  Surely,  the  Government  bad 
expressed  all  through,  by  various  SLrgfi' 
ments  and  limitations  and  restrictions 
and  dodges  of  other  kinds,  sufficient  dis- 
trust of  the  authorities  they  were  con- 
stituting under  the  name  of  County 
Councils.  They  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  had  been  implored  by 
the  Government  day  after  day  not  to 
show  their  distrust  of  these  worthy  men, 
men  of  honour  and  virtue  and  respect- 
ability— these  magistrates  who  had  con- 
ducted themselves  so  well  in  the  past — 
by  suggesting  that  they  could  not  do 
this,  that  they  could  not  do  that,  and 
mainiotained  that  this  power  and  that 
that  power  should  be  left  to  them. 
He  thought  they  had  a  right  now  to 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  show 
some  confidence  in  the  new  autho- 
rities they  were  setticg  np,  the  County 
Councils,  and  this  appeal  appeared  to 
him  to  be  all  the  more  reasonable  on  the 
present  occasion,  because,  presumably 
owing  to  the  arrangements  they  had 
adopted  in  the  course  of  this  Bill,  some 
at  any  rate  of  these  magistrates  would 
find  places,  if  not  as  elected  Councillors, 
at  any  rate  as  nominated  Aldermen  on 
the  County  Councils.  That  beiug  so, 
nothing  would  be  easier  than  for  those 
who  had  this  great  experience  in  the 
treatment  of  lunatics  to  be  appointed 
on  the  committees  which  the  Councils 
would  have  the  power,  according  to  the 
Government,  of  appointing  for  the  visita- 
tion of  asylums.  Surely  they  rely  suffi- 
ciently upon  the  common  sense  of  their 
countrymen  to  rest  satisfied  that  the 
Councils  would  appoint  upon  these  com- 
mittees those  members  who  were  known 
as  best  qualified,  by  experience  and  so 
on,  to  deal  with  these  asylums.  He 
had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  Councils 
to  believe  that  they  would  not  go  and 
form  these  committees  out  of  the  least 
experienced  and  most  unworthy  mem- 
bers of  their  body,  but  that  they  would 
be  careful  to  select  those  who  had  the 
most  experience,  and  who,  under  the  old 
3  2  {_8fVfnth  yijhl.'] 
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ayatem  of  things,  would  have  had  the 
direct  control  and  viutatioa  of  lunatic 
aejlumB.  Another  point  which  had  been 
urged  hy  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Tewkesbury  (Sir  John  Dorington) 
was,  that  the  elected  Oounoil  would  be  a 
most  improper  Body  to  have  the  control 
of  this  matter,  of  visiting  lunatic  asylums, 
because,  as  he  said,  that  Body  would  be 
elected  for  three  years.  But  there  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  wrong ;  auch  was  not 
the  scheme  of  the  Oovernmeat.  The 
scheme  of  the  Government  was  to  have 
elections  only  every  six  years.  If  he 
was  not  misrepreaeating  the  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  according  to  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  there  were 
to  be  s  large  number  of  nominated 
Aldermen,  and,  that  being  the  case,  it 
must  be  evident  that  the  Council  would 
not  be  a  Oouncil  consisting  of  men  here 
to-day  and  gone  to-morrow.  They 
would  have  Councils  who  would  enjoy 
their  functions  for  at  any  rate  six  years, 
and  would  oontain  a  great  many  men 
who  were  nominated  Aldermen,  and 
whose  positions  were  thereby  assured. 
He  would  point  to  what  had  been  the 
experience  of  Town  Councils  in  this 
matter,  when  they  were  told  that  Mem- 
bers had  been  returned  over  and  over 
again  by  the  same  constituencies  for 
years  and  years.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  usually  sat  with  them  below 
the  Gangway  was  returned  Mayor  for 
Birmingham  for  six  years,  and  it  was 
said  that  he  and  some  members  of  his 
family  were  still  on  the  Birmingham 
Corporation.  [ftiM  of  "  Question ! "] 
This  was  the  question,  because  it  was 
contended  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  John  Dorington)  that  these  new 
Councils  would  be  transient  Bodies. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  were  of  a  general 
character,  dealing  with  the  clause  as  a 
whole.  It  would  be  convenient  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  confine  himself  to 
the  special  Amendment. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  the  special 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"  The  Quarter  Sessions."  He  was  meet- 
ing, or  endeavouring  to  meet,  argu- 
ments from  the  other  side,  but  did  not 
wish  needlessly  to  trouble  the  Commit- 
tee. It  would  be  observed  that  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  one  which 
had  been  already  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  BriggDi  vision 
Mr.  C<myhiart 


of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Waddy) — namely,  to 
insert  "County  Council"  in  place  of  the 
words  "The  Quarter  Sessiona  of  any 
county,"  and  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  should 
like,  with  thepermisaion  of  the  Chairman, 
as  it  had  been  referred  to,  and  as  it  might 
arise  again,  to  say  what  would  be  the 
heit  course  for  him  to  adopt.  He  agreed 
entirely  with  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
that  the  beat  course  would  be  to  leave  out 
the  clause  altogether.  It  was  intended 
to  ask  permission  to  substitute  the  words 
"  County  Council  "  for  the  words  "  The 
Quarter  Sessions  in  any  county,"  but  he 
(Ur.  Conybeare)  thought,  owing  to  the 
discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place,  that  probably  the  best  course 
would  be  for  him  not  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  bis  name, 
which  was,  after  the  word  "  county  "  to 
insert  the  words  "  and  the  County 
Oounoil,"  but  when  the  time  came,  and 
the  Question  to  add  Clause  G  to  the  Bill 
was  put,  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Launceston  Division  of 
ComwaU  (Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  Acland)  and 
vote  against  the  addition  of  the  clause 
altogether. 

■iK  WAI.TER  B.  BARTTELOX 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  say 
one  or  two  words  on  what  really  was  a 
most  important  question.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Go  vemm  ant  Board 
really  appreciated  how  important  thi| 
question  was.  The  Government  had  de- 
cided to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils 
tbe  entire  management  of  the  luuatic 
aaylums  of  tbe  county ;  but  it  was  now 
proposed  that  they  should  appoint  a 
committee  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  to 
visit  the  asylums  whenever  they  pleased. 
Now,  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  looked 
I  it  in  this  light,  that  if  the  County 
Council  was  a  fit  and  proper  Body  to 
have  themanagement  of  lunatic  asylums, 
they  ought  to  have  auch  management 
He  would  put  a  parallel  case,  drawn  from 
the  experience  of  business  men  in  this 
House,  in  order  to  bring  the  case  fairly 
before  the  minds  of  hon.  Members. 
Supposing  a  Member  of  this  House  had 
deposed  a  man  from  the  function  of 
managing  hie  property  or  busineee,  and 
had  put  another  person  in  his  place, 
would  it  be  considered  a  proper  thing  to 
appoint  the  man  so  depoaed  to  look  after 
the  man  who  had  been  appointed  in  hia 
place?    He  was   putting  the   case  oa 
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mittee  knew  that  it  had  hot  got  an 
honest  expreBaion  of  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  on  this  matter.  He 
quite  agreea  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North-West  SuBsez  that 
this  clause  was  useless,  and  he  vas  fur- 
ther of  opinion  that  it  was  only  retained 
as  a  sort  of  sop  to  the  disestablished 
authorities  in  the  county.  To  prevent 
confusion  in  the  administration  of  an 
Act,  if  it  ever  became  an  Act,  which 
they  were  not  quite  certain  of  yet,  this 
clause  should  be  removed  from  the  Bill 
altogether.  The  Qovernment  ought  to  Bay 
what  they  meant.  Lot  them  say  boldly 
that  the  county  magistrates  were  in 
future  to  have  no  authority  in  thiematter. 
Mk.  COMMINS  (Hosoommon,  8.) 
■aid,  that  instead  of  removing  the  clause 
from  the  Bill  altogether,  he  thought  an 
Amendment  could  be  adopted  which 
would  make  it  a  very  good  prDvision. 
Ha  quite  agreed  with  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Meubet  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessiona  would  be 
really  of  no  advantage  whatever.  Th« 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  as  they  knew, 
consisted  of  many  dozens  of  individuals 
who  had  the  management  of  these 
asylums  in  their  hands.  If  the 
management  was  taken  out  of  their 
hands,  he  thought  that,  to  give  them 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  took 
after  the  thing  afterwards,  would  be 
neither  a  blessing  tu  them  nor  to  any- 
one in  the  asylums.  As  was  well  known, 
lunatic  asylums  were  places  where  per- 
sons were  confined  away  from  the  eye  of 
the  public-~where  observation  did  not 
penetrate — and  that,  therefore,  it  was 
essential  to  appoint  authorities  outside 
to  look  after  and  inpect  them.  Every 
magistrate  should  have  power  to  go 
into  a  lunatic  asylum,  and  make  an  ex- 
amination  there  of  those  persons  who 
had  been  sent  in  from  his  own  district, 
and  whom  be  knew.  The  magistrate 
had  now  far  more  important  powers  than 
that.  He  could  sign  certificates  sending 
people  to  these  asylums.  Why,  then, 
should  ha  not  be  able  to  follow  them  to 
the  asylums,  and  see  that  they  were 
properly  treated  there  ?  He  (Mr. 
Commiiis)  could  not  see  any  objection 
to  allowing  the  magistrate  to  go  to  the 
asylum;  he  could  not  see  the  inability 
of  the  magistrate  to  judge  of  the  manner 
in  which  mese  people  were  treated.     If 
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plainly  as  he  could.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  any  use  or  any  necessity  for 
appointing  this  double  committee.  As 
he  bad  said,  if  theOouuty  Councils  were 
to  be  trusted,  it  was  no  business  of  theirs 
to  look  after  them.  But  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  he  said  on  the  remark  the 
Eon.  Baronet  for  the  Tewkesbury  Divi- 
sion of  Gloucester  (Sir  John  Dorington) 
had  made  with  regard  to  individual 
magistrates  inspecting  those  persons  who 
were  sent  from  their  own  particular 
Unions,  and  the  certificate  of  whose 
detention  they  themselves  might  have 
had  to  sign.  Individual  magistrates 
might  with  advantage  have  conferred 
on  them  the  right  of  going  to  the 
asylums  in  order  to  see  thateuch  persons 
received  the  treatment  they  deserved- 
That  was  a  totally  difiTerent  matter  alto- 
gether, and,  therefore,  whilst  he  did  not 
approve  of  the  clause  as  it  stood,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
magistrates  having  the  power  to  go  to 
lunatic  asylums  in  order  to  see  certain 
individuals,  and  to  ascertain  for  them- 
selves whether  or  not  they  were  re- 
ceiving the  sort  of  treatment  they  ought 
to  receive. 

Mb.  BEOADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  it  was  refreshing  to  the 
Committee  to  hear  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North- West  Sussfx  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  and  be(Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  was  sure  they  were  all  deeply 
indebted  to  him  for  giving  them  a 
straightforward  opinion  from  hie  side 
of  the  House  as  to  the  value  of  the 
County  Coundls  and  the  concession  pro- 
posed to  be  made  to  the  magistrates  in 
this  olause.  What  they  had  anxiously 
listened  for  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  (Si 
Bichard  Webster)  was  some  statement 
as  to  the  necessity  for  this  clause  at  all. 
After  they  had  passed  Sub-section  7  of 
Clause  3,  Clause  6,  which  was  now 
occupying  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
was  not  necessary,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  would  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  if  they  were  to  at  once 
withdraw  it.  It  was  very  interesticg  to 
hear  from  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
they  had  no  faith  in  County  Councils, 
that  they  did  not  believe  in  elected 
Bodies,  and  that  they  did  not  think  the 
County  Council  capable  of  discharging 
the  duty  of  the  visitation  of  paupei 
lunatic  asylums.  Surely  that  was  an 
extraordinary  opinion ;    but  the  Com- 
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lie  was  unable  to  form  iuck  judgment, 
he  should  not  have  poner  to  send  people 
to  the  asylums.  As,  howeyer,  a  magis- 
trate naa  a  maa  who  was  likely  to  be 
interested  in  lunatics  receiving  proper 
treatment,  and  as,  in  all  probability,  by 
a  person  who  would  be  acquainted  with 
the  friends  of  the  patients,  and  who  had 
known  the  patienta  when  sane,  for  these 
and  for  a  variety  of  reasons  magistrates 
who  might  feel,  and  justly  feel,  towards 
lunatics  a  certain  amount  of  interest, 
ought  to  have  power  to  visit  the  anylums 
whenever  they  thought  fit.  It  would 
be  BQ  advantage,  it  seemed  to  him  (ilr. 
Oommins),  to  alter  the  clause  so  as  to 
enable  ma^strates  to  visit  asylums  in 
this  way.  The  privilege  would  not  bo 
thrown  away,  as  magistrates  were  likely 
to  have  a  great  deal  of  time  on  their 
hands  sow  that  they  had  been  di 
lisbed  and  had  had  a  great  many  of 
their  present  magisterial  functions  taken 
from  them. 

Mk-NOEEIS  {Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  did  not  think  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  aware  of 
the  resolution  come  to  on  this  subject  by 
the  Middlesex  magistrates.  Their  reso- 
lution, in  effect,  was  that  the  clause 
which  enabled  the  Quarter  Sessions  to 
visit  lunatic  asylums  should  be  ex- 
punged from  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  the 
asylums  would  be  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  County  Councils,  and  the  Yisiting 
Justices  would  have  no  such  control. 
He  (Mr.  Norria)  cordially  assented  to 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton),  be- 
cause he  felt  it  was  good  that  these 
asylums  should  be  visited  from  time  to 
time,  and  that  too  strict  a  watch  could 
not  be  kept  upon  them.  He  did  not, 
however,  see  the  necessity  for  the  nomi- 
nation of  two  committees. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  it  would  appear 
from  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
plaoe  that  this  Clause  6  had  no  friends. 
The  Government  had  inserted  it  in  the 
Bill  because  they  thought  it  extremely 
desirable  that  the  magistrates,  who  had 
the  power  of  making  orders  by  which 
individuals  were  placed  in  thoseasylums, 
should  also  have  some  responsibility 
attaching  to  them,  by  means  of  visita- 
tion, of  seeing  that  the  patients  were 
properly  cared  for,  and  were  not  de- 
tained any  longer  than  it  was  right  they 
should  bedetamed.  However,  it  seemed 
J/r.  Commint 
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that  the  clause  was  not  acceptable  to 
the  gentlemen  who  bad  hitherto  per- 
formed the  duties  that  they  proposed  to 
transfer  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
Qovemment,  therefore,  would  not  press 
it  unduly  upon  the  Committee.  ll  the 
Amendment  were  withdrawn,  they  nould 
withdraw  the  clause,  and  would  consider 
between  now  and  the  Report  stage  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  make  any  fur- 
ther provision  in  the  direction  of  this 
section.  Probably  it  would  not  be 
neoessary;  but  the  matter  should  be 
considered,  and,  in  the  meantime,  it 
would  be  well  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Ma.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  understood  that  it  was  not 
the  Quarter  Sessions  that  sent  people  to 
the  asylums,  hut  individual  magistrates ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  individual  magis- 
trates, those  who  sent  people  to  the 
lunatic  asylums,  who,  according  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Amendment,  were  the 
people  who  ought  to  be  allowed  to  visit 
the  asylums  in  order  to  look  after  the 
patients.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  inclined 
to  consider  that  pointin  his  Amendment. 
If  the  Government  were  good  enough  to 
consider  the  question,  he  should  have  no 
desire  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  Di- 
vision. He  should  be  happy  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  on  the  undertaking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  given  — 
namely,  that  the  matter  would  be  favour- 
ably considered  by  the  Government. 

Amendment)  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Question,  "  That  Clause  6  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  ntgativtd. 
Clause  7  (Powers  aa  to  Police). 
Me.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire), 
moving,  tn  page  5,  line  II,  to  omit 
the  following  words  : — 

Nothing  in  this  Act  thsU  sSect  the  power*. 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  quarter  Kegsions  with 
respect  to  the  appointment,  conttol,  and  lUs- 
~  iasal  of  chief  constables,  and  the  power*  of 
larter  seasinns   under   section   seven   of   the 
lunty  and  Boroujth  Police  Act,  1856,  to  direct 
ii  require  conitablea  to  perform  any  duties  in 
addition  to  their  ordinary  duties,  ma;  be  exer- 
cised  both   hj   quarter  aeiaioDs  and    by   the 
county  council;  but,  subject  as  afoTessid," 

id,  he  moved  the  Amendment  for  this 
reason  that  the  Chief  Constable  was 
the  pivot  on  which  the  whole  manage- 
ment of  the  county  police  turned,  and 
he  thought  it  only  natural  that  the 
authorities  that  had  the  control  of  the 
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police  should  also  be  tlie  authoritiee  to 
control  the  Chief  Constable.  He  believed 
it  to  be  reactionary  and  mischievous  to 
exclude  frooi  the  hands  of  the  popular 
representatives  the  control  of  the  police. 
The  House  had,  however,  decided  that  the 
County  Council  was  not  to  have  the  sole 
control  oyer  the  police ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  least  that  could  be  done  would 
be  to  give  the  Body  that  did  control  the 
police  also  the  control  and  dismissal  of 
the  Chief  Constable.  Therefore,  in 
order  that  words  ought  be  inserted 
later  on  in  the  clause  to  give  the  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable  to  the  same 
Body  which  controlled  the  police,  he 
begged  to  moTS  that  these  words  be 
omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  11,  leave  out  from  the  word  "no- 
thing" to  the  word  "aforesaid"  in 
lino  17,  inclusive.— (J/r.  T.  E.  EUii). 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
noposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAHD(Mr.EiTOHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, and  that  the  hon.  Hember  wished 
to  get  rid  of,  his  proposal  being  to 
transfer  that  appointment  to  the  joint 
committees.  Well,  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  appointment  of  tue 
Chief  Constable  had  been  made  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Quarter  Sessions  of 
magistrates  in  counties  were  responsible 
for  the  peace  of  the  county;  and,  that 
being  so,  they  thought  it  right  and 
proper — that  responsibility  being  cast 
on  theii  shoulders — that  they  should 
also  have  cast  upon  them  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  appointment  of  the  execu- 
tive officer  over  the  police.  He  was 
aware  that,  so  far  as  the  control  and 
administration  of  the  police  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  proposed  to  vest  it  in  a 
joint  committee.  He  knew  also  that  that 
was  a  proposal  objected  to  by  many 
Members  of  the  House,  who  thought 
that  the  entire  control — not  only  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable,  but 
the  entire  control  of  the  police— should 
rest  with  the  Quarter  Sessions.  Well, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  right  and  proper, 
having  est  up  a  representative  Body  re- 
presenting the  tatepayerB  of  the  county, 
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that  that  Body  should  have  a  share  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  who  had  hitherto 
had  the  entire  control  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  police,  and  it  was  with  that 
view  that  the  Government  had  proposed 
this  joint  committee.  But  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  peace  of  the  county  would 
continue  to  lie  in  the  Quarter  Sessione, 
and,  therefore,  they  thought  it  necessary 
that  adequate  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  proper  exercise  of  that  responsi- 
bility, and  they  had  considered  that  if 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable 
rested  in  other  hands,  adequate  provision 
would  not  be  made  for  the  exercise  of 
that  reBponeibility  which  would  be  given 
by  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
Those  were  the  reasons  which  guided 
the  Government  in  the  proposal  they 
made  in  the  Bill  that  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  should  be  with 
the  Quarter  Sessions. 

Ma.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  thought  that  in  this 
matter  the  Government  seemed  to  be 
going  from  bad  to  worse.  The  control  of 
thepolicewas  claimed,  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House,  for  the  County 
Council ;  but  now  they  learned  by  this 
clause,  and  by  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  the  control  of  the  police 
was  given  only  partly  to  the  County 
Councils,  and  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  was  given  wholly 
to  the  magistrates  in  Quarter  Sessions. 
Now,  be  would  venture  to  say  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  control 
which  was  to  be  given  to  the  joint  com- 
mittees over  the  police  was  a  pure  pre- 
tence. What  had  the  joint  committee 
of  the  County  Council  and  the  magie- 
tratea  to  do  in  the  matter  of  this  control 
of  the  police  ?  Why,  sursly  the  Chief 
Constable  was  the  person  who  would 
manage  and  direct  and  control  the  police. 
Whoever  had  the  control  of  the  Chief 
Constable  in  their  hands  would  bo  the 
party  controlliug  the  whole  police  force. 
They  were  face  to  face  with  this  fact, 
that  the  Front  Bench  on  the  other  side 
were  providing  that  in  the  future  the  con- 
trol of  the  police  should  be  exactly  what 
it  had  been  in  the  past.  Arguments 
such  as  these  were  used  in  respect  of  the 
Amendment  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  and  some  other  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  and 
control  of  the  police  being  in  the 
[Stventh  Night.'] 
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hands,  not  of  tha  joint  Body,  but  ex- 
actly in  those  hands  in  which  they  wore 
at  present.  Now  the  Oommittee  saw 
how  that  wa«  to  be  e£Fectad.  It  was  to 
be  efiPected  by  placing  the  control  of  the 
only  person  really  Tesponsible  for  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. And  so  they  were  to  perpetuate 
in  a  much  stronger  form  all  ttie  evils  of 
the  absence  of  popular  control  over  the 
police  fores.  He  said  all  the  evils  of  the 
abaenco  of  popular  control,  but  inaemuoh 
as  they  at  present  had  no  Body  in 
whose  hands  they  could  place  the  control 
of  the  police,  there  was  an  excuse  for 
them ;  but  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  they  were  providing  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  popularly  elected  local 
Governing  Body,  and  by  definitely  re- 
fusing to  hand  over  to  that  Body  the 
management  of  the  police  they  were 
landing  themselves  in  a  position  which 
was  far  worse  than  they  had  ever  been 
in  before.  By  giving  this  popularly 
elected  Body  a  share  in  the  control  of 
the  police  and  not  a  share  iu  the  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  tbeywere  creating 
opportunities  for  various  troubles  to 
arise.  He  looked  forward  in  London 
to  the  effect  of  this  proposal  with  the 
deepest  distrust  and  alarm.  There  was 
in  the  past  ample  ground  why  in  London 
they  should  have  the  police  under  the 
oontrol  of  the  Home  Office  or  some  other 
public  Department,  and  why  they  should 
have  the  Chief  Constable  in  London 
nominated  by  the  Home  Office  or  s 
other  Government  Department,  because 
there  had  been  no  elected  Body  to 
nomin  ate  or  control  him ;  butthough  they 
were  to  have  an  elocted  Council  the 
Government  were  going  to  refuse  to  that 
Body  by  this  Clause  7 — by  implication, 
at  any  rate,  as  they  were  going  to  refuse 
it  to  the  rest  of  the  County  Councils, 
though  they  could  raise  that  point,  he 
was  glad  to  say  as  to  London — the 
control  of  the  Chief  Constable.  The 
Chief  Constable  ought  to  re-echo  the 
feelings  of  the  population,  he  ought 
to  be  in  sympathy  with  the  views 
of  the  people,  and  ought  not  to  ' 
the  representative  of  what  in  i 
Parliamentary  language  were  called 
"fads,"  as  some  of  the  nominated 
heads  of  the  police  were.  He  would 
merely  point  out  as  to  this  Amendment, 
and  as  to  this  clause,  that  the  House  was 
now  called  upon  to  vote  on  one  of  the 
most  important  matters  in  the  Bill.  It 
jifr.  Jamu  Stvarl 
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police.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  were 
opposed  altogether  to  the  admixture  of 
the  judicial  and  administrative  tunotiona, 
and  they  opposed  everything  but  a 
popular  oontrol  over  the  police  being 
granted  by  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  being  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  County  Council.  As  they  could  not 
now,  through  what  had  already  been 
passed  in  the  Bill— at  any  rate  till  they 
got  to  the  Eeport  stage— raise  the  ques- 
tion again,  except  in  the  matter  of  Lon- 
don, whether  or  not  the  County  Council 
was  to  have  absolute  control  over  the 
police,  they  contended  that  if  the  Govern' 
ment  were  going  to  give  the  joint  com- 
mittee suoh  oontrol,  they  entirely  stulti- 
fied that  committee  if  they  took  away 
from  them  the  power  of  appointing  and 
controlling  the  Chief  Constable. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
ho  hoped  the  Government  would  forgive 
him  if  he  expreased  some  doubt  as 
to  the  wisdom  of  their  proposal  in 
the  particular  clause  under  discussion. 
This  proposal  of  the  Bill  bad  been 
discussed  at  great  length  by  the  Quarter 
Sesaiana  of  the  West  Riding  in  the 
county  of  York,  and  they  had  passed  . 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  in 
counties  should  rest  with  the  stand- 
ing joint  oommittee.  The  discussion 
on  that  subject  in  the  West  Siding 
Quarter  Sessions  had  been  careful  and 
prolonged,  and  the  opinion  arrived  at 
was,  if  not  actually  unanimous — which 
he  believed  it  was — at  any  rate  that  of 
a  large  majority.  He  thought  that  if 
tbey  placed  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  in  the  hands  of  one  Body, 
and  the  control  and  management  of  the 
police  in  that  of  another,  they  would 
inevitably  have  mischief  and  friction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
oftheLocal  Government  Board  said  that 
the  Government  hold  the  magistrates 
responsible  for  the  peace  of  the  county ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  F.  8,  Powell) 
that  that  was  a  responsibility  which 
could  not  be  discharged  with  efficiency 
or  fulness  if  that  Body  had  the  power 
of  appointing  the  Chief  Constable  only, 
and  not  the  power  of  appointing  and 
controlling  those  who  served  under  Mm. 
He  thought  that  if  this  responsibility 
was  to  be  complete,  it  should  be  vested 
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Qovemment  Board  knew  very  well  that 
tlioy  (the  Opposition)  had  not  particu- 
larly faToured  the  appointment  of  these 
joint  committeeH ;  but  that  matter  did 
not  enter  into  the  present  question.  The 
joint  committee,  when  it  was  once 
formed,  was  one  Body  and  one  govern- 
ment; but  in  the  clauee,  as  it  stood, 
they  were  not  only  to  have  the  joint 
committee  consisting  of  two  separate 
elements,  but  a  totally  different  Body 
which  was,  in  most  matorial  particulars, 
to  exercise  an  iuflusQco  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  the  joint  committee.  In  the  old 
days,  in  time  of  war,  it  was  not  a  very 
good  thing  to  have  a  council  in  conflict 
with  the  commander  of  en  army,  and, 
generally  speaking,  operations  of  war 
were  not  well  conducted  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider,  assuming  that 
the  magistrates  wore  to  appoint  a  Chief 
Constable  who  was  distasteful  to  th« 
majority  of  the  County  Council,  how  the 
system  would  be  likely  to  work.  There 
would  be  a  Chief  Constable  appointed 
who  would  be  distasteful  to  the  general 
body  of  the  police.  Supposing  tbat  the 
Chief  Constable  demanded  a  cortain 
number  of  men,  and  the  County  Council 
were  adverse  to  that  Chief  Constable,  it 
was  quite  plain  they  might  refuse  the 
men,  they  might  be  at  conetaut  war  with 
the  Chief  Constable  at  the  head  of  the 
police,  and  the  police  would  be  perfectly 
well  aware  that  they  were  serving  two 
masters  who]  were  in  conflict  oae  with 
the  other.  Was  that  likely  to  work  well 
in  the  government  of  the  police  P  He 
could  not  think  it  was.  What  was  the 
reason  they  were  to  distrust  the  County 
Council  and  the  joint  committee  they 
proposed  to  set  up  P  They  did  not  dis- 
trust similarly  appointed  Bodies  in  com- 
munities quite  aa  liable  to  disturbance 
as  any  they  could  find  in  counties.  Take 
great  towns  like  Liverpool  or  Glasgow  ; 
they  allowed  the  Watch  Committee 
there  to  appoint  the  Chief  Constable, 
and  theytoolc  the  municipal  government 
of  such  places  as  their  model  for  legisla- 
tion, and  they  adhered  to  it  on  the  whole 
very  closely  and  very  faithfully.  What 
would  Liverpool  or  Glasgow  say  if  Parlia- 
ment were  to  declare  that  the  magistrates 
should  appoint  the  Chief  Constable  and 
the  Watch  Committee  should  administer 
the  police  ?  Would  such  towns  have 
stood  it  for  a  single  moment?  Was  the 
peace  not  safe  in  iue  hands  of  the  Watch 
ISnmth  Sight.J 
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in  one  Body,  which  should  be  respon- 
aible  for  the  whole  organization  of  the 
police  down  to  the  lowest  member  of  the 
force.  Unless  thatwero  donethere  would 
be  uncertainty  and  constant  friction,  and 
at  a  critical  period  in  the  history  of  the 
Council  the  possibility  of  anarchy  and 
disturbance.  He  felt  himself  some  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  Court  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions was  the  fittest  Body  upon  whom 
the  power  of  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  could  be  conferred.  The  joint 
committees  who  were  to  have  the  control 
of  the  police  would  be  comparatively 
small  in  numbers,  whereas  the  Quarter 
Sessions  were  composed  of  large  num- 
bers. Now,  as  they  increased  the 
number  of  a  Body  who  elected  an 
officer,  so  they  diminished  the  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  each  gentleman 
who  voted.  Therefore,  to  place  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates  would  be 
to  diminish  the  prospect  of  having  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  appointment. 
'Sometimes  under  the  present  system, 
when  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Con- 
stable took  place,  magiotrates  appeared 
on  the  scene  who  had  not  been  at  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  years.  He 
felt  great  reluctance  in  being  bound  to 
oppose  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
made  no  doubt  with  great  sincerity  and 
earnestness;  but  he  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gorernment  Board  desired  Mem- 
bers on  all  sides  of  the  House  to  exercise 
ftee  judgment  in  criticizing  the  details 
of  the  measure.  The  observations  which 
he  had  made  were  based  upon  the  best 
consideration  which  he  kX)u1d  give  to 
the  subject  and  the  resolution  of  his 
Quarter  Sessions  in  the  West  Biding  of 
the  county  of  York. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (DerbyJ 
said,  he  hoped  the  Qovemment  would 
take  into  consideration  the  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  [Mr.  F.  S.  Powell).  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  did  not  think 
this  was  a  question  which  would  involve 
much  difference  of  opinion  on  either  side 
of  the  House.  The  question  was  what 
was  the  best  arrangement  which  could 
be  adopted  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  a  county,  was  it  probable  that 
the  dual  form  of  government  which  was 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
would  be  a  good  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  Uie  Local 
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Committee  ?  Why,  then,  were  they 
to  distrust  the  joint  committee  and  the 
County  OouDuil  which  the  Bill  estab- 
lished ?  There  waa  no  doubt  that  the 
Justices  vere  the  conaervatora  of  the 
peace  io  counties ;  but  bo  they  were 
in  boroughs,  and  if  any  disturbance 
arose  the  Justices  had  the  right  now  to 
give  orders  to  the  police.  In  erery 
borough  in  the  country  the  Justices 
were  uie  conservators  of  the  peace ;  but 
it  was  not  necessary  on  that  account 
that  th^  should  have  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  and  it  seamed 
to  him  that  if  the  Qovemment  would 
only  adhere  to  the  example  they  had 
taken  as  the  model  and  framework  of 
their  Bill,  they  would  do  much  more 
wisely  thao  to  set  up  this  dual  form  of 
goremment,  which  was  almost  certain 
to  lead  to  conflict  between  the  two  Bodies. 
If  they  could  trust  the  County  Council 
at  all,  let  them  trust  it  to  this  extent ; 
if  they  did  not  trust  it,  let  them  not 
trust  it  under  any  circumstances.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board  (Ur.  Ritchie)  would  listen 
to  the  advice  which  had  been  tendered 
to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell),  who 
had  just  spoken,  backed,  as  it  was,  by 
a  very  importaut  opinion,  the  opinion 
of  the  Quarter  SessionB  in  the  West 
Biding  of  Yorkshire.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  know  any  Body  which 
was  capable  of  forming  a  sounder  opinion 
on  such  a  subject  than  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  West  Biding  of  York- 
shire ;  and  if  they  were  not  jealous  of 
this  power,  if  they  were  willing  to  oon- 
oede  it,  if  they  considered  it  was  to  the 
advantage  of  the  organizstion  of  the 
police  and  of  the  admin istration  of  the 

Ealioe  that  this  course  should  bo  taken, 
e  ODuld  not  see  why  the  Government 
should  be  afraid  in  Uiis  matter  to  trust 
the  joint  committee  who  were  to  have 
the  joint  control  of  the  police,  the  pay 
of  the  police,  the  determination  of  the 
numbers  of  the  police,  and,  in  fact,  the 
general  management  of  the  police,  and 
to  place  in  their  hands  the  nomination 
of  the  Chief  Constable.  As  far  as  he 
could  see,  nothing  but  mischief  would 
arise  out  of  the  arrangement  proposed, 
and  he  hoped  the  Oovernment  would  see 
fit  to  agree  to  the  present  Amendment. 
Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Blei 
ford)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Sir  William  Saraurt 


(Sir  William  Haroourt),  as  he  understood 
him,  objected  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  because,  while  on  the  one 
hand  the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable was  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions,  the  control  of  the 
police  and  the  management  of  the  police 
was  to  he  of  a  dual  character.  He  was 
bound  to  say  there  was  great  force  in 
the  objections  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman raised ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
adduced  from  his  objections  conclusions 
sactly  opposite  to  those  drawn  by  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman.  He  understood 
the  right  ban.  Gentleman  to  desire  that 
the  appointment  and  control  of  the  Chief 
Constable  as  well  as  the  control  of  the 
police  should  be  of  the  dual  character 
which  was  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misun- 
derstood him.  He  did  not  raise  the 
question  of  the  dual  position  of  the 
joint  committee ;  be  regarded  that  as 
a  single  Body  and  a  single  control, 
though  he  might  have  preferred  a 
ditferenoe  in  the  composition  of  it. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  quite  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  desire 
that  the  control  of  the  Chief  Constable 
and  of  the  police  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Body  which  was  contemplated  by 
the  Ooveinment,  whether  that  be  a  dual 
Body,  as  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  thought,  or 
asin^leBody,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ooneidered  it  to  be.  He  thought  there 
was  great  objection  to  that  propoBal, 
and  he  adduced,  as  he  said  just  now, 
conclusions  exactly  opposite  to  those  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  they 
ought  to  do  in  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  oppose  it,  so  that  when  the 
proper  time  came  for  the  discussion  of 
the  question,  those  Gentlemeu  who 
thought  it  right  to  do  so  oould  vote  in 
favour  of  the  whole  control  of  the  police, 
both  of  the  Chief  Oonstabla  and  of  the 
police  force  generally,  being  left  in  the 
hands  in  which  it  was  at  present. 

Mb.  WAEMINQTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  did  not  seem  to  appreciate  the 
effectof  theAmendment.  There  was  to  be 
a  dual  control.  Thefirst  point  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  was  that  under 
the  Bill  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  was  to  be  left  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  entirely,  and  that,  after  the  ap- 


..Google 


local  OovtrnmMt         {Jdhk  ts,  Usd}  (SngMtdand  It^aUt)  BiQ.     £34 


C'titment  of  the  Chief  Oonatable  had 
n  so  left,  there  was  to  be  a  perfect 
dual  control ;  that  the  County  Council 
and  the  Quarter  Sessions  were  to  have 
power  over  the  direction  and  the  requisi- 
tion of  constables  to  perform  any  par- 
ticolar  duties  in  addition  to  or  outside 
their  ordinary  duties.  The  Amendment 
proposed  that  there  should  not  be  re- 
serred  to  Quarter  Sessions  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  head  of  the  Police  Force, 
and  that  there  should  not  be  left  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  as  one  independent 
Body,  and  that  there  should  not  be  oon- 
ferred  upon  the  County  Council,  as  an- 
other independent  Body,  power  to  direct 
the  police  constables  to  perform  certain 
duties.  The  result  of  taere  being  two 
independent  Authorities  would  be  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  stated — namely,  that  there 
must  be  conflict  between  the  two  Bodies, 
the  County  Couacil  and  the  Quarter 
Sessions  in  giving  direotions  to  police- 
men. As  had  been  said  from  the  oppo- 
site side,  it  did  seem  absurd  that  tnose 
who  had  to  direct  the  actions  of  the 
privates  in  the  Police  Force  were  not 
to  be  persons  who  were  to  have  the 
selection  and  appointment  of  the  head 
who  was  to  control  the  force. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  be  did  not  altoKcther  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  his  boo,  and  learned 
Priend  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
'WarmiuKton),  and  he  must  say  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  observations 
wluch  were  made  a  moment  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Linoolnsbire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  were  strictly  logical  and 
perfectly  fair.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  a  perfectly  intelligible  and 
consistent  view ;  he  considered  that  the 
management  of  the  police  should  be 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates, and  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  such  a  view.  But  he 
(Mr.  Waddy)  and  his  hon,  PrieudB  took 
a  view  exactly  the  opposite;  but  it  did 
appear  to  him  that  the  observatious 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however 
much  they  might  disagree  with  them, 
were  perfectly  fair  and  logical.  What 
be  (Mr.  Waddy)  desired  to  point  out 
was  that  they  bad  already  agreed  that 
in  some  form  they  must  have  dual  con- 
trol. Tbejr  had  given  to  the  County 
Council  the  duty-  of  raising  the  money 
for  the  payment  of  the  police — they  had 


given  to  the  County  Council  the  power 
of  the  purse,  in  the  1st  sub-section  of 
Clause  3 ;  and  having  done  that,  they 
were  now  about  to  say  that  the  duty  of 
raising  the  money  for  the  police  should 
be  the  duty  of  one  Body,  and  that  the 
patronage  should  be  the  share  of  an- 
other Body.  He  did  not,  for  one  mo- 
mout,  agree  with  some  observations 
made,  to  the  effect  that  they  were  simply 
going  to  give  the  power  of  appointing 
the  Cbief  Coustable  to  the  magistrates, 
and  the  power  of  appointing  the  subordi- 
nate oonstables  to  the  County  Council. 
He  did  not  think  it  for  one  moment, 
because,  in  point  of  practice,  every  one 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  oonstables 
would  be  appointed  by  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. The  Chief  Constable  would  re- 
ceive their  names,  he  would  judge  of 
their  qualifications,  he  would  make  such 
recommendations  as  were  necessary,  and 
in  99  oases  out  of  every  100,  even  if  the 
Committee  gave  nominally  the  appoint- 
ment to  the  County  Council,  really  the 
nominations  would  rest  with  the  Chief 
Constable,  who  wasthenomineein  reality 
of  the  magistrates.  That  was  one  re- 
sult of  pretending  that  this  was  a  Liberal 
Bill,  when  in  reality  they  were  not  giving 
in  substance  that  which  they  were  giving 
in  form.  One  di£Gculty  which  would 
meet  the  Committee  at  every  turn  would 
be  that  the  Government  were  trying  to 
take  back  with  one  hand  that  which 
they  were  pretending  to  give  with  the 
other.  They  were  in  reality  about  to 
throw  on  the  County  Council  the  liability 
of  providing  for  the  police,  while  they 
were  giving  the  patronage  of  the  police 
to  someone  else.  They  were  raising  a 
dual  control  of  the  very  worst  form  with 
regard  to  that  matter  as  to  which,  of  all 
others,  County  Councils  would  bo  the 
most  aeusitive  and  the  most  ansious. 
If  County  Councils  were  not  fit  to  take 
care  of  the  police,  the  Oovemment  had 
better  tear  up  this  Bill  altogether.  If 
they  could  not  trust  them  with  power, 
let  them  say  so  at  once.  If  they  wanted 
to  have  a  kind  of  imptriuin  imperii,  if 
they  wanted  to  have  set  over  the  County 
Councils  some  Body  which  was  to  keep 
the  County  Couacil  in  order,  and  govern 
them  in  regard  to  these  matters  which 
were  too  good  for  the  County  Council  to 
take  care  of,  and  too  aristocratic  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, let  them  say  so  at  once.  It  was  a 
pity  the  Government  had  not  raised  this 
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point  in  the  way  the  right  hon.  Gontle- 
nail  the  Kember  for  the  Sleaford  Diri- 
aion  (Ur.  Oliaplin)  had  raised  it ;  wh^ 
should  they  not  say  at  once — "Wethink 
that  the  whole  of  this  matter  should  be 
lefttothemagistrates"?  ["Hear, hear!" 
from  the  MinUUriai  Btnch.l  Quite  right, 
that  was  au  honest  way  of  dealing  with 
it,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  cheers. 
Let  them  go  to  the  country  when  the 
right  time  came  with  this  distinct  issue. 
He  quite  arreed  that  that  was  fair  fight- 
ing, that  tnat  was  exactly  the  kind  of 
thing  one  wanted,  and  which  one  did 
not  always  get.  Nothing  whatever  would 
be  more  aatisfactory  to  the  Opposition 
than  to  have  this  issue  raised  clearly 
and  completely — namely,  that  County 
GouDcila  were  not  to  have  the  control  of 
the  police.  Whatever  the  Oovemmeut 
did,  ne  begged  them  not  to  pretend  they 
were  giving  to  the  Oounty  Councils  that 
which  they  were  not — to  pretend  that 
they  were  giving  to  the  County  Council 
power  when,  at  the  same  time,  they  were 
withholding  from  the  County  Council  a 
power  which  gave  them  the  grasp  of  the 
whole  position. 

Ma.  M'LAEEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  this  Amendment  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis) 
would  have  done  better  if  he  had  divided 
it  into  two,  and  if  it  was  still  possible 
tor  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  so  he  sug- 
gested he  should  take  that  course,  and 
that  the  Amendment  should  stop  at  the 
word  "  constables  "  in  the  third  line  of 
the  clanse.  [An  hon.  Meubkr  :  He  has 
stopped  there.]     He  [Ur.  U'Laren)  was 

SIem  that  hadT  been  done ;  because,  as 
le  clause  stood,  ao  far  from  there  being 
dual  control  of  the  police  there  were  no 
less  than  three  separate  Bodies  which 
were  to  control  the  police.  He  believed 
there  was  nothing  that  was  felt  more 
strongly  in  the  country,  and  in  the 
county  districts  which  were  now  to  have 
County  Councils,  than  the  question  of 
the  appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable. 
Those  who  were  likely  to  be  members 
of  the  County  Councils  resented  very 
strongly  that  they  were  not  to  have  the 
complete  control  of  the  police  in  their 
hands.  They,  perhaps,  might  be  willing, 
as  a  matter  of  compromise,  that  a  joint 
committee  should  be  appointed  as  the 
clause  provided  for  the  control  of  the 
police ;  but  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  they  felt 
most  strongly  that,  if  the  joint  ctim- 
ilf.  IFaddg 


mittee  was  not  to  have  the  appointment 
of  that  official,  then  the  control  of  the 
police  was  very  largely  8  sham,  and  that 
that  portion  of  the  joint  committee 
which  was  composed  of  members  of  the 
County  Council  would  really  have  no- 
thing but  a  nominal  interest  in  the 
matter,  and  the  other  section  of  the 
joint  Dommittee,  that  eeotion  which  was 
appointed  by  theQuarterSeasioQs,  would 
really  have  the  practical  control  of  the 
police.  There  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
teal  reason  why  this  joint  committee 
should  not  have  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable,  Half  of  thejointcom- 
mittee,  the  permanent  element,  would 
represent  the  Quarter  Sessions.  It  was 
not  as  if  the  whole  matter  was  to  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils,  a 
Body  of  which  there  had  been  no  ex- 
perience as  yet ;  but  half  of  the  joint 
committee  was  to  consist  of  the  very 
gentlemen  who  for  years  past  had  had 
the  management  of  the  police,  and 
whose  greater  experience,  stability,  and 
permanency  upon  the  joint  committee 
would  ensure  to  them  a  very  large,  and 
probably  preponderating,  weight  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable  and 
in  the  general  control  of  the  police  force. 
Therfore,  considering  the  experience 
they  would  bring  to  bear  upon  the  joint 
committee,  as  distinct  from  the  com- 
parative newness  of  the  men  who  were 
elected,  he  thought  they  might  with  per- 
fect safety  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  It  was  certain  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  oould 
not  be  a  final  settlement ;  the  question 
would  be  agitated  by  the  Oounty  Coun- 
cils, for  the  County  Councils  would  not 
be  content  to  leave  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable,  which  really  meant 
the  control  of  the  poline,  in  any  hands 
but  their  own. 

Mb.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  said,  the  diffi- 
culty there  was  in  respect  to  this  clause 
arose  from  the  word  "control."  If  the 
Quarter  Sessions  were  to  continue  to 
control  the  Chief  Constable,  they  must, 
he  apprehended,  also  control  the  police. 
Supposing  the  Chief  Constable  deter- 
mined to  issue  a  proclamation,  and  the 
Quarter  Sessions  supported  him  in  it, 
excluding  the  inhabitants  of  the  county 
from  some  part  of  the  county,  and  the 
Oounty  Council  tnaieted  that  the  people 
should  have  access  to  that  part,  would 
the  Chief  Constable  be  able  to  use  the 
constables  against  the  wiU  of  the  Oounty 
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Oonnoil?  If  ao,  this  proposition  was 
most  absurd. 

Thk  SOLICTTOE  general  (Sir 
Edward  Ola&eb)  (Plymouth)  asked  to 
be  permitted  to  say  a  word  or  two  ia 
reference  to  the  observations  which  had 
just  falleu  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  (Mr.  Firth].  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  auggeeted  that  the  Ohief 
Co  eatable  appointed  by  the  Quarter 
Beseione  might  issue  a  proclamation  pro- 
hibiting the  people  going  into  a  particn- 
lar  part  of  a  district.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Qentieman  knew  perfectly  well 
that  no  Chief  Constable  had  power  to 
issne  any  such  proclamation.  It  was 
quite  a  commonplace  of  law  that  no  pro- 
olamatioii  isauea  by  a  Chief  Oonstable 
had  any  effect  as  a  proclamation  in 
making  that  illegal  which  would  be 
otherwise  legal.  That  question  had 
never  been  dispated.  One  or  two  ob- 
servations had  been  made  in  regard  to 
this  clause,  and  one  or  two  apeakere 
had  wandered  off  and  had  denounced 
th6  Oorernment  for  pretending  to  give 
that  with  one  hand  which  tney  took 
away  with  the  other.  He  ventured  to 
aay  that  there  was  no  ground  for  that 
statement  in  regard  to  this  clause,  but 
that  it  really  was  one  which  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  method  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentieman  the  Hember  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who  dis- 
cuaaed  this  reaaonably,  as  a  somewhat 
difficult  question  for  which  a  solution 
had  to  be  found.  One  difficulty  of  the 
question  had  been  indicated  by  a  speech 
which  was  made  in  favour  of  the  ap- 

fiointmeut  of  the  Ohief  Constable  being 
eft  to  the  elected  Body,  and  it  was  said 
a  person  should  be  elected  who  was  in 
sympathy  with  the  feelings  of  the 
elected  Body.  Ha  aubmitted  that  the 
question  of  the  Chief  Constable  being 
in  sympathy  with  the  feelings  of  the 
elected  Body  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  discharge  of  his  duties.  In  regard 
to  the  ad  mi  niat  ration  of  the  duties  con- 
nected with  the  Criminal  Law,  it  was  the 
dnty  of  the  Chief  Constable  to  use  his 
bast  endeavours  to  put  the  CritDinal  Law 
in  force,  without  regard  to  any  question 
of  what  opinion  any  elected  body  might 
hare  regarding  it.  But  in  regard  to  the 
mere  administrative  part  of  the  work  of 
the  police,  that  administrative  part  of 
the  work  would  be  controlled  by  the 
joint  committee,  which  was  oontem- 
plated  in  the  second  part  of  the  clause. 


It  had  been  said  that  the  Jnstioee  had 
the  control  to  a  certain  extent,  and, 
according  to  well  defined  limits,  of  all 
conatablea  who  ware  engaged  in  the  ad- 
m.iniatration  of  the  Criminal  Law  ;  bnt 
the  Quarter  Sesaioua  had  now,  and  would 
have  when  this  Bill  was  paased,  the 
special  duty  of  watching  over  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law,  and 
surely  it  was  advisable  that  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  should  have  the  power 
of  controlling  that  officer,  who  would 
have  to  direct  the  duty  and  services  of 
the  police  at  large,  in  the  administration 
of  those  practically  judicial  powers,  the 
administration  of  the  criminal  law,  which 
must  belong  to  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  is  judicial,  and  not  to  the  elected 
Body,  which  is  administrative.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Ohief  Constable  might 
say  he  wanted  a  certain  number  of  men, 
and  that  the  elected  Body  might  refase 
to  give  them  to  him.  That  was  quite 
possible,  though  he  thought  that  elected 
Councils  would  not  be  very  likely  to 
refuse  a  responsible  officer  the  servicea 
of  sufficient  numbers  to  execute  the 
duties  which  were  oast  upon  him ;  but, 
if  that  were  so,  the  Chief  Constable 
would  have  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  with 
such  means  as  were  given  to  him.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke)  submitted  to  the 
Committee  that  really  the  principal  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  police — that  was  to 
say,  that  part  which  was  connected  with 
the  enforcement  and  administration  of 
the  law — would  still  be  done  under  the 
control  and  direction  of  the  Quarter 
Seasions,  and,  therefore,  it  was  reaaon- 
able  that  the  Quarter  Sessions  should 
have  thai  security  for  the  proper  ad- 
miniatration  of  law  within  the  area  for 
which  it  was  responsible,  which  it  would 
obtain  by  having  the  nomination  and 
control  of  the  Chief  Oom table. 

Ma.  HENHYH.  FOWLER{Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  aaid,  he  desired  to  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  had  great 
experience  ie  serving  on  Police  Com- 
mittees, as  well  as  Gentlemen  sitting 
upon  tbe  Opposition  Benches,  who  were 
familiar  with  the  working  of  Watoh 
Oommitteea — he  wished  to  ask  them, 
apart  from  all  Party  considerations,  in 
regard  to  this  question,  how  this  clause 
would  really  work  ?  How  was  it  possible 
to  administer  tbe  police  force  in  the  way 
which  this  clause  pointed  out  f  He  could 
quite  understand  the  views  and  policy 
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of  the  Local  QoTBrnment  Board  said  they 
Bhould  put  the  control  of  tlie  police  con- 
stable where  the  reapoosibility  of  the 
nutintainiiig  the  peace  lay;  but  that 
was  just  what  they  did  oot  do  in 
the  case  of  the  large  towns.  There  the 
control  of  the  Chief  Constable  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  peace  had  been 
permanently  severed,  and  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  had  no  illustration  to  give 
that  that  severance  had  been  productive 
of  evil  results.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  Qeneral  was  quite  right  when 
he  said  thut  the  magistrates  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  preservation  of  the 
peaae.  Let  him  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler] 
give  an  illustration  which  came  to  his 
own  knowledge.  When  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  the  Mayor  of  the 
town  which  he  now  represented,  a 
disturbance  of  the  peace  was  appre- 
hended, BO  great  a  disturbance  that 
application  was  made  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  direct  the  commander  of  the 
Northern  District  to  send  a  troop  of 
soldiers  into  Wolverhampton.  The  ma- 
gietrates  met ;  the  Town  Council  or  the 
Watch  Committee  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  preservation  of  the  peace. 
At  that  critical  moment,  the  whole 
control  of  the  police  and  of  the  Chief 
Constable  was  in  the  hands  of  the  ACayor 
and  the  magistrates.  Tbey  sat  there 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  night, 
and  they  were  responsible  for  prevent- 
ing, and  happily  they  did  prevent,  any 
outbreak.  But  there  was  no  conflict,  no 
difficulty  in  the  management,  either  of 
the  police  or  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
although  the  Chief  Constable  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  elected  Body  and  paid 
by  the  elected  Body.  The  Committee 
had  decided  that  this  was  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  joint  committee,  \_Cri»»  of 
"  No,  no !  "]  Well,  it  had  decided  it  was 
not  to  be  put  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Council.  He  presumed  the  Government 
were  going  to  stand  to  their  proposal 
with  reference  to  the  joint  committee  ; 
he  presumed  there  would  be  no  wobbling 
in  that  respect.  He  assumed  that  if 
the  Oovernment  did  stand  6nn,  there 
could  be  no  question  that  with  the  sup- 
port they  would  receive  from  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  the  proposal  for  a  joint  com- 
mittee would  be  carried.  If  the  joint 
committee  were  appointed,  and  the 
Chief  Constable  placed  in  an  absolutely 
independent  poBilion,  there  would  cer- 
tainly be  a  great  deal  of  friction.    After 
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of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Linoolnshire 
(Mr.  Ohaplin) ;  they  were  perfectly  in- 
telligible, tbey  were  justified  by  prece- 
dent, and  he  believed  they  would  work 
admirably  well  in  practice.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  would  put  the  police 
under  the  complete  control  of  one  Body — 
namely,  the  Quarter  Sessions,  who  bad 
had  that  control  previously,  and  there 
was  uo  reason  to  believe  that  there  would 
be  any  conflict  in  the  work.  He  could 
quite  understand  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  advocated  on  the  Oppoeition 
side  of  the  House— namely,  placing  the 
police  under  Watch  Committees  ap- 
pointed by  the  Councils.  That  also 
would  work,  and  he  believed  it  had 
worked,  satisfactorily  in  towns.  Now, 
let  them  see  what  the  proposals  of  the 
Uoverament  amounted  to,  and  how  tbey 
would  work.  They  had,  flrst,  one  Body, 
which  was  to  levy  the  police  rate, 
which  was  to  find  the  money,  wbioh 
was  to  be  reepousible  for  the  financial 
departments  of  the  police ;  and  they  had, 
secondly,  another  Body,  which  was  to 
be  composed  partly  of  the  elected  Body 
and  partly  of  the  Justices,  who  were  to 
have,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  control 
over  the  police,  which  at  present  wae 
exercised  by  the  Quarter  Sessions.  But 
that  Body  so  constituted,  novel  in  its 
conception,  novel  in  its  constitution, 
was  nevertheless  to  find  itself  crippled 
in  the  exercise  of  its  powers  by  being 
put  in  the  position  of  having  the  Chief 
Conatable  absolutely  independent  of  it. 
What  control  could  the  joint  com- 
mittee have  over  the  police  if  the  Chief 
Constable  was  able  to  set  them  at 
defiance,  and  to  appeal  to  some  other 
Body  behind  their  backs  ?  He  put  it  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  any  experience 
of  work  of  the  kind,  whether  such  a 
system  would  work,  whether  a  Chief 
Conatable,  who  was  like  many  other 
public  officers,  could  be  kept,  he  would 
not  say,  in  a  state  of  subordination,  but 
in  tbestateof  discipline  in  which  heought 
as  well  ae  all  other  public  servants  to  be, 
if  one  Body  was  to  control  the  police 
force  and  another  Body  was  to  control 
the  Chief  Constable  ?  Would  they  ap- 
ply Buoh  a  theory  in  the  Army  and  Navy ; 
could  they  point  out  any  precedent  in 
any  department  of  EngUah  public  life 
for  sucD  a  one-sidsd,  useless,  and  futile 
mode  of  controlling  the  police  force. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemau  tne  President 
Mr.  Smy  S.  Fotekr 
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all,  the  appoistment  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable wa«  a  queetion  of  patronage. 
The  bon.  Uember  forWigan  (Mr.  F. 
S.  Powell),  who  spoke  with  authority  as 
Topresenting  the  unanimouB  opinion  of 
the  largest  and  most  influential  body  of 
magistrates  in  England,  in  objecting  to 
this  clause  alluded  to  the  large  number 
of  gentlemen  who  gatherod  together  in 
Town  C/Ouncils  on  the  question  of  the 
election  of  a  Chief  Constable.  He  (Ur. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  did  not  think  that 
the  appointment  of  Buoh  an  ofBoer  by  a 
contested  election  was  the  best  mode  of 
solcction.  He  thought  that  a  small 
committee  was  the  Tery  best  Body  by 
whom  such  an  official  could  be  appointed. 
One  of  the  powers  it  would  ezarcise 
with  the  greatest  effioienoy  and  satis- 
faction would  be  the  choosing  of  a  Chief 
Constable  without  all  the  unpleasantness 
of  a  popular  election.  He  attached  far 
more  importance  to  the  control  and  the 
dismisBal  of  the  Chief  Constable  than  to 
the  appointment.  If  they  were  to  hare 
a  Chief  Constable  in  thorough  sympathy 
with  the  Council  they  must  baTC  that 
authority  at  one  with  itself.  He  asked 
the  Committee  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Ub.  HOBHOTJSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
hoped  the  Qcrvemment  would  re-consider 
their  decision  on  this  point.  Their 
proposal  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Chief  Constable  was  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  proposal  for  a  joint  committee, 
and  was,  indeed,  deatruoCive  of  the  sys- 
tem. If  the  Chief  Constable  were  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Justices  alone,  he 
would  be  put  in  a  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  the  joint  committee,  half  of 
whioh  would  be  Justices  and  half  not, 
and  he  would  probably  regard  the 
Justices  on  that  committee  with  very 
different  eyes  to  those  with  which  he 
looked  at  the  other  members.  In  giving 
the  joint  committee  nominal  control  of 
the  police,  and  in  giving  Quarter  Ses- 
aioDs  the  real  appointment  and  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  they  were  giving 
bnt  a  shadow  to  the  joint  committee 
and  reserring  the  substance  for  Quarter 
SesBions.  He  therefore  appealed  to  the 
Government,  if  they  wished  to  carry  out 
their  proposal — which  was  defensible 
and  perfectly  legitimate — for  a  joint 
committee,  to  surrender  on  this  point. 

OAFTAnr  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
said,  he  intended  to  support  the  Go- 
Tomnient  in  their  proposal  for  a  joint 


committee,  but  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  lumping 
the  whole  police  body,  including  the 
Chief  Constable,  under  the  joint  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  yf.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  said, 
he  failed  to  reconcile  the  decision  at 
which  the  Government  had  arrived  on 
this  point  with  some  of  the  declarations 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  at  an  earlier  stage  of  that  Bill. 
Unless  his  (Mr.  James's)  memory  failed 
htm,  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  then 
insisted  in  mora  than  one  of  bis 
epeeohes,  that  he  trusted  the  people- 
indeed  be  gave  expression  to  that  aenti- 
ment  at  least  half-a-dozen  times.  But 
now  be  came  to  the  question  of  trustiDg 
the  people  in  a  practical  manner  he 
stepped  aside.  Having  presided  for  a 
good  many  years  in  a  southern  rural 
constituency,  he  (Mr.  James)  had  had 
opportunities  of  watching  the  operations 
of  a  Police  Committee,  and  he  had  him- 
self been  a  member  of  such  a  committee 
in  Quarter  Sessions.  The  fault  be  found 
with  the  Sj^stem  was  one  to  whioh  there 
could  be  bttle  objection.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  police  had  really  not 
enough  to  do.  In  many  cases  their 
numbers  might  be  considerably  reduced, 
and  without  wishing  to  be  offensive  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  be  would  point 
out  that  the  police  in  the  country  often 
acted  during  the  winter  as  assistant 
game  keepers,  and  in  the  summer 
amused  themselves  in  disporting  at 
cricket  matches.  Now,  if  the  numbers 
of  the  police  were  to  be  diminished,  and 
the  patronage  of  the  Chief  Constable 
also  diminished,  there  would  be  friction 
at  once  between  the  Joint  Authority — 
— the  County  Council  and  the  magis- 
trates— and  it  would  make  confusion 
worse  confounded.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  really  trusted  the  people,  he 
wished  they  would  bring  themselves  to 
believe  that  the  people  were  just  aa 
much  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  as  they  themselves  were. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening  said  the  County 
Councils  would  have  very  little  to  do. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  James)  was  very  much  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  him,  and  if  they 
carried  the  clause  in  its  present  form  and 
had  a  divided  jurisdiatlon,  he  believed 
that  not  only  would  the  County  Council 
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Committee  on  matters  relating  to  the 
adminiatration  and  disposition  of  tbe 
force.  Now,  he  would  nave  been  well 
satiefied  if  the  GoTemment  had  eeen  fit 
in  their  Bill  to  Ipatb  to  the  county  ma- 
giatrates  the  control  of  the  police  which 
they  already  posaeBaed.  He  had  listened 
with  great  respect— as  he  always  did — 
to  what  fell  from  the  right  han.  Qentle- 
man  the  Meoiber  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  spoke  with  re- 
ference to  what  might  happen  in  regard 
to  trade  organizations,  and  with  respect 
to  large  gatherings  of  working  men — 
aay,  in  the  North,  Now,  he  did  not 
want  to  rake  up  the  past;  but  he  re- 
membered that  on  one  occasion  he  saw 
the  whole  of  a  county  in  the  hands  of  a 
miners'  organization,  and  for  one  da; 
the  Miners'  Union  was  fighting  tooth 
and  nail  with  the  police.  Six  police 
stations  were  absolutely  wrecked;  100 
men  were  bleeding  on  that  occasion, 
and  one  man  was  killed.  The  Durham 
police  constituted  as  fine  a  force  as  ever 
existed,  and  they  were  looking  to  this 
House  with  great  apprehension  lest  they 
should  be  transferred  to  other  control. 
They  were  entitled  to  consideration. 
This  ought  not  to  be  made  a  Party 
question,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  do  its  best,  in  the  interests  of 
the  observance  of  the  peaoe,  to  keep 
Party  considerations  out  of  it.  Let 
the  Committee  consider  well  what  they 
were  about.  Were  they  willing  to 
transfer  the  police  from  the  present  ad- 
ministration to  some  new  Body,  as  to 
whose  future  existenoe  and  success  they 
knew  nothing  ? 

Mb.  EATHBONE  (Carnarvon shire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  quite  agreed  that  that 
was  not  a  Party  question.  What  they 
wanted  to  do  was  to  ensure  the  best 
chances  for  selecting  the  best  Chief 
Conatable  to  manage  the  police.  They 
all  agreed  that  Quarter  Sessions  had 
shown  great  ability  in  the  management 
of  aS'airs ;  but  he  would  aak  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Chief  Constables  had  been 
in  the  past  the  weak  part  of  the  manage- 
ment ?  Frequently,  the  appointment 
bad  been  made  practically  by  men  who 
had  taken  no  part  whatever*  in  the 
management  of  the  county  buainees ; 
and  he  would  ask,  was  not  a  good  selec- 
tion more  likely  to  be  made  by  a 
small  committee    tbaa    by  the   Court 
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have  very  little  to  do,  but  they  would 
always  be  quarrelling  amongst  them- 
selves like  cats  and  dogs. 

Mn.  KENBICK  (Birmingham,  N.; 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out,  as  Chair 
man  of  the  Watch  Committee  in  a  great 
borough,  that  the  control  over  the  Chief 
Constable  meant  there,  practically,  the 
modelling  and  control  of  the  police  force. 
The  force  was  exactly  what  the  Chief 
Gunetable  made  it,  in  the  same  way  that 
a  school  was  what  the  headmaster  mads 
it.  To  give,  then,  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  to  a  Body  other  than 
that  responsible  for  the  force,  would  be 
to  cause  a  great  deal  of  friction.  In 
Birmingham,  the  appointment  and  con- 
trol of  the  Chief  Constable  meant  really 
the  control  of  the  police  force.  As  the 
Government  had  set  up  a  joint  and  effi- 
cient committee  he  hoped  they  would 
give  them  real  powers. 

Me.  WHAETON  (York.  W.E., 
Eipon)  said,  he  had  eerveil  as  Chairman 
of  a  Police  Committee  for  nearly  SO 
years,  and  its  action  had  simply  been  to 
advise  the  Chief  Ocnstable  in  matters 
relating  to  the  administration  and  alloca- 
tion of  the  force.  Practically,  the  Chief 
Constable  of  a  county  filled  the  position 
of  Colonel  of  a  regiment,  and  he  hoped 
that  that  would  remain  so.  In  all  money 
matters,  and  on  points  as  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  force  and  the  building  of  new 
folice  stations,  he  consulted  with  the 
olice  Committee.  Thtit  was  especially 
so  in  his  (Mr.  Wharton's)  own  county, 
where  they  had  a  very  large,  dense,  and 
shifting  population.  Men  had  frequently 
to  be  transferred  from  one  portion  of 
the  county  to  another,  and  new  police 
stations  built.  There  seemed  to  be  an 
idea  amongst  some  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Police  Committee  had 
actual  control  over  the  police  itself. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  case  in 
counties.  There  the  control  of  the 
police  force  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chief  Constable.  Hon.  Members  repre- 
senting boroughs  seemed  to  think  the 
Chief  Constable  of  the  county  and  Head 
Conatable  of  the  borough  held  exactly 
the  same  kind  of  position.  But  that 
was  not  BO ;  they  were  essentially  dif- 
ferent. In  the  borough,  the  Head 
Constable  was  under  the  command  and 
control  of  the  Watch  Committee ;  in  the 
county,  the  Chief  Constable  was,  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  Watch  Committee, 
and  he  was  only  advised  by  the  Police 
Jfr.  W.  S.  Jmtt 
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of  Quarter  Seasions?  In  the  past,  it, 
had  beea  a  queBtion  rather  of  personal 
influence  than  of  aeleotion;  a  large 
number  of  magistrates  never  took  any 
part  in  the  county  business  except  when 
these  appointments  were  to  be  filled, 
and  the  ruling  power  in  making  them 
was  personal  consideration. 

Mb.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  Bud,  be  differed  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question,  as  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  the  Ohief 
OoDstable  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  He  would 
tell  the  Committee  what  his  experience 
had  been.  Some  few  jears  since  the 
appointment  of  Chief  Constable  was 
vacant  in  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire, 
with  which  he  was  conneoted,  and  it  was 
a  matter  of  notoriety  that,  some  weeks 
before  it  was  filled  up,  candidates  made  it 
their  business  to  go  round  to  every  mem- 
ber of  Quarter  Sessions.  The  result  was 
that  some  gentlemen  were  weak-minded 
enough  to  promise  their  votes  before- 
hand. Some,  of  course,  were  sufficiently 
strong-minded  not  to  do  so.  Well,  the 
gentleman  who  was  eventually  chosen 
was  selected  mainly  because  he  was 
blessed  with  13  children.  He  had  no 
intention  of  casting  any  reflection  on 
the  gentleman  appointed.  Comparisons 
were  odious;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out  the  extreme  inconvenience  and 
great  demoralization  arising  from  such 
a  mode  of  election.  Therefore,  he  was 
not  in  favour  of  the  appointment  re- 
maining in  the  hands  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. Neither  did  he  much  care  about 
its  being  in  the  hands  of  the  joint  oom- 
mittea;  but  he  should  infinitely  prefer 
it  to  be  vested  in  the  Home  Secretary, 
as,  if  that  were  the  case,  they  would 
have  a  much  better  chance  of  getting 
good  men  appointed  without  regard  to 
theirdomestiocircumstances.  A  variety  of 
county  appointments  were  made  by  the 
Home  Secretaryandthe  Lord  Chancellor, 
As  the  leas  of  two  evils,  he  did  not  object 
to  the  appointment  being  made  by  a 
joint  committee  of  the  County  Councils 
and  the  Uagistrates,  though  he  should 
prefer  to  place  the  duty  on  the  Home 
Secretary ;  but  nothing  could  be  more 
objectionable  than  the  present  system  of 
appointment  by  200  to  300  magistrates. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Halifax  that  there 
could  b«  no  objection  to  allowing  the 
County  Councils  to  fix  the  salary  of  the 
Ohief  Constable. 

yOIi.  OOOXXVn.    [thisp  bsbim-I 


Viscount  CR  A  NBOENE  (Lancashire 
N.E.,  Darwen)  said,  he  could  not  approve 
^□e  proposal  to  vest  these  appointments 
in  the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  sincerely 
hoped  the  Committee  would  weigh  well 
the  words  which  had  fallen  from  the  lira 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Uember  for  the 
Bipon  Division  of  Yorkshire  (Ifr. 
Wharton),  who  implied  that  the  con- 
trol  of  the  Chief  Constable  meant  really 
the  control  of  the  police.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  W. 
Beckett)  referred  to  what  he  considered 
to  be  a  gross  abuse  in  the  ease  of  a  par* 
particular  appointment.  No  doubt,  such 
things  did  occur ;  but  he  would  venture 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  the  clause 
provided  for  the  appointment,  control, 
and  dismissal  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
and  that,  evcnif  a  mistake  were  made  in 
the  appointment,  great  harm  was  not 
necessarily  done.  What,  however,  would 
constitute  a  great  evil  would  be  if  the 
Chief  Constable  did  not  consider  himself 
secure  in  carrying  out  the  duties  laid 
upon  him,  as  he  would  feel  if  he  wero 
liable  to  dismissal  for  doing  what  ho 
believed  to  be  his  duty.  It  was  just 
that  danger  which  some  of  them  feared 
might  happen  if  the  Chief  Constable 
were  under  the  control  of  and  subject 
to  dismissal  by  an  elective  Body.  He 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  fiilly 
realize  what  they  were  doing  in  voting 
for  this  particular  Amendment,  which 
referred  to  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable.  They  were 
not  dealing  with  the  question  of  dual 
control ;  that  point  was  entirely  sepa- 
rate. He  believed  every  Member  of  the 
Committee  would  feel  tiie  importance  of 
leaving  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable  in  the  hands  of  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  fully  agreed 
with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bipon  Division  that 
the  control  of  that  appointment  meant 
the  real  control  of  the  force.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  for  the  proposal  of  the 
Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis)  moved  to  leave  out  certain  words 
down  to  "  aforesaid"  in  line  17.  But, 
there  being  several  other  Amend- 
ments, I  propose  to  put  the  words 
"  nothing  in  that  Act "  shall  stand  part 
of  the  Clause.  If  I  did  not  do  that, 
the  subsequent  Amendments  would  be 
shut  out. 
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Mfi.  JAHE3  STUABT  said,  the  ques- 
tion really,  then,  was  not  the  simpU 
one  put  by  the  noble  Yiscouat,  but  it 
was  complicated  by  the  question  of 
dual  control.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better  for  his  ben.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Uerionethfihire  (Kr.  T.  E.  Ellis), 
with  the  permission  of  the  Committee, 
to  withdraw  Mb  Amendment,  in  order  to 
facilitate  a  vote  being  taken  on  the  more 
important  question. 

Uk.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  moved  to  omit 
the  nords  from  "nothing"  to  "Chief 
Constable,"  in  line  13. 

The  CHAIBMAN  ;  Order,  order  ! 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper.    If  he 
withdraws  that  I  will  put  the  other. 

Ma.  BEUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  wbb  a^aid  that  Amend- 
ment would  bar  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  SJea- 
ford)  eaid,  that  if  the  Amendment  to 
omit  the  words  down  to  "Chief  Con- 
stable "  were  put,  it  would  prevent  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-Wsst 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  being 
discussed. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved,  and  so  I  stated,  to  leave  out 
the  words  from  "nothing"  to  "afore- 
said ; "  but  I  only  ptopoae  to  put  it 
down  to  "Chief  Constable,"  so  as  to 
enable  the  other  Amendments  to  be  dis- 
cueeed. 

Ma.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.) : 
It  might  be  a  greater  convenience  to 
the  Committee  if  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name  were  now  discMisHed. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  Order,  order! 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  words  "nothing 
in  this  Act,"  &o.,  down  to  "  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 
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namely,  the  whole  question  of  the  con- 


d  management  of  the  polioe  force. 
The  Government  proposal,  as  it  stoodt 
involved  an  extraordinary  anomaly.  It 
proposed  that  for  the  future  the  police 
should  be  paid  by  one  Body,  officered  by 
another  Body,  and  controlled  by  a  third 
Body.  When  they  came  to  examine  it, 
he  tiiought  that  the  Committee  would 
discover  that  the  proposal  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  was  of  a  much  simpler  character. 
It  really  was  that  the  pt^ice  should  be 
paid  by  an  elective  Body  representing 
ratepayers,  but  that  the  whole  coDtrol 
and  management  of  the  police  should 
be  vested  in  the  mu^strates  sitting  in 
Quarter  Sessions.  Hs  was  very  glad  to 
hear  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bipon  Division  of  Torhshire  (Mr.  Whar- 
ton), who  spoke  on  that  matter  with 
the  authority  of  great  ezperieooe,  such 
a  candid  and  accurate  statement  of  the 
real  facts.  He  would  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
material  parts  of  the  Act  of  1 839,  which 
regulated  these  matters,  and  vhich, 
even  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  would 
continue  to  regulate  them.  That  Act, 
after  providing  that  the  Chief  Constable 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Justices  in 
Quarter  Sessions,  Ifud  it  down  that  the 
Chief  Constable  should  appoint  other 
constables,  and  at  his  pleasure  should 
dismiss  all  or  any  of  them,  and  that  he 
should  have  the  general  disposition  and 
management  of  all  constaoles  so  ap> 
pointed,  subject  to  such  lawful  orders 
as  he  might  receive  from  the  Justices 
generally  in  Quarter  Sessions  assembled. 
Very  well.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
need  not  be  so  apprehensive  about  the 
dual  control  given  by  the  Bill,  because, 
after  all,  the  dual  control  was  a  mers 
sham,  and  nothing  but  a  sham,  seeing 
that  the  Government  reserved  to  Quarter 
Sessions  the  powers  they  already  pos- 
sessed, and  the  Chief  Constable  would  be 
enabled  in  the  future  to  act  as  he  now 
did,  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  magis- 
trates.   It  was  most  important  that  the 
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to  come.  Something  had  been  said — he 
believed  b^  his  hoc.  and  learned  Friend 
tke  SoHoitor  General — aa  to  the  impor- 
tance and  value  of  the  police  being 
subject  to  judicial  authority.  Acertain 
amount  of  coDfaeion  of  thought  ap- 
peared to  prevail  on  this  matter.  The 
management  of  the  police  by  Quarter 
Sessions  under  the  exiating  Acts  was  a 
thoroughly  administrative  function,  and 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  judicial 
authority.  If  the  management  of  the 
police  were  transferred  to  the  elected 
Conncils,  as  they  asked  the  Government 
to  transfer  it,  the  magistrates  in  Uuarter 
Sessions,  or  rather  the  magistrates  in- 
dividually, would  have  precisely  the 
same  power  as  the  Common  Law  gave 
them  to  call  oo  any  police  constable  in 
the  county  to  execute  the  law  and  main- 
tain order  throughout  the  district.  It 
was,  therefore,  wholly  beside  the  mark  to 
draw,  as  thehon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bipon  (Mr.  Wharton)  did,  on  historical 
reminiscences  as  to  disorders  that  existed 
inthecountyof Durhamatonetime.  The 
fact  was  that  in  the  future,  as  now,  the 
Justices  would  be  able  to  oall  on  the 
police  to  assist  them  in  the  execution  of 
the  law,  and  all  the  Government  were 
asked  as  to  these  elective  Bodies  was 
that  as  they  had  conceded  to  them  the 
duty  of  providing  the  funds  out  of  which 
the  force  was  to  be  ^aid,  so  they  should 
give  them  the  administrative  and  execu- 
tive powers  which  at  present  were  vested 
in  Quarter  Sessions,  and  which  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with,  judicial 
functions.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Committee  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  bon.  Friend,  and  remove 
this  patent  blot  from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  B.  KOASE  (Hampstead)  said, 
he  could  not  hope  that  the  Government 
would  attend  to  any  words  that  might 
fall  from  him ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  position  they  were  now 
in  was  very  anomalous.  There  were 
three  courses  open  to  the  Government. 


police  over  to  a  joint  committee,  they 
should  also  band  over  to  that  committee 
the  control  of  the  Chief  Constable.  If 
the  Army  were  handed  over,  so,  aleoi 
should  the  command  of  it  be  handed 
over.  He  spoke  with  some  diffidence  on 
the  mattor ;  but  he  felt  that  the  position 
of  the  Government  was  so  illogical  that 
he  could  not  help  hoping  that  even  now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  they  would  aooeda 
to  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  NOHTON  (Kent,  Tunbridge) 
said,  he  thought  the  question  should  be 
allowed  to  stand  over  until  the  Commit- 
tee had  decided  whether  the  control  of 
the  police  should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  county  magistrates  or  in  those  of 
a  joint  committee. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale)  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  a  great  deal  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  to  recom- 
mend it  to  the  Committee.  They  had 
not  yet  decided  whether  any  powers  of 
control  over  the  police  were  to  be  vested 
in  a  joint  committee,  and  until  that  point 
had  been  decided  he  scarcely  saw  how 
they  could  decide  on  the  matter  now 
under  discussion.  He  did  not  know 
how  it  could  be  done ;  hut  it  certainly 
seemed  to  him  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  come  to  some  decision  as 
to  the  constitution  of  the  joint  committee 
to  whom  they  were  to  refer  certain 
powers  for  the  management  of  the 
police.  If  the  committee  were  properly 
constituted  to  control  the  police,  it 
seemed  to  him  only  logical  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Chief  Constable  should 
be  placed  in  their  hands.  But  until  they 
had  decided  on  the  appointment  of  a 
joint  committee,  it  certainly  appeared 
rather  difficult  to  decide  the  point  they 
were  now  discussing. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT  said, 

the    proper  course    would   be   to   omit 

these   words    for    the    present.       That 

would  meet  the  views,  certainly,  of  the 

lajority  of  the  House,  because  if  the 

[ouse  were  to  decide  against  a  joint 

immittee,  then    the  police   would   re- 

lain  under  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and 

Ley  would  have  the  appointment  of  the 

hief  Constable,  and  the  words  under 

Iscossion  would  not  be  wanted  at  all. 

I  the  Committee,  on  the  other  hand, 

lould  determine  in  favour  of  the  joint 

immittee,  that  committee  would  have 

le  control  both  of  the  police  and  the 
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tbat  question  van  decided,  it  would  be 
quite  in  their  power  to  decide  after- 


Chief  Constable.  Whatever  view  they 
took  of  the  matter,  and  whatever  the 
view  of  the  Committee  might  be,  thi 
question  in  debate  would  be  settled  by 
that  decision.  All,  therefore,  they  bed 
to  do  now  was  to  omit  these  particular 
words,  and  then  take  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  the  question  of  the  joint 
committee.  The  other  matter  would 
follow  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale.  He  bad 
thought  for  some  time  that  they  were 

Jutting  the  cart  before  the  horse  in  the 
iscussion  they  were  engaged  in.  Bat 
he  did  not  quite  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  in 
his  suggestion  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  ought  to  proceed.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  that  the  beet  way  for 
them  to  arrive  at  a  decision  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  the  police  were  to  be  left  in 
the  hands  of  a  joint  committee  would 
be  for  the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn, 
and  for  a  decision  to  be  taken  on  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  North- West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walters.  Barttelot).  If  that  were 
settled  in  favour  of  the  Amendment, 
then,  in  the  next  line  of  the  clause,  the 
question  would  follow  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Chief  Constables  were  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way.  If  this 
suggestion  should  find  favour  with  the 
Committee,  it  certainly  seemed  to  him  a 
practical  way  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  riR9T  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
aURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  was  afraid  tbat 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  was  hardly  one  which,  according 
to  the  Bales  of  the  Committee,  they  could 
adopt.  It  would  not  be  possible  to  go 
baek  on  the  words  already  passed.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  suggestion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tunbridge  Division  of  Kent  (Mr.  Nor- 
ton) and  bis  noble  Friend  opposite  ( the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  one  they 
ought  to  adopt,  without  in  the  slightest 
degree  prejudicing  the  question  before 
them.  They  should  allow  these  words  to 
go  out  for  the  present,  and  then,  at 
once,  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
more  important  question  as  to  whether 
the  control  of  the  police  was  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  or  to  be  put 
inthehandsofajointoommittea.  When 
Sir  WtiUam  ffarefurt 


wards  the  question  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webstbb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  if  that  course  were  adopted,  it 
would,  perhaps,  be  as  well  to  leave  out 
more  words  than  the  immediate  pro- 
posal oontsmplated. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  said,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  witiidraw  bis 
Amendment,  because  if  these  words  were 
not  omitted,  and  if  afterwards  they  did 
not  omit  the  rest  of  the  clause,  all  these 
powers  would  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  as  before  ;  but  if 
these  were  omitted,  and  they  retained 
the  rest  of  the  clause,  then  it  was  quite 
clear  they  would  have  gained  what  was 
the  obvious  desire  of  the  majority  of 
the  House — namely,  a  declaration  that 
there  should  be  one  and  the  same  con- 
trol over  the  Chief  Constable  and  the 
police.  He,  therefore,  ventured  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  continue  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment, so  that  it  might  he  either  carried 
or  lost. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  asked 
how  the  Chairman  would  put  the  Ques- 
tion? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  Question 
would  be  put  so  as  to  safeguard  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North-West  Sussex.  If  too  many 
words  were  omitted,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  would  not  be  able  to  move  his 
Amendment  in  the  special  form  in  which 
it  stood  on  the  Paper,  but  would  have  to 
raise  the  question  in  some  other  form. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  asked 
whether  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
(Sir  Walter  fi.  Barttelot)  could  not 
allow  these  words  to  be  omitted,  and  then 
so  contrive  his  Amendment  afterwards 
as  to  render  it  admissible  ? 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  ift  he  words  were  struck  out  it 
would  be  altogether  impossible  for  him 
to  raise  the  question  at  all,  because  the 
Committee  would  then  have  decided 
that  the  Chief  Constable  should  not  be 
hands  of  the  magistrates,  and 
they  would  also  have  decided  that  there 
should  be  a  dual  control.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
knew  perfectly  well  what  these  ^ues- 
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tioDB  were,  and  that  if  a  Member 
missed  hie  opportnnitj  of  making  a 
atatement  and  talcing  a  DiTision  on  ^at 
which  he  believed  to  be  of  the  utmoet 
importance  in  the  iatereate  of  the  coun- 
try be  might  never  obtain  it  again. 
Hia  view  was  that  the  police  should 
remain  in  the  fnture  aa  they  had  beea 
in  the  past — in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates. He  had  contended  for  that 
from  the  beginoisg — since  be  spoke  on 
the  second  reading ;  and  be  had  not 
deviated  one  bair's-breadtb  from  bis 
earliest  deelaration.  8a  far  as  he  knew, 
he  had  always  had  the  courage  of  his 
opinions,  moat  certainly  when  hebeliered 
it  to  be  in  the  interests  of  bis  country. 
He  should,  therefore,  like  to  bare  an 
opportunity  of  placing  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  viewa  he  so  strongly  enter- 
tained on  this  question. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUABT  :  I  rise  to 
Order 

U&.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  be  under- 
stood it  to  be  the  wish  of  the  Committee 
that  his  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
Walter  B,  Barttelot)  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  question  in  the 
most  distinct  form,  and  if  he  were  un- 
able to  do  BO  under  the  circum stances 
now  stated,  the  best  course  would  be  to 
more  to  report  Progress,  in  order  that 
he  might  himself  place  on  the  Paper  an 
AmendmeDt  to  carry  out  the  object  he 
desired.  The  subject  the  ban.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  wished  to  deal  with  was,  no 
doubt,  a  more  important  one  than  that 
now  under  consideration. 

Mb.  JAMES  STTTABT  said,  he 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  He  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
stood  in  the  way  of  this  QueBtiou  being 
put  could  equally  welt  get  bis  point  raised 
before  the  House  by  moving  tbe  rejec- 
tion of  the  remainder  of  the  clause.  Tbe 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  could  add  be- 
fore the  words  "  Chief  Constable" 
words  which  would  band  the  rest  of  tbe 
polios  over  to  tbe  control  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  If,  after  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  should  have  been 
passed,  tbe  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  last  part  of 
tbe  clause,  be  would,  if  be  succeeded  in 
his  Motion,  practically  do  the  same  thing 
as  he  desired  to  do  by  bis  present 
Amendment,  for  the  control  of  the  rest 
of  the  polioe  would  vest  in  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  Ha  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  there- 
fore  hoped    that   there    would   be  no 


adjournment  of  the  debate  now,  and 
that  they  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
to  a  Division  on  the  question  tbey  had 
debated  for  a  long  time,  and  whiob  was 
now  ripe  for  decision. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  be  ventured  to 
differ  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Committee  had  not  debated  for  a  single 
moment  the  question  whether  tbe  police 
should  be  under  the  control  of  a  joint 
committee.  Tbe  question  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  asked  to  settle  was  the  question  as 
to  the  control  of  tbe  magistrates.  ["  No, 
no  !  "]  Tea  ;  and,  for  his  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin's) part,  he  sincerely  hoped  tbe  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  would  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  bon.  Genueman 
tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Tressury.  It 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  diey 
had  got  into  a  very  oonsiderable  muddle, 
and  that  it  was  very  desirable  that  they 
should  have  a  fresh  and  full  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  queation  of  the  police. 
In  order  that  they  might  have  that  op- 
portunity, be  begged  leave  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
■■  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Vkaplin.) 

Bib  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT  said, 
be  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be 
pressed.  He  did  not  agree  with  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that 
they  had  got  into  a  muddle  at  oil.  The ' 
Houae  seemed  to  be  entirely  agreed  on 
one  point— namely,  that  the  authority 
over  tbe  Chief  Constable  ought  not  to  be 
separated  from  tbe  Polioe  Authority. 
They  differed,  no  doubt,  as  to  what  tbe 
Police  Authority  ought  to  be;  but  they 
were  all  agreed  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable  should  rest  with  the 
Police  Authority.  Well,  having  now 
disoussed  the  question  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable  for  some  time,  all  tbey  bad  to 
do  waB  to  get  that  out  of  the  way  and 
leave  the  road  clear  for  the  diacuseton  as 
to  who  was  to  be  the  Polioe  Authority. 
There  certainly  was  no  desire  to  prevent 
the  bon.  and  gallant  Baronet  tbe  Mem- 
ber for  North- West  Suaeex  from  raising 
the  question  in  the  clearest  form,  but  it 
would  be  raised  on  subaequent  words. 
All  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would 
have  to  do  would  be,  when  those  words 
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came  on,  to  oppose  tbeir  addition  to  the 
olaase.  li  that  was  bo,  vby  should  they 
allow  all  the  time  they  had  devoted  to 
the  diHcuuion  of  this  particular  point 
now  before  the  Committee  to  be  wasted  ? 
Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  believed  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  was  under  a 
misconception  when  he  said  that  the 
Commiltee  were  entirely  a^eed  that 
whatever  might  be  the  authority  for 
the  control  of  the  police  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chief  Constable  should  rest 
there.  He  did  not  agree  with  all  that — 
that  the  matter  was  decided  unanimouely, 
or  th  at  they  wereanythiuglike  unanimo  ua 
upon  it.  What  he  believed  was  that  it 
was  the  espreased  wish  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  question  of  who  was  to 
have  the  control  of  the  police  should  be 
decided  before  that  of  who  was  to  ap- 
point the  Chief  Constable.  ["  No,  no !  "1 
That  was  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hattington),  and  it  was  sup- 
ported by  some  of  his  (Mr.  Bitcbie's) 
hon.  Friends  behind  bim.  The  GoTem- 
meot  had  thought  that,  on  the  whole, 
this  was  not  an  unreasonable  proposition 
to  make.  The  question  then  arose  how 
it  could  best  be  done.  It  was  suggested 
that  the  first  words  of  the  clause  should 
be  left  out,  on  the  clear  understanding 
ttat,  whatever  the  decision  was  which 
the  Committee  might  arrive  at  as  to 
the  control  of  the  police,    the  matter 

wonld  be  revived  again  in  another  form.  I  th^^eYnMrted,"  put,"  tinTZ'-'7dto. 
That  was  the  distinct  uoderetanding. '  - 
Then  they  arrived  at  the  question  of 
the  best  mode  of  amending  the  clause 
so  as  to  decide  the  question  of  controlling 
the  police ;  and  it  was  because  there 
was  some  doubt  as  to  the  best  means  of 
doing  that,  that  the  Motion  to  report 
Frogress  was  made.  The  Qovemment 
would  not  consent  to  report  Progress  on 
the  understanding  that  the  same  Body 
that  had  the  control  of  the  police  was 
to  have  also  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Constable ;  but  only  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  questioo  of  the  Body  into 
whose  hands  the  control  of  the  police 
was  to  be  given  should  be  decided,  so 
that  the  Committee  might  afterwards 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  Body  into 
whose  hands  should  be  committed  the 
appointment  of  the  Chief  Constable. 
Question  put,  and  affrted  to. 

Committee  report    Progress ;    to   sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
Sir  William  Saremrt 


CUSTOMS  (WINE  DtITT)  BILL. 

[Bill  ZS3.] 

[Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chaiuttlor  of  iht  Ezeh4gtur, 

Mt.  Jackion.) 

coinnTTKB.     [^Progrtit  IbthJvnt.'] 

Bill  contidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (When  claim  to  be  made  and 
proved,  and  on  what  value). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page!,  line  i,  to  add — "  The  said  Commis- 
uonera  may  reqaire  that  no  con«i^meat  or 
parcel  of  wine  as  to  wbich  a  claim  ii  made 
onder  this  aectiou  ihall  include  wine  of  diffeient 
value*. "—(ifr.  ChantilUr  of  Ihi  Etihtqiur.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  9.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
Ac.)  said,  he  would  suggest  that  "in- 
voice" would  be  a  better  term  than 
"consignment." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Oobcbem)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  would  be 
quite  prepared  to  add  the  word  "in> 
voice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
proposed  Amendment,  by  adding  after 
the  word  "parcel,"  the  words  "or  in- 
voice."— {Mr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Excht' 
quer.) 

Question,    "  That    those    words  be 


Amendment,  as  amended,  agratd  to. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  to  omit  the  clause ;  but  he 
had  received  an  intimation  from  those 
who  in  this  matter  ho  represented  that 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  prin< 
ctple  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  was  estab- 
lished by  the  3rd  clause,  objectionable 
and  remarkable  as  that  was,  yet,  it  being 
established,  they  had  requested  him  not 
to  pursue  any  further  his  objection  to 
the  Bill.  He  should  not,  therefore, 
move  any  of  the  Motions  for  the  omis- 
sion of  clauses  standing  in  his  name. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Power  to  buy  for  the 
Crown). 

Ma.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  said,  he  thought  that  to  make  the 
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meBDinff  quite  dear,  some  words  were 
required,  ho  that  the  importer  might 
not  think  the  price  meant  excIusiTe  of 
bottling  and  packing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  after  the  word  "gallon,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  including  cost  of  bottling, 
paokagoB,  and  all  oh  argei  "—(3fr.  8. 
mitiamtm.) 

Question  proposed,"  That  thoiv  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  secretary  to  thk  TREA- 
BURT  (Ur.  Jaoksok)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
^is  point  had  been  carefull;  considered 
bftheL^alOfficersofthe Customs,  and 
tfaey  were  of  opinion  that,  as  the  clause 
stood,  it  quite  conveyed  what  the  ton. 
Kember  wished  to  accomplish,  that 
seized  goods  included  all  packagea ;  and 
the  words  proposed  would  rather  tend 
to  imply  a  douDt  where  no  doubt  in  fact 
existed,  and  rather  complicate  than  cleat 
up  matters. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that, 
though  not  quite  satisfied,  he  was  quite 
read;  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  dg. 
ferring  to  legal  opinion. 

Mb.  CH1LDER8  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  had  no  wish  to  oppgse  tho 
dauso;  but  he  would  renew  his  sug- 
gestion that  when  tbe  Customs  elected 
to  buy  goods  valued  for  ad  vahreia  duty 
they  sbonld  do  so  with  an  addition  of 
10  per  cent. 

TheCH  ANCELLOR  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QTTER  (Mr.  Qosckbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Squars]  said,  he  was  aware  his 
right  hou.  Friend  made  the  suggestion 
the  othsr  day  ;  but  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  be  influenced  by  the  eon- 
uderatioua  then  put  forward,  and  that  a 
man  should  pay  an  additional  10  per 
cent  wheu  the  goods  were  of  the  de- 
clared value  of  30(.  a-dozen.  Surely  it 
would  bo  illogical  to  do  so. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  did  not 
press  the  matter ;  but  the  rule  was  that 
formerly  in  force  here,  and  was  univer- 
■ally  in  force  in  foreign  countries. 

Ms.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  was  a  dis- 
tinction between  a  fixed  duty  as  in  this 
case  and  a  fluctuating  ad  vaiorem  duty, 
and  in  this  case  the  value  was   more 
easily  asoertajnsd. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  teilhdrawn. 
Clauss  agriii  to. 
Clause  7  egreadto. 
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Clause  B  (Definition  of  market  value). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chanckllob  of 
the  ExcBSdUKB,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made  : — In  page  2,  line  25,  after 
insert  "purchased  and;"  in 
line  26,  after  "paid,"  insert  "or  con- 
tracted to  be  paid." 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (KUmarnock, 
&o.)  said,  he  had  an  Ameudment  to  the 
clause,  and  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  an 
Amendment  of  tbe  same  import.  Be- 
lieving, however,  that  his  own  form  of 
words  was  the  better,  he  would  move 
the  Ameudment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  2, line  26,  after  tlia  word  "him," 
<  iniert  the  wordi  "  in  bond,  or  the  cost  to 
him  bottled  in  CB«e«  or  packagw,  indoding 
freight  and  all  foreign  ttanmt  char^ea  to  pUca 
the  vine  in  bond  at  the  port  of  duoharge."^ 
{Mr.  8.  WiUinmim.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thk  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacksom)  (Leeds.  N.)  said, 
practically  this  Amendment  would  be 
accomplished  by  the  words  his  right 
hou  Friend  proposed  to  insert  subse- 
quently. He  would  point  out  that  if  a 
caseof  wine  imported  by  a  private  con- 
sumer was  to  be  admitted  at  lis  market 
value  in  bond,  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  to  separate  the  two  cases  of 
wine  imported  by  a  consumer  and  by  a 
merchant.  Butitwasfeltthatin  thecase 
of  the  consumer  tbe  invoice  and  docu- 
ments would  show  exactly  what  he  was 
to  pay  for  it,  and  probably  the  cost  so 
determined  would  oe  rather  higher  than 
the  cost  in  bond  as  imported  by  a  mer- 
chant or  trader.  Tbe  question  had  been 
carefully  considered,  and  he  was  advised 
by  the  Legal  Officers  that  the  words 
after  ''Customs,"  "induding  freight 
and  all  other  charges,"  would  accom- 
plish what  tbe  hon.  Member  desired. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  said,  hewould 
admit  the  words  were  to  the  same  im- 
port ;  but  he  thought  his  Amendment 
necessary,  because,  although  there  was 
tbe  word  "eonaumer,"  there  was  no 
gnarantee  that  the  consumer  was  not  a 
small  trader  also.  Still,  he  had  no 
wish  to  press  his  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  as  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoschkm)  (9t  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  could  assure 
tbe  bun.  Member  that  the  woxds,  "all- 
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other  cksrges,"  inclad«d  the  point  he 
alladed  to. 

Amendment,  b;  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

Amendmeat  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
30,  after  the  word  "  Castoms,"  to  inaert 
the  worda,  "but  inoludiog  freight  and 
bU  other  charges." 

Question,  "Thatthosewordsbethsre 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrstd  to. 

Clause  9  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  [As  to  medicated  wine). 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&ii.)  said,  he  supposed  that  all  winee 
taken  for  health  were  in  a  certain 
sense  medical,  bat  he  proposed  that 
vines  of  a  special  medical  character 
shoald  bear  a  descriptive  label  as  such. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
4,  after  the  word  "wine,"  to  insert  the 
words  "and  labelled  as  saoh." — {Mr. 
B.  WiUiamon.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  8ECBETAET  to  thb  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  {Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  the  words  proposed  did 
make  the  intention  more  clear. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  did  not  object  to 
the  Amendment;  but  he  thought  his 
right  hoo.  Friend  ought  to  explain  what 
these  ezttaordinar;  componnds  were — 
"  wine  of  a  character  usuallj'  sold  as 
medicated  or  medical  wine."  He  had 
never  heard  of  it.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  give  some  justifi- 
cation for  introdncmg  these  compounds 
without  the  payment  of  duty.  His  own 
idea  was  that  U  he  made  an  exception 
at  all,  he  would  subject  these  compounds 
to  a  double  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 


Thb  chancellor  of  theEXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschsn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  need  not  be  afraid  that  these 
wines  would  ever  be  put  on  the  table, 
or  consumed  with  pleasure  by  any  per- 
Bon.  They  were  not  winee,  but  drugs. 
Practically  they  were  certain  decoctions 
Mr.  Goteim 
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prescribed  by  doctors,  and  commonly 
known  as  medicated  wines. 

Ma.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked,  were  there  really  any  such  among 
sparkling  wines? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  was  advised 
there  was  a  small  prgportion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  ic. 

Clause  11  (Commissionera  of  Customs 
to  act  under  Treasury). 

Ma.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  his  impression  was  that  the  Cus- 
toms always  acted  under  the  directions 
of  the  Treasury.  What,  then,  waa  the 
object  of  the  clause  P 

Tee  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschkh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  really  was 
unable  to  give  a  thorough  explanation. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  clause  would  bo  better  omitted,  he 
had  uo  objection ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  Solicitors  to  the  Customs  were  very 
able  men,  and  they  suggested  the  clause. 
Still,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  had  no 
strong  argument  to  support  it. 

Me.  CHILDERS  said,  not  knowing 
why  the  draftsman  had  inserted  the 
clause,  he  could  not  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  moving  to  omit  it.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  would  satisfy  him- 
self by  the  Report,  that  the  words  were 
necessary.  If  they  were  not  necessary, 
their  effect  would  probably  be  mischie- 
vous. 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksom)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  true  the  Customs  always  acted 
under  the  control  of  the  CommiGsioners 
of  the  Treasury  ;  but  he  understood  that, 
on  several  occasions  when  these  words 
had  not  been  inserted,  the  House  had 
demanded  that  they  should  be.  The 
words  were  inserted  rather  to  meet  what 
was  believed  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
House  than  because  there  was  really 
any  necessity  for  them. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  House  had 
orten  made  mistakes  by  the  insertion  of 
superfluous  provisions  in  Bills.  But  ho 
was  content  to  let  the  matter  rest  until 
the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN  said,  hewould prefer 
not  to  leave  anything  over  for  Report, 


and  the  clause  had  better  be  omitted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
theClausebeomitted,"~(flr.  CAanetUir 
ofthe  Exehiqtter,)—^\xi,  and  OgrtttMi^^ 
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Clanu  12  (Bepeal)  agrtei  to. 


Sib  HOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
aaid,  the  new  clause  he  had  to  propose 
prorided  that  in  case  an  importer  should 
be  obliged  to  produce  invoices,  booki. 
or  documents  in  confirmation  of  his 
declaration  of  value,  ha  should  not  be 
bound  to  produce  such  for  the  inspection 
of  anj  Customs  official  vho  was  also 
director,  manager,  or  in  any  way  en- 
gaged in  the  management  of  any  co- 
operative BEBOoiatioii  or  firm  dealing  in 
vines  and  spirits.  The  object  of  the 
proposal  was  to  meet  the  very  natural 
feeling  in  the  trade,  that  their  books  and 
trade  tiansactiona  should  not  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  possible  rival  in  trade.  He 
Tould  formally  move  the  clause,  though 
he  would  not  press  it  now;  but  he  would 
ask  the  Ghaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
consider  the  grievance  and  the  manner 
ID  irhich  it  could  be  met. 

New  Olanae  (Importer  not  bound  to 
produce  invoice  and  documents  to  direc- 
tors of  co-operative  stores,) — (Sir  Robtrt 
Fotolar,)~^ouffht  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  CHANOKLLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OoscHEif)  (St.  aeorge's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  ha  quite  appre- 
ciated the  object  of  hie  hon.  Friend  and  of 
those  who  had  set  him  in  motion.  There 
doubtless  would  be  au  impropriety 
traders  were  obliged  to  exhibit  their 
books  and  papers  to  the  examination  of 
possible  rivals  in  trade.  But  he  would 
go  somewhat  further,  and  say  it  was  not 
a  satisfactory  position  for  an  officer  of 
the  Customs  to  be  sn  official  in  the 
management  of  co-operative  stores.  He 
would  undertake  to  Took  into  the  matter ; 
bnt  ho  should  be  sorry  to  insert  a  clause 
of  this  character  in  the  Bill,  for  it  might 
fairly  be  regarded  as  a  slur  upon  the  Cus- 
toms Service.  He  would  like  to  take  the 
opportunity  to  testify  to  the  honesty  and 
steady  fidelity  with  which  officers  of  the 
Customs  Service  discharged  their  duties ; 
there  was  no  .branch  of  the  Civil  Service 
upon  which  more  reliance  could  be 
placed.  It  would  appear  to  cast  an 
undeserved  slur  upon  the  Service,  to  in- 

rt  these  words  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Id,  however,  inquire,  and  see  if 

ion  it  was  expedient  to  remove 
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all  possibility  of  officers  bwng  suspected 
of  dealing  with  invoices,  &o.  for  trade 
purposes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  rtported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered Ih-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MEBOHANT  SHIPPINa  (LIFE  SAVING 
AFPLIANOES}   BILL   [Iiirii]. 

(Sir  XicAatl  SiclfBeach.) 
[bill  290.]      SECOND  BEADLNO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  PBE8IDENT  oi-  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Brach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  did  not  know  wbe- 
ther  the  House  would  be  disposed  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
Session  which  inquired  into  the  means 
of  saving  life  at  sea.  Shipowners, 
skippers,  and  seamen  had  framed  and 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade  sug- 
gestions for  the  preservation  of  life  on 
paeeenger  ships,  and  the  outcome  waa 
the  Bill,  the  principle  of  which,  he 
believed,  would  reoommend  itself  to  the 
House.  He  should  be  happy  to  comply 
with  the  desire  of  bon.  Members  in- 
terested in  the  subject  by  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  Grand  Committee,  or  taking 
the  Committee  in  the  House  with  fuO 
opportunity  for  discussion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timo." — {Sir  Michael  Biekt-Btack.) 

Objection  taken. 

Second  Reading  deftrred  till  Thw»' 
dan. 

MOTIONS. 


WAYS  AHD   MEANS. 

OONflOLIDArKD   FDND  (MO.    2)  BILL. 

Reaolntion  [IStli  Jane]  rtpertiiaxi^agreidte: 

'&iiiord4rid  tolnsbroagbtinljj  Mr.  Courtney, 

ttr.   ChuncellDr  of  the   Exchequer,   aod   Mr. 

Jackaon. 

Bill  prmntid,  and  rand  the  Srit  time, 

ALLOTHBMTS  ACT   (1887)    AUENDllENT 

(KO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Boaoh,  Bilt  to  amend 

The  AllotmeDts  Act,  1887,"   erderid  to  be 

brought  in  by  Hi^or  Kaech,  Sir  Edwud  Birk- 

b«ck,   Ur.   Jnn   Oollingf,   Hr.   Bound,   Ur. 
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(Scotr<md)  Silt. 
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6tory<UaakeIyiie,  Colotid  Qunter,  Mr.  FuItOD, 
and  Lord  Henry  fientinck. 
BiaprittnteJ,  and  read  the  firat  time.  [BUI  299.] 

TBUSTEE  aAvmaa  bahkb  bill. 

Ordrrei,  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  on  (l)theBdministratioa 
of  Triurtee  tjanogs  Banks  ander  "  The  Traitee 
BavingB  Banks  Act,  1863;  "(2)  the  powera, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  the  Tnisteea,  Manageii, 
and  OfGoers  of  Tiuetee  Saving*  Banks ;  (3)  the 
relations  of  Trustee  Savings  Banks  to  the  Gom- 
missioners  lor  the  Beduction  of  the  Natiooal 
Debt,  the  Regiettar  of  Friendly  Societies,  and 
other  Offices  or  Departments  of  the  Uovem- 
ment,  bo  far  as  these  relations  affect  the  internal 
management  of  the  uffaira  of  the  said  Banks ; 
and  (1)  the  alleged  assumption  by  certain 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  of  designations  cal- 
culated to  mislead  depositors. 

Oritrii,  That  tlie  Committee  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordiDely  mmitattd  of, 
—Mr.  Shav  Lefevre,  Mr.  A.  H.  Adand.  Hr. 
John  Ellia,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Howell.  Mr.  Ken- 
lick,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Stuart- 
Woitley,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare,  Mr. 
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MlNUTEa]— Sai  Fibst  im.Pauliambht— The 
Lord    Hatherton,   after   the    death   o(    his 

father. 
Sblbct  Co  mhttte  SB— Standing  Orders  of  the 

House  of  Lords,  nominstid. 
Public  Bills— /Vr»(  JZeorfi'iy  —  Viototia  TJni- 

versity  •  (183), 
(7i>intRi7(fii  —  Arf>or<  — National    Debt  (Supple- 

nieotalXlSS). 
Ji^rt— Dniverdties   (Scotland)   (on   rfeomm.) 

(133-166). 
PaoviaioHAL    OaDBK   Bills— Jirt*    Reading  — 

Local    Government  (Poor  law)    (No.    7)  • 

(164). 
Seeend  Reading — Local  Government  (No.  3)  * 

el;   Local  Government   (No.   4)»(140); 
1  Government  [Poor    Law)    (No.    6) " 
(141)  ;    Local    Government  (Gas)  *    (H2)i 
Tramways  (No.  1)*{143). 
JI«par(— EUemenlary  Education  (Birmingham)  * 

(101). 
Third  Sesding—Locpl  Government    (beland) 
(Ballymoney,    &o.)  *     (97)  ;    Metropolitan 
i'olice*  (134),  uiipaitd. 


UNIVEESITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(ZK«  Xarqutu  of  Lathiau.) 
(no.  133.)      BEKIBT  07  AUSSDHKItTB. 

Amendments  (on  Be- commitment)  rt- 
ported  (according  to  order). 

Clause  3  (Definitions). 

Thb  Eael  of  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
moving  the  omission  of  the  Uat  sub- 
section of  the  3id  clause — 

"  Students'  repreuentaiive  council  means 
students'  representative  counoil  in  any  Univer* 
siLy,  constituted  in  such  manner  as  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Commiaiioners  under  this  Act," 
said,  the  Bill  proposed  to  impose  on  the 
CommiBsionera  the  dutj  of  laying  down 
regulations  for  the  constitution  and 
functions  of  the  Students'  Bepresenta- 
tive  Counoil,  and  it  proceeded  to  enact 
by  another  section  that  "  the  Bector 
may,  before  he  appoints  an  assessor, 
confer  vith  the  Students'  Bapreseota- 
tive  Council."  That  was  to  aay,  the 
Bill  virtually  directed  the  Lord  Bector 
to  consult  the  Students'  Bepresentative 
Council  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  his  aseeasor.  That  was  the  only  duty 
imposed  on  the  Bepresentative  Council 
by  the  Bill.  Ho  submitted  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  constitute  a  regularly 
organized  Bepresentative  Counoil  of  stu- 
dents for  that  purpose  only.  It  was  a 
very  difficult  duty  to  impose  on  the 
Commiesionera.  The  undergraduates  or 
students  were  a  fluctuating  body.  Every 
few  weeks  there  were  changes  in  their 
number,  and  it  would  bo  very  difficult 
indeed  for  the  Commissioners  to  lay 
down  eatiefactory  rules  for  organiEing 
them.  But,  quite  apart  from  ^at  faot, 
the  one  duty  they  were  to  discharge 
under  this  Bill  was,  perhaps,  the  duty 
which,  of  all  others,  they  were  not  com- 
petent to  discharge— namely,  to  select 
an  asseesor  who  was  to  be  a  practical 
man,  who  wae  to  assist  in  managing  the 
property  of  the  University,  and  who 
must  necessarily  have  business  qualifi- 
cations. He  thought  the  students,  of 
all  bodies  they  could  mention,  would 
have  the  least  faoilities  of  knowing  who 
were  the  men  possessing  these  qualifioa- 
tions.  Further  than  that,  \ie  considered 
a  proposal  of  this  sort  was  objectionable 
in  principle.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
students  of  the  Scottish  Universities  had 
enjoyed  from  time  immemorial  the  pri- 
vilege of  electing  their  Lord  Beotor,  and 
no  one  would  think  of  taking  it  from 
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them ;  but  here  the;  were  proposiag  to 
recognise  the  etudenta  aa  a  part  of  the 
TJniverBit7,  jast  ae  much  as  thay  recog- 
nized the  SenatuB  or  the  General 
Council.  Such  a  propoul  had  nerei 
been  made  with  reference  to  any  Uni- 
versity in  an;  other  part  of  the  world, 
nor,  so  far  as  he  knew,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  had  any  such  pToposal  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  Scottish  Uni- 
versitiea.  He  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
would  give  some  very  strong  reason  for 
introducing  such  a  change.  When  he 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  mentioned 
the  matter  the  other  day,  the  noble 
Harquess  did  not  on  that  occasion  even 
allege  that  any  great  advantage  would 
be  obtained  by  it.  He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  sanction  this  change, 
because  it  waa  urged  that  it  was  not 
likely  to  do  any  great  harm.  The 
change  waa  one  of  principle,  and  if  they 
made  it,  let  them  by  all  means  go  a 
groat  deal  further,  and  say  that  the 
BepreeentativB  Council  of  the  students 
were  to  appoint  en  assessor,  llieir 
IiOrdships  would  see  that  hereafter,  the 
body  of  students  having  been  once  re- 
oc^ized,  their  Bepresentative  Council 
would,  no  doubt,  make  claim  to  be  re- 
cognized in  other  matters  connected  with 
the  discipline  of  the  University.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Scottish  UniversitieB  that  such  a 
principle  as  this  should  be  introduced. 
When  he  was  an  undergraduate  he 
should  have  thought  this  a  very  im- 
proper proposal,  and  he  held  the  same 
view  of  it  now. 

Amendment  viovid, 

Id  page  2,  line]I3,  leBve  ont  ''  Studuata'  re- 
pretentativa  council  meuw  a  studenta'  repre- 
sentative council  in  sn;  Tlnivenitj,  oouati- 
tnt«d  ia  saoh  mauDer  u  shall  be  fixed  by  the 
CommiBnoners  under  t'hit  Act"  —  (Tit  Sari  of 
CamptrioieH.) 

The  SECEETART  tor  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marqueas  of  Lothian)  admitted 
that  there  waa  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
what  the  noble  Earl  had  said.  He  also 
admitted  that  the  principle  was  a  new 
one.  At  the  same  time,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  the  itudenta  were  reoogniEed 
in  the  fashion  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
The  Bepresentative  Council  had,  in  his 
opinion,  been  productive  of  great  good 
in  the  way  of  promoting  order  and 
bringing  about  a  better  and  higher  tone 
among  the  students  themselves.    That, 
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he  thought,  ought  to  be  encouraged  in 
every  way,  and  he  did  not  see  any 
better  way  than  that  which  the  Bill 
proposed.  The  noble  Earl  said  there 
would  be  only  one  duty  iinpoeed  on  the 
Bepresentative  Council.  He  quite  ad> 
mitted  that,  but  it  did  not  follow,  be- 
cause only  one  duty  was  imposed  iu  the 
Bill,  that  other  and  more  useful  work 
might  not  be  done  by  the  Council.  The 
sense  of  responsibility  which  they  would 
have  by  statutory  recognition  like  this 
would  have  great  effect  upon  anch  a 
Body.  He  could  not,  ther^ore,  accept 
the  Amendment,  and  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  press  it. 

The  Eaol  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  the  students 
iu  this  position  of  being  advisers  of  the 
Lord  Beotor  in  the  choice  of  his  assessor. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Marquesa  would 
even  yet  see  his  way  to  oonaent  to  the 
omissioQ  of  the  sub-section.  He  aeked 
whether  the  word  "  may  "  in  the  clause 
would  not  be  read  as  meaning  "  must?" 

The  £abi.  of  BOSEBEBY  said,  with 
regard  to  the  point  raised  by  his  noble 
Friend,  he  did  not  think  it  would  hare 
any  practical  effect  if  the  noble  Har- 
queas  were  to  consent  to  the  omission  of 
the  Bub-eection,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  an  indication  had  been  given  by 
the  introduction  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 
He  was  not  arguing  whether  it  was 
right  or  wrong  to  have  introduced  the 
clause,  but  they  might  depend  upoa  it 
that,  after  this,  the  atudeuts  would 
always  exact  from  candidates  for  the 
Lord  Beotorehip  a  pledge  that  he  should 
consult  them  or  practiculy  listen  to  their 
voice  completely  in  the  appointment  of 
hie  assesBor.  Therefore,  whether  they 
took  in  the  clause  or  not,  the  object  of 
the  Government,  which,  he  confessed, 
he  did  not  clearly  understand,  was  at 
any  rate  attained.  But  he  was  not  sore 
whether,  now  that  the  clause  was  in  and 
likely  to  remain,  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
give  it  an  ampler  signification.  His 
nobis  Friend  eaid  he  thought  it  a  mis- 
take that  the  Students'  Bepresentative 
Council  should  be  instituted  for  this  pur> 
pose  alone.  He  was  not  sure  that  he 
did  not  agree  with  him  to  that  extent. 
He  thought  the  students  of  the  Scottish 
Univeraities  occupied  a  position  which 
waa  not  identical  with  that  of  under- 
graduates at  the  Eogtish  Universities, 
and  he  must  say  he  saw  aome  clear 
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benefit  from  this  clause  if  they  carried 
it  a  little  further.  For  the  Students' 
Bepresentative  Ooundl  simply  to  give 
adrice  as  to  the  appointment  of  an 
aseesBor  was  evidently  a  superfluity.  It 
ought  to  go  a  great  deal  further,  and  he 
Tould  suggest  to  tho  noble  Marquess 
that  he  might  see  his  way  to  make  it 
open  to  the  Students'  Bepresentative 
Conncil  to  make  it  one  of  their  functions 
to  be  enabled  to  lay  propositionB  or 
remonstrances  before  the  Unireraity 
Court.  He  thought  there  was  some  ad- 
vantage to  be  gained  by  the  Unirersity 
Court  in  having  that  responsible  Body 
to  deal  with;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
would  to  some  extent  meet  the  oom- 

Slainta  of  the  students  when  they  bad 
irect  access  to  the  University  Court. 
He  merely  threw  this  out  as  a  sugges- 
tion ;  but,  as  regarded  the  olnuse,  he  did 
not  think  the  objection  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  served  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  sub-sections. 

The  Maeootss  or  LOTHIAN  re- 
marked that  he  bad  taken  advice  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  word  "may,"  and 
he  had  been  assured  it  did  not  mean 
"  must."  It  was  simply  a  direction  to 
the  Lord  Rector  that  he  might,  if  he 
chose,  take  the  advioe  of  the  Students' 
Bepresentative  Council  in  tbe  appoint- 
ment of  hia  assessor.  The  Sector  was 
sot  constantly  in  attendance  at  the  Uni- 
versity Court,  and  hts  assessor  repre- 
sented him,  and  through  him  the 
students.  If  the  Rector's  Bssessor  were 
nominated  through  any  other  source 
than  directly  through  himself  or  the 
Students'  Bepresentative  Council,  he 
oould  not  be  directly  representative  of 
the  students.  Therefore  he  thought  it 
desirable  to  retain  the  eub-Heotion. 

The  B&aL  of  BOSEBERY  said,  he 
saw  a  great  difference  between  the 
word  "  may"  and  the  word  "  must ;  " 
and,  unless  he  was  misreported,  the 
Lord  Advocate  stated  to  a  deputation  of 
Scottish  students  that  "  may  "  in  this 
clause  meant  "  must." 

LoBD  WATSOX  said,  he  thought  the 
word  "  may "  was  permiasive  ;  but, 
practically,  it  would  be  imperative  on 
everyone  who  desired  to  be  elected  Irf>rd 
Bector  by  the  vote  of  the  students.   He 

Treed  with  other  noble  Lords  in  think- 

■  that  the  Students'  Bepresentative 

^oils  should  have  some  otber  function 

that  proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  he 

•id  their  grievance  would  be  met 

t  £arl  tf  Sotehry 


by  followiog  out  the  suggestions  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Eari  of  Bosebery),  and 
giving  them  the  same  right  to  make 
representations  which  the  Qoneral  Coun- 
cil had  under  the  Act  of  1858. 

Amendment  negativtd, 

Olauae  agrttd  to. 

Clause  5  (University  Courts). 

Lobs  WATSON,  in  moving  to  sub- 
stitute, in  the  caae  of  each  ifniversity 
Court,  the  following  aa  the  representa- 
tion of  the  affiliated  Colleges  for  that 
proposed  in  the  Bill : — 

"  Such  number  of  represeotativM  of  aSlinted 
colleges,  not  exceeding  four,  as  may  be  ap- 
pointed under  and  aabject  to,  the  siraDgemeDts 
mode  in  terniH  of  leotion  14,  anb-iection  of  this 
Act," 

said,  these  Amendments  were  conse- 
quential on  the  clause  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery) 
proposed  to  add  to  Section  15,  and  which, 
he  understood,  the  noble  Marquess  was 
prepared  to  accept.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which 
would  still  make  it  imperative  that  re- 
presentatives of  the  affiliated  Colleges 
should  sit  as  members  of  the  University 
Courts  for  all  purposes  whatever.  He 
(Lord  Watson)  thought  that  ought  to  be 
avoided  if  poasible.  Under  the  new 
clause  to  he  proposed  bv  the  noble  Earl 
these  matters  were  left  to  the  agree- 
ment of  the  parties  under  regulations 
to  be  framed  by  the  Commisaioners. 
Then  he  thought  the  Legislature  ought 
not  to  devolve  on  the  Commisuoners  the 
duty  of  saying  what  should  be  the 
number  and  limit  of  the  University 
Court.  They  ought  to  lay  down  a  limit 
within  which  the  University  Court 
might  determine  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment and  the  character  of  the  repre- 
sentation. He  had  selected  the  limit  of 
four.  Already  there  was  a  limit  fixed 
in  the  Bill  in  the  case  of  the  teachers  of 
the  University,  and  he  would  take  as  an 
illustration  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
where  four  representatives  were  given 
to  40  Professors  and  upwards  of  3,000 
students.  However  sanguine  their  ex- 
pectations might  be  as  to  the  operation 
of  Section  15,  he  did  not  think  anyone 
would  suggest  that  within  the  next 
century  or  half-century  there  would 
come  into  the  University,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  clause,  a  body  of  Pro- 
fessors or  of  students  of  that  size. 
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Trk  Haxqitebs  o7  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  vaa  quite  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  thoug'ht  the  statement  he  had 
made  Tould  show  that — at  any  rate  for 
a  long  time  to  oome — the  numbers  pro- 
posed would  be  Bufioient. 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

LoHD  WATSON  said,  he  proposed  to 
move  to  amend  the  clause  further,  in 
order  to  provide  that,  instead  of  one 
assessor  rettriog  and  one  beiuK  elected 
annually,  two  asseaeors  should  retire 
and  two  be  elected  once  every  two  years. 
The  cost  of  an  election  was  as  much  for 
one  assessor  as  for  two,  and  would 
amount  he  believed,  to  £300  or  £400 
for  the  four  UniTersitiee. 


{Seoiland)  Bill. 
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Amendment  moeed, 

In  psge  4,  line  39,  to  leave  oat  the  word* 
"  ODB  Bach  aiUMOr  bIuU  retire  from  office  in 
each  jear,"  imd  insert, "  two  luch  useuora  shall 
retire  from  office  every  two  years."— (TA*  Lord 

The  U^RQUsas  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
ha  hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  not  press  the  Amendment.  He 
believed  the  cost  did  not  amount  to  any- 
thing like  what  was  stated,  but  that,  on 
the  contrary,  it  did  not  exceed  £60.  He 
knew  a  different  view  was  held  by  the 
Senatus,  but,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
the  nniversity  CounoiiB  were  the  persona 
naoetly  interested,  as  he  had  received  no 
remonstrance  from  them  as  to  the  clause 
as  it  stood,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 


Glsuse,  as  amended,  agrtad  to. 

Ohinse  6  (Powers  of  University  Oonrt). 

Thb  Eabl  of  OAMFEBDOWN  said, 
that  Sub-section  3  Teit«d  in  the  Uni- 
versi^  Court  the  power  of  reviewing 
decisions  arrived  at  by  the  Senatus. 
He  asked  the  noble  Ifarquess  if  he  did 
not  think  some  limit  of  time  should  be 
fixed  for  objections,  because  otherwise 
objections  might  be  raised  at  very  incon- 
Tenient  dates  7 

Thk  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  agreed 
that  it  was  desirable  to  fix  some  limit. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  would  suggest 
one. 

Thb  Eabl  of  OAMFEBDOWN  said, 
he  wonld  oonmder  the  point. 


Olanse  ofrud  U 


Olause  8  (General  Council). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Caufeb- 
DowK,  Amendment  made  in  page  7, 
line  41,  by  leaving  out  ("ten")  and 
inserting  ("twenty"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  14  (Powers  of  Commissioners). 

Amendment  mavtd,  to  add  the  follow- 
ing as  a  new  sub-section: — 

"The  makioK  (iro vision  for  payment  to  the 
Senatus  AcademicuB  of  such  annual  Bums  as 
may  be  required  to  enable  every  body  to  perforni 
its  statutary  funotioDB." — (^Tht  Lord  Wattm.) 


The  MAKauESB  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  thought  the  Amendment  was  un- 
necessary. 

The  Rari.  of  OAMFEBDOWN  honed 
the  noble  Marquess  would,  on  further 
con Bi deration,  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  Easl  of  BOSEBEBY  said,  he 
also  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would 
find  it  convenient  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment.  Unless  the 
provision  were  put  in  that  form,  the 
Senatus  would  simply  receive  a  fixed 
sum  provided  by  the  Commission  at  the 
time,  whereas  it  ought  to  be  a  change- 
able and  adaptable  sum. 

The  Makquess  of  LOTHIAN  ad- 
mitted that  the  principle  was  a  right 
one,  and  his  imprassion  was  that  the 
power  existed  in  the  Bill.  As,  however, 
there  appeared  to  be  some  doubt  about 
the  matter,  he  would  consider  the  point 
before  the  third  reading. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdraum. 

Clause  agrttd  to. 

Olause  15  (Extension  of  the  Univer- 
sities). 

Amendment  movtd,  to  insert  the  fbl- 
towing  additional  sub-section : — ■ 

*'  To  make  arrangementB,  where  it  thsU  seem 
requisite,  for  the  due  representation  of  the 
TToiversity  Court  in  the  goTsminf;  body  of 
affiliated  colleges,  sod  of  the  governing  body  of 
affiliated  ooUegei  in  the  University  Court, 
having  regard  to  the  ciroumstanceB  of  each 
particular  casa,  V  the  relative  numherB  in  the 
Lniveraity  and  tho  coUoge  of  the  teaching  staff, 
and  of  Btadents  proceedio^  to  graduation,  to 
the  nature  of  the  connection  propoBOd  to  be 
ettabliihed,  and  to  the  parposes  for  whiuh  auch 
repreaentation  is  desirable." —  ( TA*  Earl  a/ 
Site&eiy.) 

Lord  HEBRIES  said,  that  If  the 
Commissioners  made  use  of  the  power 
thus  entrusted  to  them,  they  ooula  insist 
on  the  University  Court  being  repre- 
sented on  tho  governing  body  ot  every 
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Bcbool  or  oollege  to  be  affiliated  to  the 
UniTsreities.  That  appeared  to  him  a 
very  serious  matter.  If,  bb  he  hoped 
and  trusted,  denominational  schools 
should  wish  to  be  affiliated,  it  might 
happen  that  the  TJniTereity  Court,  with 
a  majority  consisting  of  membera  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  would  insist  that  a 
member  of  their  body  should  be  on  the 
governing  body  of  the  de a omi national 
schools;  whether  Episcopal,  or  Boman 
Catholic,  or  Presbyterian,  Ha  thought 
tho  clause  should  be  amended  so  as  not 
to  make  it  obligatory  on  the  TJniversity 
Court  to  be  represented  on  the  govorn- 
ing  bodioHof  diose  Colleges,  because  he 
was  afraid  that  otherwise  it  would 
proYont  many  Colleges  from  becoming 
affiliated. 

Tns  Gabl  of  BOSEBEBT  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  objection  had  any 
foundation  in  fact.  After  all,  they  must 
remember  that  affiliation  under  the  Bill 
was  to  be  carried  on  by  the  mutual 
consent  of  both  parties,  and  if  a  college 
wishing  to  be  affiliated  made  it  a  con- 
dition that  the  University  should  not  be 
represented  on  its  governing  body,  and 
such  affiliation  was,  nerertheless,  de- 
sirable, he  did  not  think  that  the  Com- 
miBsioners  would  insist  upon  a  condition 
which  would  put  ao  end  to  the  scheme  of 
affiliation.  The  words  were  not  obliga- 
tory by  any  means.  They  wei-e  to  enahla 
arrangements  to  be  made  where  they 
were  deemed  requisite,  and  he  did  not 
think  a  governing  body  would  be  so 
insane,  or  the  Commissioners  so  unwise, 
as  to  introduce  a  condition  which  would 
be  absolutely  unacosptabla  to  the  college 
treating  for  affiliation,  and  which  would 
put  an  end  to  all  possibility  of  affilia- 
tion. 

Thb  HABQUEse  OF  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  he  had  carefully  considered  the 
noble  Earl's  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery's) 
Amendmeut,  and  the  noble  Lord  (ijord 
Herries)  might  be  assured  that,  if  it  had 
been  open  to  the  objection  raised  by 
him,  the  Government  would  not  have 
accepted  it ;  but  as  the  noble  Earl  had 
pointed  out,  it  was  purely  optional,  and, 
therefore,  the  fears  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  expressed  would  not  be 
realized. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agre$d  to. 

Olaiue  16  (Umversity  of  St.  Andrew's. 
Fowera). 

l,ordSerriei 


the  SovM  of  Zordt. 
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On  the  Motion  of  the  UarquesB  of 
Lothian  the  following  new  Sub-seodon 
was  added ; — 

"Intlie  event  of  the  said  TTDiverritj  CoUeRS 
beiag  affiliated  to  tlie  uid  Univeraity,  to  roga- 
late  the  time,  place,  Had  nunner  of  the  fint 
election  of  the  aBaeBBora  to  b«  elected  to  Die 
Unirenitf  Court  by  the  Qeneral  Council, 
and  by  the  Senatus  Academicua  of  the  said 
Univeraity  after  such  affiliatioD— which  elaction 
the  Commiaaionera  shall  appoint  to  take  place 
aB  looft  aa  convenioatly  may  be  after  such 
affiliation ;  and  the  asaesaot  than  in  office  ahall 
demit  office  on  the  date  of  such  election." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Power  to  UniTersily  Court 
to  alter  ordinances). 

The  Eael  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  moved  to  delete  Sub-section  1,  giving 
power  to  alter  ordinances  with  re- 
spect to  the  appropriation  of  the  sum 
allotted  to  such  University  by  the  Com- 
miseioners  out  of  the  annual  grant. 
By  striking  out  that  sub-section  and 
making  the  words  general,  the  Univer- 
sity Court  would  in  future  have  power 
to  make  any  alteration  in  the  ordinancea 
made  by  the  Commisaionere,  or  any  new 
ordinances. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out,  ia 
page  15,  line  20,  Sub-section  (1).— (TA* 
Sari  of  Camperdoum.) 

Tee  UABauEaa  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  would  coniuder  the  matter  before  the 
third  reading  stage. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
teithdraien. 

Further  Amendments  made;  Bill  to 
be  read  8*  on  Monday  nest ;  and  to  be 
prinltd  as  amended.     (No.  165.) 

STANDINQ  ORDERS  OP  THE  HODSB 
OF  L0BD8, 

HOUinATIOtl  OP  BBLEOr  OOXHIITEE. 

Moved,  that  the  Lords  following  ba 
named  of  the  Committee : — 


L.  Chancellor 

E.  Morley 

L.  ProBdent, 

(r.  CVaniroo*) 

G.  GranviUe 

L.  PriTf  Seal, 

E.  Noithbrook 

{B.  Cadegan 

E.  Selhonie 

and 

V.  Orenbridge 

L.  Womyaa 

M.  Saliabury 

[E.  Wemyu) 

M.  Bath 

L,  BoBebery 

E.  Derbv 

(E.SMehtrv) 

£.      P^hroke 

and 

L.  Kiotore 

Montgomery 

(g.  KinUT,) 

E.  Cowper 

Mtf  Mount  EaH) 

B.  Carnarvon 

E.MiUtown 

L.  Hertchell 

E.  Harrowby 

—{The  Ltrd  PHtg  Seal) 
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Lord  HEBSCQELL  said,  he  rose  to  |  not  always  be  relied  on  in  the  caee  of 


ask  a  question  with  referenoe*to  the 
scope  of  the  Oommittee.  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  spoke 
in  the  debate  the  previous  night,  ap- 
peared to  take  the  view  that  the  uaefiu- 
neeaof  their  LoTdehipB'  House  depended 
in  the  main  upon  the  possibility  of  its 
coming  into  collision  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  that  their  Lordships' 
House  did  perform,  and  might  perform, 
most  useful  functions  in  cases  in  which 
there  could  be  no  possible  danger  of 
such  a  collision.  It  appeared  to  him 
also  that  their  Lordships  had  very  large 
and  useful  functions  to  perform  in  re- 
viewing and  revising  the  work  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  when  it  came 
up  for  consideration.  During  the  whole 
of  the  present  Session,  and  probably  the 
whole  of  the  past  Session,  in  dealing 
with  measures  which  had  come  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  their  Lordships  had 
dealt  with  them  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
involve  no  risk  of  collision  between  the 
two  Honses.  Their  Lordships  had  been 
able  to  make  useful  Amendments,  which 
would  cause  the  work  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  operate  better  than  it  would 
have  done  had  no  such  revision  taken 
place.  It  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
be  extremely  desirable  to  make  the 
work  done  by  their  Lordships  in  that 
direction  as  effective  as  possible.  There 
were  many  eases  in  which  the  object 
was  one  upon  whioh  they  all  agreed, 
and  the  general  method  to  be  pursued 
might  command  common  assent.  Yet 
the  sucoess  of  the  measure  might,  to  a 
great  extent,  depend  on  the  oareful 
blinking  out  of  details,  and  in  seeing 
that  its  provisions  were  consistent  and 
coherent.  He  did  not  think  this  work 
was  so  well  done  as  it  might  be. 
The  measures  which  came  before  their 
Lordships  were  of  various  kinds.  If 
they  excited  considerable  political  hos- 
tility they  were  carefully  examined, 
their  provisions  were  critically  scanned. 
But  if,  as  often  was  the  case,  the 
measures  did  not  excite  that  keen  politi- 
cal interest,  though  useful  and  impor- 
tant in  their  character,  then  too  fre- 
quently it  was  the  business  of  no  one  in 
particular  to  look  into  them.  If  the 
measure  happened  to  be  one  whioh  inte- 
rested a  particular  Member  of  the  House, 
the  provisions  most  likely  were  carefully 
e^n^aed;  but  eTea  that  precaution  oonuL 


all  Bills.  It  had  in  these  cirenmstanoes 
ooourred  to  him  that  Standing  Orders 
Committees  of  their  Lordshipe'  House 
might  be  appointed  each  Session,  some- 
what similar  to  the  Grand  Committees 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  to  which  cer- 
tain Billf  might  be  referred,  unless  the 
House  otherwise  ordered.  Such  Com- 
mittees  jwonld  then  feel  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  examine  the  particular  Bills 
referred  to  them,  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  needed  amendment  or 
could  he  made  more  effective.  If 
the  Committee  were  to  have  the 
aseistanoe,  as  they  might  well  have,  of 
one  skilled  drafts  man,  whose  work  should 
consist  in  looking  critically  at  the  form 
of  legislation,  he  thought  they  might  be 
able  very  often  to  put  the  legislation 
into  better  shape,  and  prevent  those 
inconsistencies  and  blemisnes  which  were 
often  found  to  greatly  mar  the  measure, 
and  lead  to  litigation.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  therefore,  whether  he 
thoughttbisquestionwasone  which  would 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Beferenee 
to  the  Committee;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  had  any  objection  to  the  addition  of 
words  providing  for  the  matter  being 
considered  by  the  Committee  F 

The  lord  PETVT  SEAL  (Earl 
Cacooah)  said,  he  cordially  endorsed  what 
had  been  said  astotheprooeedingsoftheir 
Lordships'  House  in  revising  measores 
which  came  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  Anything  whioh  would  in 
any  degree  tend  to  improve  or  strengthen 
their  dealing  with  those  measures  would 
obviously  be  of  great  benefit  not  only  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  but  also 
to  the  progress  of  legislation  in  the 
other  HoQse  of  Parliament.  He  thought 
he  might  express  the  confident  opinion 
that  the  Eeference  to  the  Oommittee  as 
it  at  present  existed  was  sufficient  to 
cover  the  objects  whioh  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  desired  to  attain.  He  had 
consulted  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject,  'and  he  also  was  of  the  same 
opinion — that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
enlarge  the  Beference  for  the  purpose 
mentioned  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord. 

Thk  Eaul  of  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
had  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
been  present  he  felt  sure  that  he  would 
have  objected  to  the  rather  paradozioal 
manner  in  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Ijord  reprennted  the  o|^nioae  of  the  . 
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noble  Duke,  as  expressed  the  previous 
erening.  He  did  not  think  the  noble 
Duke  said  that  the  usefulness  of  their 
Lordships'  House  consisted  in  the  posai- 
bilil;  of  its  collision  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  What  he  aaid 
was  only  that  any  measure  which  would 
prevent  the  poasihility  of  an;  such  oon- 
niot  must  also  destroy  the  independence 
of  the  House  and  its  power  to  be  useful 
as  a  Second  Chamber. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

House  kdjounied  at  Six  o'clock, 

to  ThuTBdnynext, »  quartet 

psat  Ten  o'clock. 


lOOMUONSI 
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HOUSE     OP     COMMONS, 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Mkmbbr  Sworn  — John 
SincI^,  esquire,  for  the  Ajr  Diatrict  of 
Burghl. 

P»1VATB  Biu.!  (by  Order)— Third  Stading^ 
AUbtma  Gnat  Bouthem  Railway*  i  Bit- 
miDghom  and  IIea)e;-iii-Aiden  Bailwav*  ; 
Bristol  Port  Extension  Railways':  Oxford, 
Aylesbury,  and  Uetiopolit&n  Junction  Rail- 
way.* 

Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt   RiMding  — 


4c.)' 


Wales)  [182J  [Eifhlh  Xightl—i 
CtHuiderid  <u  sniflulMJ— Customs  (Wii 

[293]. 
PnoTiBtONAd   Obdbb  BoAM—Bettnd  Beading 

Local  aoTeminent<Ireland)(ColeT^ne 

[297]. 
Cauidertd   a*    anunJnf— Tiamwaya  (N{ 

[242]. 

Q  XTESTIONa. 


PABSENQEKS  ACT  —  HOSPITALS  OP 
PASSENQER-CABBTING  STBAUERB. 
Db.  TANNEK  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Under  what  drcumstanoes  are  hospitals 
on  board  Transatlantic  and  foreign- 
bound  passenger- carrying  steamers  per- 
mitted to  be  used,  and  for  what  pur- 
poses other  than  hospital  purposes  ;  by 
what  means  can  the  Board  prevent  and 
detect  infringement  of  its  Itules  on  such 
vessels  after  the  steamer  has  left  port ; 
on  how  many  Transatlantic  steamers  are 
there  dispeneariee  properly  fitted  up  and 
apart  from  the  hospital  or  surgeon's 
rootn;  are  preoautions  always  taken 
Tin  Earl  of  Sttbonu 


that  the  hospitals  are  so  situated  that 
eiok  and  injured  can  always,  and  in  all 
weather,  be  readily  taken  there  without 
undue  risk  or  exposure,  and  do  any 
Bules  exist  having  regard  to  the  loca- 
tion of  such  hospitals ;  and,  are  preoau- 
tions taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  In- 
spectors    with  respect  to   the   relative 

Eositions  of  the  surgeon's  cabin  and 
ospitals,  that  the  latter  shall  be  in 
every  weather  easy  of  access  to  the 
medical  officer  ? 

Tbe  president  (Sir  Michael 
HioES-BEACH)(BriBto],W.),  inreply,  said, 
he  had  noknowledgeofanjoases  in  which 
the  hospital  spaces  in  the  vessels  coming 
under  tne  Passengers  Act  had  been  per- 
mitted to  be  used  for  other  than  hos- 
pital purposes;  but  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency—auch  as  the  rescue  of  a  crew  and 
passengers  of  another  ship — any  space 
not  required  for  patients  might  possibly 
be  so  utilized.  The  Board  of  Trade  had 
no  means  of  preventing  or  detecting  in- 
fringements of  its  Bules  after  a  vessel 
had  left  port ;  but  if  any  evidence  was 
brought  to  his  notice  which  would  jus- 
tify a  prosecution  he  would  certainly  act 
upon  it.  The  Board  of  Trade  bad  no 
power  to  institute  any  requirements  as 
to  the  fitting  up  or  situation  of  the  dis- 
pensaries on  the  Transatlantic  steamers ; 
but  he  understood  that  the  Rules  laid 
down  in  the  Passengers  Act  were  oom- 
plied  with,  and  that  dispensaries  were 
so  situated  that  patients  could,  in  all 
weathers,  be  readily  taken  there  without 
undue  risk  or  exposure.  He  could  give 
tbe  hon.  Member  no  information  as  to 
tbe  relative  positions  of  surgeons'  cabin 
and  hospitals.  The  Board  of  Trade  had 
no  power  in  the  matter. 

Dr.  tanner  asked,  with  reference 
to  the  first  portion  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemau'e  answer,  whetherit  was  only 
under  such  circumstances  as  he  had  de- 
scribed that  hospital  accommodation 
would  be  used  in  these  vessels? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  that  was  hia  belief.  He  had  made 
the  best  inquiry  in  bis  power  into  the 
matter,  and  ne  had  told  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber all  he  knew.  He  would  promise  the 
hon.  Member  that  if  any  infringement 
that  would  warrant  a  prosecution  were 
brought  under  bis  notice  a  proseoutios 
would  be  at  once  begun. 

Dr.  TANNER  explained  that  he  had 
asked  repeatedly  this  Question,  in  the 
hopn  that  the  Boles  of  tbe  Boatd  of 


.Google 


Laa  Mi  PeUe*  \3\nst  19,  ISSS] 


877 

Trade  would  be  carried  out ;  and  he  did 
it  for  the  benefit  of  poor  emigrantB  who 
could  not  pouiblj  have  time  to  gat  their 
grieTBncee  remedied  themielTee, 

Mb.  8FEAKRR :  Order,  order! 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
said,  he  did  not  at  all  complain  of  the 
hon.  Gtentleman'e  QueHtion.  Ho  should 
be  happy  to  have  hia  attention  called  to 
any  infringement  of  the  Rules  that  oc- 
curred, and  would  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  enforce  the  law. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (jaELAND)— INTER- 
FBBBNCB  OF  THE  POLICE  WITH 
STREET  NEWSPAPER  VENIK)R8  AT 
CORK. 

Me.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  if  he  ia  aware  that  the  fol- 
lowing oasee  of  police  interference  with, 
and  intimidation  of,  street  newspaper 
vendors  have  occurred  in  the  City  of 
Oork — namely,  Denis  Desmond  [young 
lad),  who  refueed  to  sell  to  a  policemau 
a  oopy  of  United  Ireland,  arrested  by 
Sergeant  Kennedy,  and  detained  for  a 
short  time  in  Bridewell;  DenisM'Carthy 
(young  lad),  refused  to  sell  a  oopy  of  The 
CorkEaamintr  to  Police  Sergeant  Power, 
arrested  by  Sergeant  Power,  taken  to 
the  Bridewell,  and  detained  there  for 
some  time ;  John  Hadley  (young  lad), 
refused  to  sell  a  copy  of  United  Ireland 
and  Cork  Examiner  to  policeman,  arrested 
by  Sergeant  Power,  taken  to  Bridewell, 
and  detained  there  for  some  time; 
Oomelius  Coakley  (young  lad),  arrested 
for  refusing  to  sell  to  policeman  a  copy 
of  United  Ireland  and  Cork  Examiner  by 
Sergeant  Power,  taken  to  the  Bridewell, 
and  detained  there  for  some  time  ; 
Patrick  Bradley  (young  lad),  arrested 
under  oiroumstances  similar  to  the  above 
by  Sergeant  Power;  Patrick  Carletou 
(young  Ud],  refused  to  sell  a  copy  of 
Cork  Merald  to  policeman,  arrested  by 
Sergeant  O'Leary,  and  lodged  in  Bride- 
well for  some  time;  Michael  Murphy 
(an  old  man  of  70),  he  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  the  £xaminer  to  policeman  on 
beat,  and  the  policeman  kicked  the  old 
man's  box  about,  scattered  his  papers, 
ouGFed  the  old  man,  and  warned  him 
against  selling  the  newspaper;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  these  occurrences, 
he  will  order  an  independent  inquiry 
into  these  matters  f 
YOJ<,  CCCJXXVII.    fininp  apBiEs.] 
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The  chief  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  A, 
J.  BAxfonB)  (Hanohester,  E.) ;  A  man 
named  Denis  Desmond,  desoribed  as  a 
porter,  and  who  was  a  considerable 
time  ago  a  newsvendor,  was  arrested  by 
Constaole  Lambert  on  a  charge  of 
drunkenneas,  and  Bubsequently  com* 
mitted  to  prison  in  default  of  payment 
of  a  fine  of  St.  Denis  M'Garthy  and 
John  Badley  were  arrested  by  Sergeant 
Power,  not  for  refusing  in  either  case  to 
sell  a  copy  of  any  newspaper,  but  for 
street  obstruction  and  refusing  to  move 
on.  Cornelius  Coakley  does  not  appear 
to  have  been  arrested  at  all  by  Sergeant 
Power.  He  was,  however,  summoned 
by  Constable  Barber  for  stone- throwing 
in  the  streets,  and  fined  Si.  Bartholomew 
(not  Patrick)  Bradley  was  arretted,  not 
by  Sergeant  Power  but  by  Constable 
Donoghue,  for  street  obstruction,  and 
disohai^ed  at  the  police-coDrt  with  a 
caution.  Patrick  Carleton  was  not 
arrested  by  Se]^eant  O'Leary,  nor  can 
his  arrest  for  any  offence  be  traoed. 
Michael  Murphy  states  that  some  time 
ago  a  policeman  gave  his  box  a  kick 
without  any  cause,  but  did  not  touch 
himself,  and  that  it  had  notbiug  to  do 
with  the  sole  of  a  paper  to  the  police- 
man. None  of  the  persons  named  weroi 
therefore,  airested  in  conneotion  with 
the  sale  of,  or  refusal  to  sell,  the  papers, 
but  for  other  offences;  and  on  the  occa- 
sion of  two  of  theiie  persons  being  be- 
fore the  police-oourt,  one  of  the  Looal 
Justices  is  reported  to  have  said  that— 

"  He  took  that  opportuaitf  of  itatiag  that 
the  mUoandact  of  neirafeiidoni  in  the  strMta  ot 
the  city  was  becoming  iatobrable,  uid  ihonld 
i>e  pat  a  lUip  to." 

Mb.  FLYNN  said,  arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
he  laid  before  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
affidavits  by  the  following  persons  with 
regard  to  certain  circumstances,  would 
he  then  undertake  to  institute  the  inde- 
pendent inquiry  which  he  had  asked  for 
— namely,  that  Denis  Desmond,  men- 
tioned in  this  Question,  refused  to  sell  a 
copy  of  a  newspaper  to  the  oonatable 
mentioned.  The  constable  said  to  him — 
"  I  will  make  you  sive  it.  Come  along 
with  me."  He  wen  took  him  into 
custody,  and  on  the  w^  to  the  Bride- 
well he  asked  him — "  Will  you  give  me 
the  paper  before  I  put  you  iuF"  and 
having  taken  the  boy  as  far  as  the 
Bridewell  he  then  released  him.    Tho 
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affidavit  alao  of  John  Radley,  17  years 
of  age,  vho  has  been  Bolling'  papers  in 
Cork  for  a  number  of  years,  stated  tbat 
he  was  arreated  by  Sergeant  Power,  also 
mentioiied  in  the  Qaestion,  beoauae  he 
rafused  to  sell  him  a  copy  of  Tht  Cork 
Eiaiiintr.  He  was  arrested  and  taken 
to  the  Bridewell. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  exceeding  the  limits 
of  a  Question.  He  is  simply  making  a 
counter  statement. 

Mr.  PLYNN  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  laid  these  affidavits  be- 
fore him  would  he  grant  the  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  B.<VLFOUH  said,  he  should 
ba  delighted  to  consider  any  information 
the  hon.  Member  laid  before  him. 

Mr.  8HEEHY  (Qalway,  S.)  asked, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  azpreaeioii 
"  street  obstruotJoo  f  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR  said,  it  was  s 
well  understood  definition ;  but  he  did 
not  like  to  giv«  any  express  meaning 
to  it. 

Ths  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast  W.)  said,  with 
reference  to  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  these  arrests  were  made 
for  street  obstruction,  he  wished  to  ask 
him  if  it  were  not  the  fact   that   the 

gaestion  of  obstruction  of  the  streets 
ad  been  always  left  by  the  Authorities 
inthehandaof  the  Corporation  of  Cork ; 
and,  also,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  arrests  on  various  pretences  of  men 
and  hoys  selling  newspapers  had  only 
begun  since  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
desired  to  sappress  the  sale  of  certain 
newspapers  in  Ireland ;  and,  further, 
whether  the  arrests  of  newspaper 
vendors  in  Ireland  had  been  discon- 
tinued or  not  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
quite  catch  the  drift  of  the  Question.  He 
apprehended  that  it  was  the  duty  ot  the 
police  to  see  that  street  obstruction  did 
not  take  place. 

Mr.  FLYNN:    Ariang  out  of  that 
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Mr. SPEAKER:  Order!  Mr. Harris. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)— A 
TOWN  HALL,  «c.  FOR  BALLINA8L0E. 
Me.  8HEEHY  (Galway,  8.)  (for  Mr. 
Habrib)  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  ia  aware  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe  suffer  great 
inconvenience  for  want  of  a  Town  Hall 
Mr.  Flynn 


I  that  could  he  used  as  a  plaoe  for  the 
I  transaction  of  public  business ;  that 
there  are  two  Halts  in  the  town — 
namely,  the  Agricultural  Hall  and  the 
Farming  Society  Building,  both  of  which 
were  erected  for  public  usea  and  in  a 
great  degree  by  public  money,  but  have 
now  passed  into  the  hands  of  the  ground 
landlords  who  have  rented  them  to  pri- 
vate indiriduala ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
have  been  unable  to  secure  the  Agricul- 
tural Hall  OS  a  Town  Hall,  though  they 
offered  to  give  the  same  rent  for  it  as  is 

Esid  at  present;  and,  if  so,  would  the 
ooal  Government  Board,  by  their 
advice  or  otherwise,  aid  the  townspeople 
of  Ballinasloe  in  their  legal  efforts  to 
get  possession  of  this  Hall  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
3.  Bai^odr)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Town  Ulerk  at  Ballinasloe  states  that 
inoonvenience  is  felt  for  want  of  a  Town 
Hall ;  also  that  the  two  Halls  referred 
to  are  used  for  commercial  purposes; 
and  further,  that  the  landlord  of  the 
Agricultural  Hall  had  refused  to  dis- 
possess the  present  tenant  when  the 
Town  Commissioners  asked  him  to  rent 
the  building  to  them.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  will  give  due  attention 
to  any  application  made  to  tbem  by  the 
Ballinasloe  Town  Commission  era  to 
sanction  a  loan  to  provide  a  building  lor 
a  Town  Hall.  The  Board  have  no  fur- 
ther power  in  the  matter. 


Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  8.)  (for  Mr. 
Harris)  (Galway,  £.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
most  central  position  in  Ballinasloe  there 
are  sheds  which  are  used  as  slaughter- 
houses, which  emit  a  moat  offensive 
odour,  dangerous  to  the  health  of  the 
town;  that  the  inhabitants  of  Ballinasloe 
and  the  Town  Commissioners  signed  a 
requisition  asking  Lord  Olancarty  to  re- 
move those  sheds,  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  a  public  nuisance,  an  impedi- 
ment to  the  traffic,  and  a  disfigurement 
to  the  town  ;  that  his  Lordship  refused, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  a  market 
house,  in  which  bis  family  had  a  vested 
interest  of  such  a  nature  that  he  had  no 
legal  right  to  disturb  it,  especially  as  it 
htid  relation  to  the  tolls  and  ciutoma  j 
and,  if  ao,  would  the  Iioool  Oovamment 
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Board  interfere  and  caase  the  removal 
of  these  sheda,  and  thus  prevent  the 
expense  of  a  law-suit  ? 

The  OHIBF  SECBBTART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Mancbester,  E.);  It  ap- 
pears that  the  Town  CommiBeionera 
have  made  representationB  to  the  land- 
lord of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  Ques- 
tion, and  that  he  has  declined  to  aot  on 
them  for  the  reasons  stated.  The  Town 
Clerk,  howerer,  reports  that  at  present 
no  offensive  odours  are  emitted  from  the 
premises  referred  to,  as  the  owner  has 
taken  steps  to  keep  them  in  a  cleanly 
condition.  The  Btulinasloe  Urban  Sani- 
tary Authority  have  extensive  powers 
under  the  Public  Health  Act  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  nalsances  arising  within 
their  distriot,  and  it  is  their  duty  to 
remedy  any  such  state  of  things. 

Ma.  BHADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  would  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
be  making  any  inquiry  at  Ballinasloe  as 
to  the  market  tolls  there  7 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  Question  without  Notice. 

DOMINION  OP  CANADA— IMMIGBA- 
TION  OF  DESTITOTE  LABOURBES. 
Mb.  BBABLAnGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Toronto  Trades  and  Labour  Council 
complain  that  the  immigration  into 
Canada  of  destitute  labourers  from  Great 
Britain  is  encouraged  by  persons  in 
England  describing  themsulves  as  Go- 
vernment agents ;  whether  William  Bar- 
low, of  106a,  Market  Street,  Manchester, 
correctly  describee  himaelf  as  "Govern- 
ment Immigration  Agent,"  and  as  "  ap- 
Kiated  passage  broker  by  the  Board  of 
ade  ;  "  and,  whether  representations 
drcnlated  by  William  Barlow  as  to  the 
state  of  the  labour  market  in  Canada 
have  any  ofBcial  sanction  ? 

Tm  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Higes-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  give  no  information  as  to 
immigratioii  to  Canada.  That  was  rather 
a  Question  for  the  Colonial  Department. 
He  gathered  from  newspaper  reports 
that   the  Toronto  Trades   and  Labour 
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the  list  of  licensed  passage  brokers,  who 
were  licensed  by  tbe  local  magistrates 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Board;  but 
he  was  informed  that  several  licensed 
passage  brokers  had  appointed  Barlow 
as  their  agent. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION— EVI- 
DENCE  BEFORE  THE  JOINT  OOM- 
MITTEE. 

Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)aaked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  sum  of 
£1,429,  referred  to  in  last  Tuesday's 
evidence  before  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  as  having  been 
paid  to  the  Glasgow  Boundaries  Com- 
missioners and  their  clerks,  was  paid  by 
the  Treasury  ot  by  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow? 

ThkLOBD  ADVOCATE(Mr. J.H.A. 
Macdonald]  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  sum  in  ques- 
tion was  paid  by  the  City  of  Glas(^w. 

Mb.  HOZIER :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  may  I  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  customary  for  one  of  the 
parties  interested  in  the  decision  of  a 
Commission  to  recompense  the  Members 
of  the  Commission  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD ;  I  am 
not  awaie. 

INLAND  REVENDE-ENGLI3H-GR0WN 
TOBACCO. 
Me.  chilly  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  an  ex- 
haustive experiment  made  by  Messrs. 
Cope  and  Co.  in  the  manufacture  of  an 
extensive  crop  of  English  tobacco  grown 
by  Messrs.  Carter  and  Co. ;  and,  whether 
he  will  cause  an  inquiry  by  experts  into 
the  results  attending  tbe  experiment, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  of  relaxing 
the  fiscal  restrictions  upon  the  culture  of 
tobacco  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ? 

The  OHANOELLOHof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goscheit)  [St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Experiments  have 
been  made  by  Messrs.  Carter  and  Co. 
in  the  manufacture  of  cut  and  roU 
tobacco  from  English  -  grown  leaf. 
Great  care  appears  to  have  been  exer- 
ised  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
.rtiole ;  but  according  to  the  best  in- 
ormation  which  I  have  been  able  to 
ibtain,  the  result  has  not  been  very 
atisfaotory.    The  tobacco  is  stated  to 
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be  deficient  in  flavour  and  oharactei; 
but  I  should  be  sorry  to  use  any  words 
which  would  discourage  such  experi- 
ments being  tried.  I  think  that  it  is 
only  expeiience  which  will  sboiv  the 
value  to  smokers  of  this  tobacco.  No 
inquiiy  by  experts  would  be  sovaluablo 
as  a  practical  test  by  bon.  Members 
accustomed  to  smoke;  and  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers wish  it  a  sample  of  this  tobacco  will 
be  placed  in  the  Smoking  Boom.  I  am 
afraid  there  can  be  no  change  in  the 
Fiscal  Regulations,  which  are  not  at 
present  unnecessarily  stringent.  I  am 
anxious  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  these 
experiments ;  but  the  revenue  from 
tobacco  is  so  large  that  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  form  of  relaxation  that 
would  in  no  way  threaten  the  Be- 
venue. 

LAW  ASD  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— RE- 
MOVAL  OF  SHERIFF  CLEKK  DEPUTE 
PECK  TOBERMORY  TO  OBAN. 
CoLOMBL    MALCOLM    (Argyllshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute 
has  been  removed  from  Tobermory  to 
Oban,  and  has  taken  with  bim  all  the 
ordinary  business,  or  processes  in  exist- 
ence,   or  connected  with  the   Crofting 
Begistry;  and,  if  this  is  correct,  whe- 
ther be  will  direct  such  business  to  be 
returned  to  Tobermory  ? 

The  LOBD  ADYOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Ediuburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  The  Sheriff  Clerk 
Depute  who  was  formerly  at  Tobermory 
is  now  removed  to  Oban,  which  is  to  be 
the  seat  of  the  Court  for  the  district ; 
but  there  will  be  a  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute 
at  Tobermory,  and  I  shall  make  inquiry 
as  to  the  arrangements  to  be  made  to 
prevent  any  avoidable  inconvenience  in 
consequence  of  the  change. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPLICA- 
TI0N8  FOE  FAIR  RENTS  IN  BANTRY 
DISTRICT. 

Mr.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  400  origi- 
nating notices  to  bare  fair  rente  fixed 
have  been  served  in  the  Bantry  District 
on  or  about  last  September;  whether 
only  24  have  been  listed  for  hearing; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
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several  of  the  landlords  in  that  district 
have  taken  legal  proceedings  to  recover 
the  present  exorbitant  rents,  he  will 
provide  a  remedy  for  this  state  of 
affairs  ? 

The  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouh)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  there 
were  214  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
lodged  with  them  during  the  month  of 
September  last  by  tenants  in  the  Poor 
Law  Union  of  Bantry.  A  Sub-Oommis- 
aion  has  been  working  in  the  County  of 
Cork  since  November  1  last,  and  will 
continue  there  until  the  end  of  July; 
but  the  Commissioners  have  been  unable, 
consistently  with  the  claims  of  other 
Unions,  to  list  more  than  2d  cases  from 
the  Bantry  Union.  That  number  in- 
cludes all  applications  lodged  up  to 
September  26  last.  As  regards  the 
oonciudine  portion  of  the  Question,  the 
District  Inspector  of  Ooaetabulary  re- 
ports that,  so  f^  as  be  can  at  present 
ascertain,  no  landlords  have  taken  pro- 
ceedings to  recover  rent  in  the  Bantry 
District  in  the  manner  alleged. 

Mb.  GILHOOLT  said,  he  was  in 
possession  of  information  to  the  effect 
that  landlords  were  taking  legal  pro- 
ceedings  against  these  tenants  for  the 
recovery  of  the  exorbitant  rents. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  should 
be  happy  to  receive  any  information 
that   the   bon.    Gentleman   could   lay 


WAR  OFFICE— FOLKESTONE  JUBILEE 
HOSPITAL-SALE  OP  LAND  IN  THE 
BAYLE. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  respect  to  the  Eolkestone 
Jubilee  Hospital,  ho  will  decide,  with- 
out delay,  either  not  to  sell  the  site  of 
the  disused  battery  on  the  "  Bayle"  at 
Folkestone  for  any  purposes  whatever, 
or  to  sell  it  for  the  purposes  of  the 
much-needed  hospital  at  a  price  to  be 
stated,  or  to  put  it  up  to  auction ;  and, 
whether  be  is  aware  that  the  provision 
of  this  Jubilee  Hospital  has  been  de- 
layed, for  want  of  a  site,  for  a  year  and 
a  quarter  ? 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A 
Lord  of  the  Tbsasdry)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied)  said :  It  is  not  yet  decided 
whether  the  site  of  the  battery  on  th« . 
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Bayle  ahall  be  sold  or  not ;  bat  if  it  is,  it 
will  be  sold  by  public  auction. 
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TRADE  AND  COMMEHOE  —  COnNTT 
COURT  DEPARTMENT,  WARWICK— 
FAILURE  OF  MESSRS.  GREENWAYS' 
BANE. 

Uk.  BEADLATJOB  (Nortbampton) 
aakdd  the  Seoretar;  to  the  Treosuiy, 
Whether  an;,  and  what,  funds  belong- 
ing to  the  Warwiok  Oounty  Court  De- 
partment were  in  the  bands  of  Qreen- 
ways'  Bank  at  the  time  of  its  stoppage  ; 
whether  such  funds  stood  in  the  bankers' 
books  as  a  public  or  private  account; 
and,  whether  any  toes  to  the  public  will 
arise  therefrom  7 

Thb  SEOEETABY  (Mr.  Jaoksoit) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  sum  of  £362  8(.  1 M, 
belonging  to  the  Warwick  Oounty  Court 
Department  was  in  the  hands  of  Qreen- 
ways'  Bank  at  the  time  of  its  stoppage. 
It  stood  in  the  bank  books  in  the  name 
of  the  Begistrar  q\tA  Segistrar ;  and 
only  Oourt  moneys  were  paid  into  the 
account,  and  only  drafts  in  respect  of 
the  Court  were  drawn  upon  it.  The 
amount  of  loss  to  the  public  will  depend 
upon  the  realication  of  the  estate. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
Begistrar  of  the  Court  was  a  partner  of 
the  defaulting  bankers  F 

Ub.  JACKSON  said,  be  did  not  know 
whether  that  was  so  or  not.  He  was 
having  the  whole  of  the  circumatanceB 
iuTeetigated,  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  any  further  steps  should  be 
taken. 

POLICE    COURTS    (UETROPOUS)— Aa 
COMUODATION      OF      PRISONERS 
AWAITING   TRIAL. 
Hb.  T.  FIELDEN  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  yet  received  aBeport  from  the  Com- 
mittee which   he  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the   accommodation    of    prisoners 
awaiting  trial  at  the  &[etropo1i(an  Police 
Courts  and  at  other  Courts  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  lay  the  Beport  before  Farlia- 
mentf 

The  SECRETAET  os  STATE  (Mr. 
IfATTHKws)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  bad  received  the  Beport,  which 
Bhould  be  Uid  on  the  Table. 


THE  CONSTABULARY  FORCE  (ENO- 
LAND  AND  WALES)  — THE  FIRST 
BEPORT  OP  THE  COMMISSIONERS 
IN  1839. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  circulatiog 
correct  information  as  to  the  County 
Constabulary  and  the  principles  on  which 
the  present  establishments  were  founded, 
he  will  order  the  First  Beport  of  the 
Commisaionera  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  best  means  of  eetablishing  an  efUcient 
Constabulary  Force  in  the  Counties  of 
England  and  Wales,  presented  in  1839, 
to  be  reprinted  7 

Thk  UNDEE  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPAET- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuakt-Wortley  )  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said,  the 
Beport  was  of  a  voluminous  character, 
and  its  production  would  be  very  costly. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  all  questions 
affecting  the  Constabulary  in  connties 
would  be  settled  by  the  House  before  it 
could  be  published,  he  did  not  think  any 
advantage  would  accrue,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  for  it. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -EVICTION  AT 
CLOGHER. 
Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
account  of  an  eviction  in  Ireland,  which 
is  taken  from  a  London  paper  :- 


"An  e 


d  cat  yeaterdsy 


ly  on 

the  property  of  Mr.  Montroy  GledBlaoes  Far- 
dross,  ClogbPr,  tclegcBptiB  our  Dublin  coire- 
BDondent.  Nearly  10  police  were  in  attendance. 
The  evicted  family  namben  lii  membera.  One, 
a  blind  boy,  received  the  last  Baorainent  last 
erening,  and  the  father,  an  old  man  of  SO  yeore, 
was  BO  weak  and  ill  bb  to  appear  utterly  uncon- 
BciouB  of  what  waa  going  on  around  htm. 
Another  boo  beaonght  the  Sub-SherilF  (Mr. 
McKolTsy)  to  delay  the  removal  of  the  father 
from  bed  till  the  pariah  priest  miehtbe  sent  for, 
OS  the  arrival  of  McKelvey  had  token  the  family 
by  Burpriae,  hut  the  officer  waa  inexorable.  The 
□Id  man  was  then  tranaferred  from  hie  bed  to  a 
cart,  in  which  be  was  convened  to  the  bouse  of 


and,  whether  it  is  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  refuse  to  allow  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  be  used  in  evicting 
persons  under  euch  painful  oiroum- 
atancoa? 


OO^ 


igle 
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ther  he  vill  allow  the  terms  of  the  Bole 
recently  made  with  a  view  of  extending 
the  iaterpretatioQ  of  the  Treasury  Minute 
of  February,  1884,  ginuf;  exemption' 
fiom  the  Inhabited  Houee  Duty  to  tene- 
ments under  the  annud  value  of  £20, 
to  be  made  public  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEs)  (8t.  Geoi^'e, 
Hanover  Square):  The  extension  which 
has  been  made  in  the  concession  granted 
by  the  Treasury  in  February,  1884,  ia  aa 
follows; — Where  several  tenements  each 
structurally  separate,  and  whioh  taken 
together  fall  short  of  £20  annual  value, 
are  occupied  by  the  same  tenant,  they 
are  exempted  from  payment  of  duty, 
just  as  they  would  be  severally  exempt 
if  inhabited  by  several  tenants. 

SWITZERLAND  —  ENULISH 
DOCTORS. 

Mb.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,  W.)  (for 
Dr.  Farquhabsoh)  (Aberdeenshire,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  any 
further  information  to  give  the  House 
as  to  the  result  of  the  negotiations  he 
has  been  carrying  on  with  the  Swiss 
Government  regarding  the  rights  of 
English  doctors  to  practise  in  that 
country  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqussoh)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  am  glad  ta  say  that, 
since  the  faon.  Member  last  inquired  on 
this  subject,  it  has  assumed  a  more 
hopeful  appearance.  There  is  reason 
to  expect  that  temporary  measures  will 
be  adopted  by  certain  Cantonal  Autho- 
rities, by  which  British  physicians  will 
he  enabled  to  practise,  and  I  hope  that 
a  permanent  and  reciprocal  arrangement 
may  be  arrived  at. 

Mb.  CAU8T0N  asked,  whethetit  was 
probable  that  the  more  favourable  ar- 
rangement would  apply  to  the  whole  of 
Switzerland,  and  notmerely  the  excepted 
parts? 

SiK  JAMES  EEEGUSSON  said,  no 
effort  would  be  spared  to  conclude  a 
satisfactory  arrangement.  There  were, 
as  the  hon.  Member  was  aware,  con- 
siderable difBculties  in  consequence  of 
the  Swiss  doctors  requiring  complete 
reciprocity,  which  they  could  not  obtain, 
unless  they  wore  allowed  to  practise  in 
the  British  Colonies. 


Tbr  OHIEP  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfodr)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  was  making  local  inquiries,  and 
had  not  yet  heard  the  result.  His 
experience  was,  however,  that  these 
sensational  reports  were  invariably 
grossly  inaccurate. 

THE  MAGISTRACY(IRELAND)-11ESSRS, 

GARDINER    AND    REDMOND,   R.M.- 

CASTI.EMARTYH. 

Mr.  MAC  NEirj,  (Dooegal  S.)  asked 
theChiefSecretarytotheLordLientenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Resident  Magis- 
trates Gardiner  and  Redmond,  who  on 
the  3)st  of  May,  at  Castlemartyr,  con- 
victed Thomas  Benny  of  conspiring  not 
to  supply  goods  to  a  member  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  and  sentenced  him 
to  the  fullest  term  of  imprisonment  per- 
missible without  appeal,  were  before 
their  appointments  aa  Resident  Magis- 
trates officers  of  the  Irish  Constabulary ; 
and,  for  what  periods,  respectively,  did 
Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Redmond  serve 
in  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and  what 
rank  did  they  hold  in  that  force  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Both 
the  Resident  Magistrates  named  served 
in  the  Constabulary  as  ofBcere.  Mr. 
Gardiner  served  from  February  2,  1867, 
to  January  27,  1861 ;  andMr.  Redmond 
fVom  July  10,  1850,  to  September  10, 
1860.  Both  held  the  rank  of  Sub- In- 
spector. That  title  is  now  changed  to 
District  Inspector.  Both  were  declared 
legally  qualified  under  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  of  1882,  and  have  been  like- 
wise declared  qualified  under  the  Act  of 
last  Session. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, whether  he  would  in  future  try 
to  make  some  provision  when  an  offence 
against  the  Constabulary  was  tried  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  that  ex- Constabulary  officers 
should  not  exclusively  compose  the 
tribunal  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  see  no 
reason  why  such  an  arrangement  should 
be  made. 

INLAND  REVENUE- EXEMPTION  FROM 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTT. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  asked 

Mr.  Chancellor  oi  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 


.o.cy  Google 


SB9        Purl  and  Sartewi         { Jum  1 9, 

CHIMINAL  LAW  AND  PBOCEDTTHE 
(raEf^AND)  ACT,  18S7— ARHE8TS  AT 
CDBA88,  KAHTURK. 
Me.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoraton' to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  information  concerning  the  arrest  of 
BIX  tenants — namely,  Denis  Fitzpatrick, 
P.  Murphy,  John  Field,  Thomas  Fraw- 
ley,  Timothy  Daly,  and  Daniel  Daly, 
at  Gurass,  near  Kanturk,  a  short  time 
after  midnight  of  Wednesday  laat,  on  a 
charge  of  unlawful  asBcmbly  and  crimi- 
nal conspiracy,  alleged  to  have  been 
committed  on  March  23  last ;  if  he  can 
state  why  these  men  were  summarily 
arrested  and  taken  from  their  beds  at 
this  time  of  night,  and  not  proceeded 
gainst  in  the  ordinary  way  by  snm- 
mons;  if  ha  ia  aware  that  these  men 
Tore  kept  in  the  police  barrack  all  day 
on  Thursday,  from  2  or  3  o'clock  a.m. 
to  7.30  p.m.,  and  then  released  on  bail 
by  Mr.  Seagrave,  B.M. ;  and,  if  these 
facts  are  correct,  whether  be  will  take 
steps  to  pravent  untried  prisonera  in 
Ireland  from  being  exposed  to  similar 
treatment  in  future  F 

Thb  OHIEF  aECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauotjb)  (Mancheater,  E.):  The 
District  Inspector  of  Oonstabulary  re- 
ports that  the  prieonere  were  arrested  at 
about  2  a.m.  The  matter  rBferred  to  ia, 
I  understand,  one  that  rests  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  magistrate  before  whom 
the  informatioDB  are  laid.  The  delay  in 
granting  bail  was  due  to  the  absence  of 
the  Besident  Magistrate  at  Buttevant 
Petty  Sessions,  from  which  he  was  un- 
able to  return  until  about  6  p.m.  on  the 
day  in  question.  I  have  given  to  the 
House  all  the  information  I  have  been 
able  to  obtain,  but  I  will  cause  further 
iuquiry  to  be  made. 

lis  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  said,  with 
reference  to  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  men  ware  arrested 
and  taken  from  their  bed  at  nigbt,  he 
wished  to  ask  him  wliy  it  was  that  the 
QoTernment  had  waited  about  three 
months,  and  then  arrested  these  men 
and  took  them  irom  their  beds  at  night, 
though  they  immediately  afterwards 
assented  to  meir  release  on  bail  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTJB :  I  have  stated 
just  now  that  I  have  given  all  the  in- 


{Iritan^.  590 

formation  I  possess  to  the  Honae  ;  but 
I  am  making  further  inquiries. 

Mb.  FLTNN  asked,  was  not  the  town 
ofEanturkintelegraphiccoinmunioation 
with  London,  and  had  not  the  Question 
bean  down  on  Friday  afternoon  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
Oentleman  was  paying  him  an  over- 
powering compliment ;  because,  in  spite 
of  assurance  that  he  had  given  all  the 
information  he  could,  the  hon.  Member 
still  refused  to  believe  his  ignorance. 

Ma.  OEILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  tha 
!ght  hon.  Q-entleman,  whether  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  though  absent  in 
this  case,  bad  been  conveniently  present 
at  midnight  in  other  cases  to  send  man 
to  gaol? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  aaid,  he  knew 
the  Resident  Magistrate  had  been  at 
Petty  Sessions. 

Mb.  sexton  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  tha  Question  on  Monday, 
as  he  did  not  believe  in  tha  right  hon. 
Qentleman's  ignoranoe. 

PEERS  AND  HARBOURS  (lEBLAND)— 
HARBOUR  AT  ROSSLARG. 
Mb.  MACLURE  (Lanoashira,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard  to 
the  facts  that  upwards  of  £110,000  of 
public  money  has  been  expended  on  tha 
harbour  at  Rosalare  and  on  the  railway 
leading  thereto  ;  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  on  Harbour  Ac- 
commodation reported  in  1684  that  tha 
case  of  Roaslare  Harbour  was  deserving 
the  attention  of  the  Treasury ;  and  that 
the  Royal  Commission  appointed  by  the 
present  Qovemment  has  also  reported  in 
favour  of  its  completion,  the  Qovem- 
ment will  take  a  "^^jte  for  that  purpose 
during  the  present  Session  F 

The  secretary  xo  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksom)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said:  Tha  recommendation  of 
the  recent  Royal  Commission  on  Fublio 
Works  was  qualified  by  the  condition 
that  the  Harbour  of  Roaslare  should  be 
brought  under  the  same  management  as 
that  of  Wexford.  I  have  no  information 
as  to  whether  such  a  course  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  Local  Harbour  Autho- 
rities at  Wezfoid  ;  and  at  present,  there- 
fore, I  do  not  see  my  way  to  re-open  tha 
question  of  a  further  advance  for  an 
extension  of  the  works  at  Rosslore. 
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Under  these  ciroamstanoM  he  propORod 
to  asBBiit  to  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  Committee  to  omit  the  words,  "  No- 
thing in  this  Act  shall  affect."  By 
taking  this  course  the  entire  queetioQ 
would  be  raised  ax  to  who  shonld  have 
the  control  of  the  county  police  and  the 
appointment  o(  Chief  Constable.  If  the 
words  giving  the  "appointment,  con- 
trol, and  dismissal  of  Chief  Conatahlea 
to  the  Quarter  Sessions  "  were  omitted, 
it  would  then  be  better  to  omit  the 
following  words  down  to  the  word  "to" 
in  line  18,  namely — 

"  And  the  powers  of  qiurta  sesdons  under 
section  sevan  of  the  County  sad  Boroagh  Police 
Act,  18fi6,  to  direct  snd  Teqnire  conit&blei  to 
perform  tmy  duties  in  addition  to  their  ordi- 
nsry  duties,  may  be  exercised  botli  by  quarter 
■essioua  and  by  the  county  coondl ;  batanbject 
aa  aforesaid,  the  powers,  datiea,  and  liabihtjea 
of  quarter  sessioiiswith  respect  to." 

The  clause  would  then  proride  that — 

"The  duljes  and  liabilities  of  quarter  aevions 
with  respect  to  the  county  police  shall  be,  on 
and  after  the  appointed  day,  vest  in  and  attach 
to  the  quarter  senions  and  the  county  council 
jointly,  and  ba  exercised  and  discharged  through 
the  standing  joint  committee  of  the  quarter 
sessions  and  county  council  appointed  as  here- 
iofttter  mentioned." 


ORDERS     OF    TBE    DAT. 

LOCAL  QOVEENMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL,-lBu,L  182.] 

{Mr.   Ritchie,  Mr.    William  Senry  Smith,  Mr. 

Chanalior  of  tht  Exehtqaer,  Mr.  Stcrelary 

Mallhftet,  Mr.  Long.) 

COMMITTBB.      [^ProgTtU  ISM  JutU.'] 

{^ElflHTH  NIQHT.] 

Bill  eoniidtrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee. ) 

PAET    1. 

OoDimr  CouiTcrLs. 

Poteert  of  County  Council. 

Clause  7  (Powers  as  to  police). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
11,  leave  out  from  the  word  "nothing  " 
to  the  words  "  constables  and,"  in  line 
13.— (Jfr,  Brunntr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect '  stand 
part  of  iha  Clause." 

Tbb  PEE8IDENT  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOVBBNMENTBOAED(Mr.  Hitchir) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  8t.  George's)  said,  he 
thought  that,  in  diaoussing  this  clause, 
an  arrangement  might  be  made  by 
which  the  opinion  of  the  House  might 
be  taken  first  upon  the  question  of  the 
control  of  the  police  before  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  Chief  Conslable 
was  disposed  of.  Hewonld,therefore,  sug- 
gest to  theCommittee  that,  in  his  opinion, 
this  would  be  best  done  by  striking  out 
the  words,  "Nothing in  this  Act  shall 
affect."  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B, 
Barttelot)  would  then  move  to  insert 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice — namely,  to  insert  after  the 
word  "  respect,"  in  line  12,  the  words 
"county  police  or,"  The  sentence 
would  then  read — "  The  powers,  duties, 
and  liabilities  of  Quarter  Sessions  with 
respect  to  the  county  police  or,"  and  the 
whole  question  of  the  control  of  the 
police  would  then  be  raised  by  a  subse- 
quent Motion  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"  giving  the  Quarter  Sessions  power  of 
appointment,  controlling,  and  dismiss- 
ingthe  Chief  Constables."  Byadopting 
that  mode  the  Committee  woidd  get  rid 
of  a  good  deal  of  confusion,  and  would 
be  able  to  oome  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
matter  whioh  was  disoussed  last  night. 


Me.  HENEr  H.  FOWLEE  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  be  thought  if  the 
suggeation  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
were  adopted,  it  would  carry  out  the 
views  of  the  Government,  but  how  was 
it  proposed  to  deal  with  the  "  appoint- 
ment, control,  and  dismissal  of  chief 
constables  ?  " 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  provision 
would  have  to  be  made  in  that  respect 
afterwards.  He  was  only  afraid  that 
they  might  get  confused  if  they  were  to 
attempt  to  amend  the  words  between. 
The  course  he  suggested  would  obviate 
that  difBculty. 

Mr.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigon)  said, 
that  he  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  to  insert, after  "chief  constables," 
the  words  "or  assistant  chief  con- 
stables." He  desired  to  know  how  that 
Amendment  would  be  affected. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  if  the  words 
proposed  to  be  struck  out  were  omitted, 
there  would  be  an  understanding  that 
tbey  were  not  struck  out  adversely,  and 
oould  be  re-instated. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  if  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  could  not  state  to  the 
Committee  what  the  ultimate  intention 
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accept  the  control  of  the  County  Oouncil. 
Therefore  the  matter  remaiaed  now  in 
the  position  in  which  th«  Qovernment 
first  introduced  the  Bill — namely,  that 
the  police,  as  far  as  the  Chief  Constable 
was  canoerned,  should  be  in  the  bands 
of  the  magistrates ;  but  as  far  as  the 
management  of  the  police  was  conoemed 
that  it  should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  joint 
committee  of  the  magistrates  and  the 
County  Oouucils.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
that  was  an  unwise  proposal,  and  it  was 
because  he  thought  that  it  would  be  far 
more  to  the  interests  of  the  country  that 
the  police  should  be  under  the  undivided 
authority  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  that 
he  was  glad  to  hare  an  opportunity 
of  etating  his  views  upon  the  subject. 
When  the  question  of  the  divided  con- 
trol was  lact  under  discussion  nearly 
everr  Uember  who  got  up  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  thought  it  would  be  a  most  un- 
wise change.  If  it  was  unwise  then, 
assuredly  it  was  unwise  now,  and  it 
should  not  be  said  because  it  was  the 
control  of  the  magistrates  that  they  were 
now  discuBsing  that  there  were  any  more 
grounds  for  dividing  the  control  than 
there  had  been  previously.  Looking  at 
the  case  broadly,  he  thought  he  had 
good  authority  for  saying  that  there 
Sad  never  been  any  accusation  brought 
against  the  conduct  of  the  police  or  of 
the  magistrates  over  the  police,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  the;  bad  heard,  and  they 
heard  it  when  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced, that  not  only  had  the  manstrates 
done  their  duty,  but  that  in  all  they  had 
done,  both  as  to  economical  manage- 
ment and  the  maintenance  of  order, 
there  was  nothing  to  find  fault  with 
in  reference  to  Uielr  control  of  the 
police.  Such  being  the  case,  before 
Parliament  consented  to  take  the  ma- 
nagement out  of  their  hands  and  hand 
it  over  to  another  authority,  surely 
they  ought  to  consider  oarefully  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  He  had  no 
wish  to  enter  into  very  grave  and  de- 
batable matters,  but  still  this  was  the 
only  opportunity  they  would  have,  and 
he  would  ask  any  man  whether  there 
were  not  parts  of  the  country  in  which, 
if  the  police  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council,  very  grave  effects  might 
be  produced  upon  the  police.  He  thought 
that  was  one  of  the  matters  they  were 
bound  to  consider — namely,  whether 
the  handing  over  of  the  police  to  the 
^JEiffAth  2fight.2 
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of  the  Qovernment  was  in  regard  to  the 
control  of  the  police  and  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  his  only  object 
in  the  anggeation  he  had  made  was  to 
afford  facilities  for  coming  to  a  conclu- 
sion upon  both  of  these  points.  He 
understood  from  the  tone  of  the  discus- 
Bion  last  night  that  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in 
reference  to  the  proposal  to  transfer  the 
control  of  the  police  from  the  Quarter 
Seeuons  before  they  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  Chief 
Constables.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  him  what  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were,  he  might  say  that 
they  proposed  to  recommend  to  the 
Committee  to  adhere  to  the  proposala  of 
the  Bill. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  the  Committee  were  to 
understand,  then,  that  the  Qovernment 
adhered  to  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Sill,  and  that  all  other  points  be- 
yond were  left  open  for  the  ultimate 
discussion  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
intended  to  adhere  to  the  proposal  for 
vesting  the  control  of  the  police  in  a 
joint  committee  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
and  County  Council. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  "WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.),  in  moving,  in  page  5, 
line  12,  after  the  word  "respect,"  to 
insert  "  the  county  police  or,"  said,  he 
was  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
placing,  as  clearly  as  he  was  able,  socae 
considerations  before  the  Committee 
why  he  thought  the  county  police  should 
remain  entirely  under  the  control  of  the 
magistrates,  as  they  had  hitherto  been. 
He  was  strongly  fortified  in  that  opinion 
by  the  views  expressed  by  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Heury  E.  Fowler).  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  one  of  the 
t^ear  and  lucid  speeches  he  generally  de- 
livered, had  stated  that  he  believed  it 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned that  the  police  should  bennderone 
control.  If,  then,  they  could  not  get  the 
one  authority  he  desired,  he  presumed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  pre- 

Eared  to  accept  the  other.  The  House 
ad  already  decided  by  a  majority,  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for    Grimsby    (Mr.  Heneage),  not  to 
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County  Oouncils  would  be  the  wiBost 
and  most  prudent  step  the;  could  po8' 
sibly  take.  His  own  view  vras  that  it 
would  not  be  the  wisest  ot  mort  pru^ 
dent  course  to  hand  over  the  control 
of  the  police  to  any  elected  and  flao- 
tnating  body  like  the  Town  OoudoUb, 
and  thuB  remoTe  them  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  magistrates,  who  were 
magistrates  for  their  lives,  and  who 
carried  on  their  duties  from  day  to 
day  and  from  year  to  year  upon  the 
same  footing.  There  was  another  mat- 
ter which  he  ought  to  mention  which  he 
thought  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  would  re- 
gard as  germane  to  this  subject.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  the  question  de- 
served more  consideration  than  was 
given  to  it  at  the  time  it  was  previously 
discussed,  and  that  it  required  mote 
careful  consideration  than,  ever  now. 
No  doubt  they  would  be  able  to  discuss 
it  very  fully  when  they  came  to  a  subse- 
quent clause.  But  it  was  now  proposed 
to  take  out  of  the  counties  all  towns 
with  5U,000  inhabitante.  The  effect  of 
that  was  to  get  rid  of  one  of  tbe  reasons 
why  County  Government  had  been  given 
— namely,  that  they  would  have  the 
towns  that  were  situated  in  the  counties 
associated  with  the  rural  portions  of  the 
counties.  They  wers  now  going  to  have 
the  county  withont  any  of  the  large  con- 
stituencies, and  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  men,  other  than  magis- 
trates, who  would  be  left  to  carry  on 
the  business  would  be  persons  who 
were  most  fit  and  proper  to  undertake 
it.  There  was  another  and  most  serious 
matter,  with  regard  to  which  he  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opiKtsite  a  question.  There  were 
certain  duties  which  would  have  to  be 
collected  in  tbe  district.  Would  the 
police  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
fevyine  and  collection  of  such  duties  ? 
Would  they  be  so  employed  or  would 
they  not  ?  It  was  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion in  the  administration  ot  the  law 
whether  these  men  were  to  be  employed 
to  raise  the  duties  which  were  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Councils  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Eschequer,  especially 
when  it  was  considered  that  the  large 
towns  were  to  be  struck  out.  He  had 
no  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  too 
long,  but  there  was  another  question 
which  he  desiied  to  mention,  seeing 
Bir  Walter  B.  BarlUht 


that  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  ICem- 
her  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Btansfeld)  was  in 
his  place.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  the  Committee  a  good  many 
dissertations  on  this  great  question. 
Only  the  other  day  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  and  if  he  were  not  much 
mistaken  something  of  the  same  kind 
was  repeated  a  short  time  ago  by  one 
in  whose  authority  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman placed  implicit  trust — namely, 
that  if  these  proposals  were  carried  by 
the  Government  and  the  appointment 
of  Chief  Constables  were  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates,  when  the 
Liberal  Party  came  into  power  again 
they  would  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
majority,  [ft-tw  o/"Hear,  hear!"] 
He  was  delighted  to  hear  that  cheer. 
He  trusted  it  would  go  forth  to  the 
country  with  all  its  force  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  the  year  1888,  for  the 
first  time  in  history,  declared  that  it 
would  not  accept  the  decision  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  but  that  it  would 
do  all  in  its  power  to  reverse  that  deci- 
sion, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  was 
come  to  by  a  large  majority.  But  hon. 
Members  remembered  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  brought 
forward  his  great  measure  with  regard 
to  Ireland.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  then  P  He  said  upon 
every  point  that  it  was  a  vital  question, 
and  that  if  he  were  not  supported  he 
would  throw  up  the  BUI.  It  would  hava 
been  far  better  if  the  Government  had 
taken  the  same  course  in  regard  to  the 

g resent  Bill.  Much  as  the  Oonservative 
arty  disliked  the  legislation  of  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  when  he 
was  in  power  they  had  loyally  accepted 
and  carried  it  out.  It  was  an  entirely 
new  and  unconstitutional  doctrine  to  get 
up  in  that  House  and  state  that  if  they 
were  unfortunate  enough  to  be  defeated 
on  the  other  side  they  would  take  tho 
earliest  opportunity  of  reversing  the 
decision  when  they  came  into  power 
again.  He  had  thought  it  right  to  say 
so  much.  The  Conservative  Party  al- 
ways took  tbeir  beating  when  they  were 
beaten ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
were  always  ready  to  defend  the  lines 
of  conduct  they  pursued,  and,  helteving 
that  the  best  interests  of  the  country 
depended  on  the  control  of  the  police 
remiuDisg   in  the   hands   which    had 
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hitherto  bo  well  administeted  it,  he  the;  shonld  not  be  handed  over  to  a 
b^ged  to  move  the  Amendment  which  joint  committee  of  Quarter  Sessions  aad 
'  lod  in  his  name.  Oouat;  Coancils.     As  far  aa  the  Oppo- 

sition were  concemad,  they  entirely 
agreed  that  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  police  and  the  Chief  ConBtablea 
to  he  1^  under  one  authority,  if  that 
authority  were  the  County  Oounoils, 
because  they  found  under  the  existing 
law  that  the  magistrates  were  called 
upon  to  perform  duties  in  conneotion 
with  the  maintenanoe  of  law  and  order 
which  they  claimed  in  future  for  the 
County  Councils,  so  that  they  should  he 
modelled  on  the  pattern  of  toe  Borough 
Councils  in  regard  to  the  administration 
of  police  affairs.  That  was  the  position 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  At  present  they  were  left  in 
this  condition.  They  had  been  defeated 
in  that  respect,  and  the  question  was 
whether  they  should  Tote  for  the  reten- 
tion of  all  the  powers  relating  to  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates 
at  Quarter  SesBiooe,  or  whether  they 
should  prefer,  although  they  did  not 
like  it,  the  Government  proposal  that 
thepoliceandthe  Chief  Constables  should 
be  supervised  and  managed  by  a  joint 
committee  of  two  Bodies.  Of  the  two 
proposals  he,  at  least,  preferred  that  of 
the  Qovemment.  He  did  not  prefer  it 
because  he  liked  it.  He  disliked  it 
exceedingly,  and  he  saw  no  sufficient 
justification  for  it.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  be  entirely  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples right  hon.  Gentlemen  laid  down 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  notifying  to  the  House,  judging 
as  well  as  he  could  of  the  feeling  and 
temper  of  the  Iiiberal  Party  both  inside 
and  outside  the  House,  that  it  must  not 
be  expected  that  these  proposals  were  to 
be  permanently  and  definitely  accepted 
without  some  attempt  to  reTerse  tltem 
on  some  future  occasion.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  said  that  this  was  the 
first  time— namely,  the  year  188B,  when 
such  a  doctrine  had  been  propounded. 
He  difiTered  entirely  from  the  non.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  If  he  had  used  it  in 
the  way  of  a  threat  in  order  to  induce 
hon.  UemberB  to  rote  with  him  rather 
than  with  the  Gorernment,  he  mieht 
have  been  open  to  that  remark ;  but 
his  argument  was  not  in  the  least  in  the 
nature  of  a  threat,  and  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would  know 
that  he  was  not  disposed  to  offer  a 
threat  on  any  oooaaion.  His  object  had 
ISifhth  Night.} 


stood  in  his 

Amendment  proposed, 
line  12,  after  "respect,' 
county  police  or." — (St 
£artUlot) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ha.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  de«red 
to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gfdlant  Baro- 
net, although  it  was  difficult  to  do  so, 
he  was  afraid,  consistently  with  Order. 
As  he  understood  the  position,  it  had 
been  decided  against  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  that  the  control  of 
the  police  and  the  appointment  of  the 
High  Constable  should  not  be  handed 
orer  to  the  Oonnty  CouncllB,  but  he 
trusted  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  some  of  the 
arguments  and  statements  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet.  The  hon.  and 
gsllant  Baronet  was  held  in  the  highest 
esteem  on  the  Opposition  as  well  as  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  He 
epoke  from  very  long  knowledge  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in  that  House. 
He  had  never  been  known  to  be  other- 
wise than  straight  and  decided  and 
honest  in  the  expression  of  his  views, 
and  he  was  a  man  for  whom  they  natu- 
rally entertained  an  unwavering  respect. 
He  mads  no  complaint  of  the  course  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  pur- 
sued on  this  occasion.  Everybody  knew 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  did 
not  like  the  Bill,  that  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  tbe  transfer  of  these  powera 
from  the  magistrates  to  the  County 
Councils  in  the  future,  and  he  was, 
therefore,  oonaietent  in  the  line  he  bad 
taken.  But  the  Government  had  taken 
another  line;  they  reoognixed  that 
there  was  a  great  demand  on  the  part 
of  the  public  for  a  representative  county 
constituency  ;  they  had  acceded  to  that 
demand,  or  intended  to  accede  to  it.  in 
the  constitution  of  the  County  Councils. 
They  had  not  carried  out  that  prindple, 
however,  in  the  present  claoee.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  differed  from  them,  and  had  been 
beaten,  but  they  had,  nevertheless,  a 
right  to  maintain  their  opinion.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  proposed  that 
the  police  shonid  be  left  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Qosrter  Sflosione,  and  that 
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Bimplr  been  to  point  ont  that  as  far  as 
the  Liberal  Fartj,  not  only  in  the 
House,  but  in  the  oountiy,  vere  oon- 
cemed,  they  were  deeply  oonvinGed  in 
their  own  mind  ot  the  truth  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  control  of  the  police, 
whether  in  the  boroughs  or  in  the 
counties,  subject  to  the  proper  authority 
of  the  magistrates  in  calling  upon  them 
to  fulfil  Ulo  duties  laid  down  by  law, 
should  be  vested  in  the  bands  of  those 
who  paid  for  them — ^namely,  the  repre- 
sentative bodies  of  the  towns  and  ooun- 
ties.  He,  theiefore,  could  not  hold  out 
any  expectation  that  the  arrangement 
would  be  a  permanent  one,  and  that  a 
future  opportunity  would  not  be  taken 
for  amending  these  proposals.  He  bad 
yet  to  learn  that  there  was  anything 
unconstitutional  or  novel  in  announcing 
to  the  House  that  when  they  got  the  op- 
portunity they  would  seek  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  a  direction  which  they  so  g^reatly 
desired.  He  bad,  therefore,  Dotbing  to 
apologize  for  or  correct  in  the  statement 
he  ha]d  made.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  opportunity  be  desired  would  occur, 
aud  it  was  a  fundamental  article  of  the 
Liberal  creed,  whether  in  the  Kfetropolis 
in  the  provincial  boroughs,  or  in  the 
counties  that  the  police  should  be 
nominated,  appointed,  controlled,  and 
paid  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  Although  they  might  be  beaten 
on  tnis  occasion  he  repeated  hie  asser- 
tion that  ou  some  future  day  an  en- 
deavour would  be  made  to  amend  the 
Bill. 

Hb.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  it  was  a  funda- 
mental article  of  the  Liberal  creed,  .whe- 
ther in  the  country  or  in  the  Uetropolie, 
that  the  polioe  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  ratepayers.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  0-eatleman  how  long  that 
had  been  a  fundamental  article  in  the 
Liberal  creed,  because  he  remembered 
a  Bill  being  brought  in  a  very  few  years 
a^,  when  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
Liberal  Party  were  not  identified  with 
all  the  opinions  and  views  of  the  Liberal 
Party  now,  for  the  Government  of  the 
Uetropolis  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt]  which  proposed  to  ignore  its 
fundamental  article  altogether.  There- 
fore he  might  assume  that  this  funda- 
mental article  was  one  which  had  been 
grafted  on  the  liberal  creed  since  the 
introduotioD  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Jfr.  Stmu/M 


Member  for  Derby.  He  did  not  expieat 
any  astonishment  on  that  fact.  He  knew 
perfectly  well  that  many  other  articles 
besides  that  had  now  become  funda- 
mental articles  of  the  Liberal  creed 
which  at  that  time  were  being  denounced 
by  the  Liberal  Party  of  the  day.  He 
did  not  intend  to  make  any  furuier  re- 
marks on  that  point,  but  he  bad  thought 
it  worthy  of  comment  that  this  article 
which  was  now  set  up  as  essentially  a 

Eart  of  the  Liberal  creed,  was  ds- 
berately  set  aside  in  the  legislation  in- 
augurated by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recognized  that  there  were  circumstances 
in  which  it  was  not  desirable  to  transfer 
the  control  of  the  polioe  force  to  a  body 
elected  by  the  ratepayers.  That  was 
practically  what  the  Government  sug- 
gested now.  In  their  proposal  they 
reoognized  that  the  police  had  hitherto 
been  under  the  control  of  a  body  of  gen- 
tlemen who,  as  bis  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  said,  had  per- 
formed their  duties  in  a  manner  which 
had  received  the  oommendation  of  all 
parties  in  the  country,  and  they  did  not 
think  it  would  be  right  or  prudent  all 
at  once,  at  any  rate,  to  alter  entirely  that 
condition  of  things,  and  take  away  from 
that  Body  which  had  so  effectively  con- 
trolled the  polioe  in  the  past  the  powers 
they  now  possessed  in  order  to  hand 
them  over  to  the  new  Body  about  to  be 
created.  The  question  now  before  the 
Committee  was  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  the  entire  con- 
trol of  the  police  should  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates.  He  could 
quite  understand  bis  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  having  that  view.  He  found  no 
fault  witli  him  for  entertaining  it  or  that 
many  of  his  hon.  Friends  should  agree 
with  the  bon.  and  gallant  Baronet  iu  his 
opinions.  He  could  readily  understand 
that  there  were  arguments  of  an  ex- 
tremely strong  character  which  might 
be  used  in  aupportof  the  proposal  of  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Baronet.  Certainly 
no  charge  could  be  substantiated  or  even 
made  against  the  administration  of  the 
police  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  but  the 
Committee  were  aware  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  proposing  to  set  up  in  the 
connties  a  Body  elected  by  the  rate-  . 
payers  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
many  of  the  duties  within  .the  oountiea 
which  had  hitherto  been  performed  by 
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the  magistrates.  The  ^ueetion  aross 
thesr  whether  haviDg  set  up  such  a  Bod; 
—a  Body  repreaeatatire  of  the  rate- 
payers, was  no  fiharo  to  be  giTen  to 
them  in  the  management  and  control  of 
the  police  ?  Having  set  up  bucIi  a  Body 
vhich  was  to  have  the  control  of  the 
rates,  and  would  have  practically  to  find 
the  money  for  the  payment  of  the  police, 
were  they  to  say  that  they  were  not  to 
gire  to  it  the  management  of  the  police 
for  which  the  ratepayers  bad  to  provide 
the  money  ?  The  GoTernment  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  for  them  to  make 
such  a  proposal  as  that,  and,  therefore, 
they  proposed  to  associate  with  the 
Quarter  SessionB  elected  representatives 
of  the  ratepayers.  In  that  suggestion 
they  believed  they  found  a  solution  of 
the  (Question  as  to  what  should  be  the 
relative  shares  of  the  old  and  new 
Bodies  in  the  oontcol  of  the  police.  That 
being  their  view,  and  that  being  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
to  his  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the 
Qovernment  were  unable  to  accept  the 
proposals  which  he  made,  and  which 
would  relegate  entirely  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  the  control  of  the  police. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  as  he  had  bad  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  upon  this  question 
before,  be  would  not  detain  the  Oom- 
mittee  lor  more  than  a  few  moments, 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  dwelt  on  the  fact  that  the 
Government  were  going  to  create  by 
this  Bill  a  new  Body  to  be  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  and  asked  how  it  was 
possible  to  give  some  share  in  the  con- 
trol of  the  police  to  the  new  Body. 
Surely,  if  that  argument  were  good  for 
anything  at  all  it  was  good  for  giving 
the  whole  control  of  the  police  to  the 
sew  Body.  The  Oommittee  had  three 
proposals  before  them.  There  was  the 
proposal  of  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  band  over  the  police  to 
the  County  Councils  as  a  Body.  Then 
there  was  the  proposal  of  his  bon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  the  control  should 
remain  as  at  present  with  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  and,  tiurdly,  there  was  the  pro- 
posal  of  the  Government  by  which  he 
understood  they  intended  to  sub- divide 
the  responsibihty  connected  with  the 
police — for  while  the  Chief  Constable 
was  to  remain  entirely  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Quarter  Sesaious,  the  polioe 
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themselves  were  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  control  of  a  joint  committee.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  that 
the  appointment,  dismissal,  and  control 
of  the  Chief  Constable  should  remain 
with  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  his  right 
bon.  Friend  the  Presidentof  theLocal Go- 
vernment Board  had  informed  the  Oom- 
mittee that  the  Qovernment  intended  to 
adhere  to  that  proposal.  Now,  he  could 
perfectly  understand  both  of  the  first 
two  proposals.  It  was  a  perfectly  logical 
proposal,  and,  perhaps,  it  might  be  one 
that  might  work  well,  that  the  man^e- 
ment  of  the  police  should  be  entrusted 
entirely  to  the  County  Councils.  Then, 
again,  experience  bad  already  proved 
that  the  sole  control  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  might  be  expected 
to  work  equally  well  in  the  future  as  in 
the  past;  but,  he  did  not  understand 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  to  give 
the  control  of  the  police  to  a  perfectly 
new  Body,  but  rather  to  place  them 
under  the  control  of  three  distinct  autho- 
rities. The  Chief  Constable  was  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  the 
polioe  were  to  be  paid  by  the  County 
Council,  and  were  to  be  managed  by  a 
joint  committee.  Was  it  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  an  arrangement  of  that 
kind  was  likely  to  turn  out  to  be  a  prac- 
tical and  business-like  arrangement  ? 
The  right  hon,  Uember  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfield]  said,  that  he  preferred  of  the 
two  proposals  now  before  the  Oommittee, 
that  which  was  suggested  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Why  was  that?  Was  it  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  a  business-like 
proposal  that  was  likely  to  work  well  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  carefully  guarded  him- 
self against  saying  anything  of  the  sort. 
He  supported  it  on  the  ground  of  senti- 
ment, because  it  was  one  of  the  new 
faogled  articles  of  faith  which  of  Inte 
years  bad  become  fashionable  with  the 
Liberal  Party.  For  these  reasons  he 
intended  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  he 
hoped  that  he  would  be  accompanied 
into  the  Lobby  by  many  other  hon. 
Members.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
there  was  one  other  consideration  which 
bad  great  weight  with  him.  When 
they  were  going  to  make  a  change  of 
this  kind  they  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
some  good  reason  for  it.  No  Member 
of  the  House,  sitting  on  any  Bench,  had 
as  yet  said  anything  irhich  might  load 
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them  to  beliere  that  there  was  an^ 
reasoD  to  be  advanced  in  fitvonr  of  the 
ofaaa^e.'  Xo  complaint  had  erer  been 
made  by  anybody  aa  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  control  of  the  polios  bad  been 
oonduoted  by  the  Quarter  Sessions  up  to 
the  present  time,  and  althought  that  was 
the  cose,  and  although  the  Oommittee 
had  definitely  decided  already  that  the 
control  was  not  to  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Oouocila — despite  all  that,  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Goremment,  and  he 
oonfeaied  very  greatly  to  his  regret,  to 
hand  orer  the  management  of  the  police 
for  the  future  to  a  dual  control  which 
he  could  not  regard  as  anything  but  an 
unpractical  and  nubuBiness-tike  proposal. 
Mr.  KNAT0HBULL-HUQE88EN 
(Kent,  F&Tersham)  said,  he  cordially 
BuppoTted  tho  Amcndmeiit  which  had 
been  moved  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex.  He 
oonld  not  help  agreeing  with  a  remark 
which  fell  m>m  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shored  itch  (Mr.  Stuart)  yesterday,  when 
he  said  that,  baring  heard  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax,  be 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  existing  system.  Bo  far 
as  he  had  been  able  to  hear  that  speech, 
and  it  was  very  difficult  at  times  to  hear 
the  speeches  delivered  on  the  Front 
Bench,  he  had  arrived  at  a  similar  con- 
clusion. The  right  hon.  Qentlemanhad 
talked  of  the  nature  of  the  dnties  the 
police  had  to  perform,  and  he  had  spoken 
of  them  in  such  a  way  as  to  convince 
him  that  it  was  undesirable  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  management  of  that 
body  which,  on  the  whole,  was  admitted 
on  all  sides  to  have  worked  remarkably 
well.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  appeared  to  think  that  some 
hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  were  supporting  the  existing 
aystem  simply  because  it  was  an  existing 
institution,  and  had  pointed  ont  to  the 
House,  no  doubt  correctly,  that  the  sys- 
tem itself  was  not  founded  on  constitu- 
tional usage.  He  submitted,  however, 
that  the  question  for  consideration  was 
not  so  much  how  long  the  system  had 
been  st  work,  but  whether  it  had  worked 
well — and  he  ventured  to  say  that  there 
was  no  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  would  be  bold  enough 
to  assert — and  they  were  not  unaccus- 
tomed to  the  making  of  bold  assertions 
—that  the  management  of  the  polioe  by 
the  ma^strates  had  not  been,  on  the 


whole,  as  good  as  oould  possibly  be  de- 
sired. He  supported  the  Amendment 
on  behalf  of  a  class  of  persosB  who  were 
more  deeply  interested  in  the  matter 
than  any  other — namely,  the  police 
themselves.  He  contended  that  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Qovernment  for  a  dual 
control  were  adopted  the  police  would 
encounter  great  difficulties  in  the  exe- 
cution of  their  duties.  Hitherto  the 
rolice  had  performed  those  duties,  ar- 
uouB  and  difficult  as  they  were,  with 
patience,  energy,  and  asorupuloue  fidelity 
which  was  beyond  praise.  But  they 
would  be  asking  them  to  do  what  he 
maintained  they  had  no  right  to  ask  any 
man  to  do — namely,  to  serve  two  masters. 
They  had  the  highest  authority  for  say- 
ing that  it  was  impoasible  to  do  that.  He 
thought  that  of  the  four  courses  that  were 
open  for  the  Commission  to  take  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
was  decidedly  the  best;  but  if,  unhappily, 
it  should  be  beaten,  he,  for  one,  convinced 
as  he  was  of  the  great  danger  which 
would  attend  dual  control,  would  de- 
cidedly prefer  that  the  duties  should  be 
undertaken  by  the  Home  Offloe.  The 
worst  course  that  could  possibly  be  de- 
vised was  that  of  the  Government  for 
subjecting  the  management  of  the  police 
to  dual  control.  They  were  asked  to  adopt 
a  system  and  principle  which  not  one  of 
them  would  carry  out  ia  his  own  private 
affairs.  Would  any  man  employing  a 
butcher,  a  baker,  or  a  tailor,  discbarge 
any  one  of  them  who  had  given  him  per- 
fect satisfaction  in  order  to  employ  some- 
one else  of  whom  he  knew  nothing.  He 
hoped  that,  in  the  discussion  which 
would  take  place,  something  would  be 
done  to  avert  the  danger  which  would 
arise  firom  the  innovation  proposed  by 
the  Qovernment. 

Mr.  HALLET  STEWAET  {Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  that  the  argument 
which  had  just  been  addressed  to  the 
Oommittee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Kent  (Mr.  KnatohbuU-Hugessen) 
was  just  the  argument  which  was  always 
adduced  against  every  reform  proposed 
either  from  the  Ministerial  or  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches.  Hon.  Members  were 
invariably  opposed  to  all  progress  and 
all  change,  whether  in  relation  to  home 
government,  or  the  government  of  the 
Empire  at  large.  The  arguments  which 
had  been  adduced  were  the  same  as 
those  which  were  olwaya  used,  and 
amouDted   to    this  —  that   eveiything 
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which  nov  eziBtod  waB  satisfactoiy.  The 
lios.  Osntlomaa  oppoeite  had  not,  hoW' 
ever,  taken  note  of  the  fact  that  the 
people  had  now  a  voice  la  the  gaTern- 
ment  of  the  country.  They  had  already 
received  the  electoral  franchise,  and  the 
Oovemment  now  propoeed  to  traneferto 
them  the  administration  of  their  local 
atfairB.  Could  it  then  be  contended,  for 
a  moment,  that  thetakinj^of  the  control 
of  the  police  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Oouoty  Oouncils  would  be  giving  them 
that  proper  administration  of  their  own 
affairs  which  was  claimed  for  them  ? 
The  only  argument  which  had  been  used 
in  favour  of  letting  the  managemeDt  of 
the  police  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  was  that  the  magistrates 
themeelvea  were  charged  with  the  duty  of 
maintaining  law  and  order.  That  was 
a  fair  argument  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it 
was  a  very  limited  argument,  and  alto- 
gether unequal  to  the  gravity  of  the 
position.  Ha  admitted  that  ihe  duty 
of  maintaining  peace  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  magistrates ;  but  hon.  Members 
oppositeapokeof  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  aa  if  the  60,000  inhabitants  of  a 
town  were  so  many  enemies  of  order,  and 
were  and  were  only  to  be  kept  in  aub- 
jectioD  by  the  control  of  the  magistrates 
and  their  servants,  the  police.  He 
wished  to  point  out  this  elementary 
truth,  that  a  few  magistrates  and  a  small 
body  of  police  would  be  absolutely  im- 
potent to  preserve  order  unless  the  re- 
maining 59,990  inhabitants  were  equally 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  order. 
He  maintained  that  every  honest  citizen 
had  devolved  upon  him  just  as  much  as 
a  magistrate  or  a  policeman  the  duty  of 
maintaining  order  and  peace  in  a  com- 
munity. If  the  bulk  of  the  people  were 
in  retuitv  the  enemies  of  law  and  order, 
the  work  undertaken  by  the  police  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  dis- 
eharge.  An  ordinary  number  of  police- 
men was  about  one  to  1,000  of  the  in- 
habitants, and  there  was  scarcely  a  rural 
district  in  England  where  there  was  not 
one  policeman  to  2,000  inhabitants.  If 
the  people  were  allowed  to  man  age  their 
affairs  for  themselves,  they  could  do  that 
with  half  the  number  of  policemen  who 
were  now  required.  By  the  way  in 
which  they  were  now  employed  they 
contrived  to  make  crime  instead  of 
diminishing  it.  They  were  engaged  in 
the  most  trivial  and  unworthy  occnpa- 
ti<>nB,  and  many  of  them  were  spies  and 
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game-keepers  for  the  landed  interest  of 
the  country.  [Crifi  of  "Oh!"]  He 
spoke  from  a  point  of  view  from  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  never  ob- 
served these  things.  If  they  would  lay 
aside  their  state  and  dignity  and  look 
at  the  question  from  the  cottage  point 
of  view,  instead  of  the  palace  and  man- 
sion point  of  view,  they  would  be  able  to 
understand  these  things  fairly  enough. 
He  intended  to  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North -West  Sussex,  simply  beoanse  its 
object  was  to  leave  the  control  of  the 
police  in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates. 
The  Qovemment  had  already  defeated 
a  far  more  logical  proposition  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  County  Uounoils,  but  he  should  now 
vote  with  the  Government,  because  they 
recognized  to  a  limited  extent  the  right 
of  the  ratepayers  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter.  He  looked  upon  it  as  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge,  and  hoped  to  see  it 
driven  home  by-and-bye. 

ViscorMT  QKIMSTON  (Herts,  St. 
Alban's)  said,  he  wished  to  repudiate  the 
sentiment  expressed  by  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  who  had  just  sat  down,  and  espe- 
cially the  accusation  that  the  county 
magistrates  employed  the  police  as 
spies  and  game-keepers.  He  did  not 
believe  that  anyone  with  justice  could 
accuse  the  English  county  magistrates 
of  having  made  use  of  the  poUce  force 
in  the  unworthy  manner  suggested. 
What  was  the  prospect  of  any  finality 
if  the  Government  adhered  to  the  clause 
as  it  stood  ?  He  asserted,  withoat  fear 
of  contradiction,  that,  after  what  they 
had  heard  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  there  would  be  no  finality 
whatever  in  their  proposals.  The  Op- 
position declared  their  intention,  as  soon 
as  they  possibly  could,  of  using  their 
utmost  endeavour   to   secure   that   the 

fiolice  force  should  be  placed  entirely  in 
be  hands  of  the  County  Council.  There- 
fore, they  could  reckon  when  the  swing 
of  the  pendulum  came  round,  as  it  in- 
evitably would  in  the  course  of  nature, 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  were  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
the  present  proposals  of  the  Qovemmeat 
would  be  brought  under  review,  and 
there  would  be  a  fresh  agitation  on  the 
subject.  That,  he  thought,  would  be  a 
very  bad  thing,  and  therefore  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend.    A  short  time  ago  he 
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Mb.  WIGQIN  (StaffordBhira.  H&nds- 
worth)  HOiiil,  that  having  had  consider- 
able experience  in  the  managenient  of 
the  police  as  a  member  of  borough 
Watch  CommitteeB,  and  as  a  oounty 
magistrate,  ho  deaired  to  say  a  few 
words.  The  police  fores  of  the  county 
of  Stafford  was  one  of  the  finest  bodies 
of  men  in  England ;  but  although  that 
was  the  case,  and  although  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly well  mansgad  by  the  county 
magistiates,  ho,  for  one,  would  be  quite 
willing  to  hand  over  the  control  of  the 
force  to  the  County  Councils.  By  this 
Bill  they  were  creating  a  new  Qovern- 
ing  Body,  and  it  was  always  understood 
that  this  Governing  Body  would  have  a 
large  amount  of  work  imposed  upon  it. 
It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  this 
Amendment  was  an  attempt  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  work  that  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Councils.  It  had  been  urged  that  it  was 
deairabln  to  secure  upon  the  County 
Councils  men  of  high  standing  and  of 
business  habits,  who  would  be  qualified 
to  do  work  ;  but  if  they  were  to  whittle 
all  the  duties  away  in  this  manner  they 
would  not  be  able  to  attract  good  and 
efficient  men  to  serve  on  the  Councils. 
He  should  be  glad  to  do  away  with  the 
dual  Dontrol,  and  to  give  the  entire 
management  to  the  County  Council ;  but 
if  that  could  not  be  done,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Ot)vemment  danse  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  8.  HOABE  (Norwich)  said,  that 
although  he  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
county  magistrate  and  of  serving  on  the 
Court  of  Quarter  BessioiiB,  he  felt  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  a  mistake  in 
the  future  carrying  out  of  the  Bill.  He 
regretted  that  the  hou.  Gentleman  oppo< 
site,  the  Member  for  Spalding  Diviatoa 
(Mr.  Halley  Stewart),  should  have  felt 
it  his  duty  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
magistrates.  Although  he  was  one  of 
those  who  neither  lived  in  a  mansion  or 
a  palace,  he  believed,  like  all  the  other 
magistrates  iu  his  district,  that  he 
endeavoured  to  do  his  duty  in  the  best 
way  he  possibly  could.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  action  of  the  police 
increased  crime  ;  but  if  he  attended  the 
Petty  Sessions  of  the  country  he  would 
find  that  crime  was  decreasing  on  every 
side.  These  matters,  however,  did  not 
fall  within  the  scope  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion, and,  therefore,  he  would  pro- 
ceed at  onoe  to  explain  why  he  opposed 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
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had  been  given  to  understand,  by  the 
remarks  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Gh>Temment  Board,  that  it  was  intended, 
in  appointing  a  joint  committee,  to  have 
a  sufficient  number  of  magistrates  upon 
it,  to  insure  that  they  would  practically 
have  the  chief  voice  in  administering  the 
affairs  of  the  police.  All  be  could  say 
was,  that  if  that  was  the  case,  the  County 
Councils,  having  found  out  that  they 
were  in  a  minority  and  that  they  had 
no  real  voice  in  controlling  the  police, 
would  commence  an  agitation  whioh. 
would  certainly  be  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  that  most  useful  body.  The 
police  were  a  body  enrolled  for  the  en- 
forcement of  judicial  decrees,  and  they 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  under  the  oon- 
trol  of  a  judicial  executive.  There  were 
many  matters  whioh  must  inevitably 
come  before  the  joint  committee.  Take 
the  case  of  the  pension  of  a  constable, 
who  might  have  rendered  himself  un- 
popular oy  the  fearless  discha^e  of  bis 
duties ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  too  popu- 
lar by  the  slack  manner  in  whioh  he 
discharged  them.  In  such  a  case  the 
pension  awarded  to  that  man  might  be 
materially  affected  by  the  popularly 
elected  character  of  the  tribunal  before 
which  the  question  would  have  to  come. 
There  was  another  point  which  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  been  speaking  to  their  consti- 
tuents, and  assuring  them  that  they 
wished  for  equal  laws,  both  for  the 
Bister  Island  and  themselves.  If  such 
a  state  of  things  were  to  be  brought 
about  that  the  County  Councils  would 
eventually  have  the  oontrol  of  the  police, 
were  they  prepared  to  carry  out  that 
matter  to  its  logical  oonclnslon,  and 
hand  over  the  control  of  the  police  to 
County  Councils  in  the  Sister  Island? 
He  admitted  that  the  police  in  Ireland 
were  paid  &om  the  taxes,  and  were 
under  the  Crown ;  and  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  it  would  not  be  the  best 
solution  of  the  question  if  they  were  to 
be  placed  in  the  same  poeition  on  this  side 
of  the  Channel.  Be  tnat  as  it  might,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  said  that  no  man  could  serve  two 
masters,  and  in  this  case  there  were  not 
only  two  masters,  but  three.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  chanoee  of  the  success  of 
this  part  of  the  Bill  were  very  small 
indeed,  and  therefore  he  cordially  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North-West  Sussex. 
Vitteunt  Grimtton 
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tee  oufj^ht  to  settle  BBtiBfactoriljthe  qiiee- 
tion  of  the  adminiatratioa  of  the  polic«, 
aa  by  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
meat,  while  the  ratepayers  would  be 
repreaented,  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  considerable  namber  of 
the  moat,  experienced  members  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  the  speech  of  Ms 
hon.  Friend  was  rather  a  speech  in 
favour  of  handiug  over  the  whole  of  the 
administration  of  the  police  to  the 
County  Councils,  which  the  House  by 
vote  had  already  decided  against,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  impossible  to  go  back 
upon  it.  In  supporting  the  Amendment 
of  hia  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  he  did  so 
upon  rather  different  grounds  from  those 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and 
others  had  placed  before  the  Committee. 
In  reconstructing  their  local  administra- 
tion they  should  aim  at  simplicity.  Yet 
by  the  Bill  it  was  proposed  that  they 
should  have,  not  a  dual  control  nor  a 
triple  control,  but,  in  faot,  a  quadruple 
control  over  the  police.  There  would  be 
a  joint  committee,  a  County  Council,  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and,  over  all, 
the  Home  Office ;  for  if  they  Icoked  at  the 
24th  clause  they  would  find  that  the 
power  of  the  Home  Office  was  far  greater 
and  more  important  than  any  of  the 
powers  given  to  the  other  three  Bodies. 
Anyone  who  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
police  management  in  the  counties  knew 
that  the  power  of  the  magistrates  in 
Quarter  Sessions  over  the  polioe  was 
very  slight  indeed.  They  exercised  the 
privilege  of  appointing  the  Chief  Con- 
stable, but  as  soon  as  they  had  appointsd 
him  the  control  over  both  him  and  the 
polioe  passed  out  of  their  hands  So 
far  as  the  patronage  in  the  appointment 
of  the  Chief  Constable  was  concerned, 
it  would  reside  better  in  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  which  wae  composed 
of  nominees  of  the  Crown,  the  members 
of  which  were  liable  to  be  dismissed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  than  in  any  elected 
Body.  He  spoke  from  his  own  experi- 
ence, from  what  he  had  seen,  heard,  and 
read,  and  from  circumstances  in  which 
be  had  taken  part,  and  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  the  patronage  of  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  carefully 
and  prudently  exercised,  and  that  it  was 
quite  free  from  political  bias ;  whereas 
an  elected  committee  of  the  County 
Council  would  never  be  free  from  poli- 
S  ^Eighth  Night.'l 
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Baronet,  whose  experience  was  so  much 
greater  than  his  own.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment,  because  he  conaidered 
that,  if  it  were  carried,  it  would  set  up 
a.  dual  control,  and  be  knew  that  many 
hon.  Members  were  opposed  to  the  Go- 
vernment clause  because  they  thought 
it  would  introduce  a  dual  control.  Now, 
he,  on  the  contrary,  thought  that  if 
soma  such  plan  were  not  introduced 
there  would  be  dual  control.  The 
County  Councils  would  have  the  voting 
of  the  supplies  for  the  police  which  the 
Quarter  Sessions  would  administer.  It 
vas  clear  that  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers  would  not  he  satisfied  with 
merely  voting  the  money,  without  having 
some  account  from  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  their  stewardship.  In  that  House 
hon.  Members  objected  to  pass  Votes  in 
regard  to  matters  upon  which  they  were 
unable  to  express  their  opinions.  That 
would  be  the  case  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, and  whenever  a  vote  for  the  police 
was  proposed  a  discussion  would  arise 
which  could  not  be  satisfactory.  Al- 
though there  might  be  members  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  upon  the  County  Coun- 
cils, it  would  not  be  officially  repre- 
sented. Therefore,  he  felt  that  a  diffi- 
culty would  arise,  because  they  would 
have  the  Quarter  Sessions  administering 
the  money,  while  the  power  of  raising 
it  would  rest  with  the  representatives  of 
the  ratepayers,  who  would  have  no  voice 
whatever  in  the  matter.  Small  questions, 
such  as  pensions ordismissalsand  others, 
would  be  continually  arising,  and  would 
cause  considerable  bittexnesa  between 
the  County  Councils  and  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  It  should,  therefore,  be  their 
effort  to  prevent  the  irritation  which 
might  arise  from  a  dual  control,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  no  such  irritation  would 
arise  if  the  management  were  entrusted 
to  a  joint  committee  as  proposed  by  the 
Government.  He  certainly  believed  that 
if  the  administration  of  the  police  were 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
trates a  considerable  amount  of  irrita- 
tion would  arise  outside,  and  there  would 
be  agitation  both  in  the  market  place 
and  upon  the  village  green,  both  upon 
little  questions  and  great  queBtions.  He 
would  far  rather  see  all  questions,  whe- 
ther  of  police  pensions  or  any  other 
matter,  discussed  by  men  of  business  of 
all  shades  of  opinion  in  committee  than 
subjected  to  public  meetings  and  agita- 
tion outside.  He  thought  the  Commit- 
TOL.  COOXXVn.    [thied  sbbies.J 
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tical  bias.  Alt  the  elections  they  well 
ka«v  would  be  fought  on  political  lines, 
and  most  of  tha  representatires  of  the 
Oounty  Councils  vonld  be  elected  on  ac- 
count of  their  political  opinions.  For 
these  reasona  he  was  in  tarour  of  the 
Amendmentofbishon. Friend.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  QoTernmeDt  Board 
said  that  the  County  Councils  ought  to 
have  some  authority  over  the  police, 
because  they  would  provide  the  money 
for  their  maintenance.  That  was  not 
so.  the  police  would  be  hereafter 
maintained  out  of  the  £6,000,000  of 
subventions,  proposed  to  be  handed  over 
out  of  the  taxes  for  the  relief  of  the 
ratepayers.  Therefore,  that  argument 
fell  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.) 
said,  he  wished  to  explain  the  reasons 
why  he  intended  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
thedifferent  extracts  from  theVemacular 
Freaa  of  Wales  which  had  been  sent  to 
him,  they  would  not  have  the  intention 
they  appeared  to  have  to  retain  their 
own  clause.  It  was  impossible  for  any 
person  in  that  House  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  most  lamentable  disturbances  nad 
taken  place  in  the  Principality.  There 
were  many  persons  who  conscientiously 
objected  to  the  payment  of  tithe,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  abaolntely 
necessary,  when  they  refused  to  pay  it, 
that  the  assistance  of  the  police  should 
be,  from  time  to  time,  called  in.  Be- 
marks  had  been  made  from  time  to  time 
by  different  speakers  in  the  Principality 
as  to  what  they  would  do  when  they  got 
the  power,  and  had  the  control  of  the 
police  in  their  own  hands.  In  the 
county  which  he  represented,  during 
the  time  the  disturbances  were  going 
on,  reijuisitioDS  were  sent  to  the  county 
magistrates,  calling  upon  them  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  police,  on  the 
ground  that  the  coun^  did  not  require 
■0  many;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
were  too  few  police  constables  already. 
Under  these  circumstances,  be  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  fact.  In  Wales  the  chances  were 
that  a  greater  portion  of  the  County 
Councils  would  be  composed  of  gentle- 
men who  conscientiously  objected  to  the 
payment  of  tithes,  and  conscientiously 
objected  to  the  employment  of  the  police 
in  levying  tithes.  They  were  consden- 
Jfr.  8l4nl<f  Ztightm 


tious  men,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
blame  them  for  following  up  their  prin- 
oiples ;  but,  as  conscientious  men,  they 
would  do  all  they  could  to  prevent  the 
police  from  being  employed  on  such 
oocasions.  The  police,  however,  would 
be  under  the  orders  of  the  Chief  Cos- 
siable;  and,  supposing  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Chief  Constable  remained 
as  they  proposed  by  the  Bill  in  the 
hands  of  Quarter  Sessions,  they  would 
have  the  control  of  the  police  resting 
with  the  County  Councils,  while  the 
Chief  Constable  would  be  under  the 
management  and  control  of  an  entirely 
different  Body.  The  police  woald  feel 
themselves  compelled  to  obey  the  orders 
of  the  Chief  Constable,  and  in  doing  so 
they  would  know  that  they  were  acting 
against  the  wishes  and  against  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bulk  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, BO  that  when  the  question  of  dis- 
missal or  pensions  arose  their  interests 
were  likely  to  be  materially  injured. 
For  these  reasons  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  police  force  ought  to 
be  entirely  under  the  control  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  arguments  in 
favour  of  keeping  the  police  force  in  the 
hands  of  that  Body  were  absolutely 
overwhelming. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  77 ; 
Noes  360:  Majority  283.— (Div.  List, 
No.  163.) 

Ma.  JOHN  MOBLilY  (NewcaaUe- 
upon-Tyne)  stud,  be  moved  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  from  "respect,"  in 
line  12,  to  "respect,"  in  line  18, 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  being 
to  take  &om  the  Quarter  Sessions  the 
appointment,  control,  and  dismissal  of 
Chief  Constables. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "re- 
spect "  to  the  word  "  to,"  in  line  18. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
to  the  appointment,  control,  and  dis- 
missal of  chief  constables,'  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

B.  F.  S.  POWELL  asked,  if  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  would  be  safeguarded  in  the 
event  of  this  Amendment  being  car- 
ried? 

Ths  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  thoneht 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  safeguarded, 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— kjee  216; 
Noes  216  :  Majorit;  30. 

ATBS. 

Aiailie,  W.  O.  PeUowaB,  A.  E. 

ADstmther,  Colonel  It.  FerimMoa,  right  hoQ. 

H.  L.  Sir  J. 

Ashmead-Barttett,  E.  Field,  Adminkl  E. 

B«deQ-Powell,Sir  G.S.  Fielden,  T. 

Baaey,  Sir  J.  E.  Finch,  G.  H. 

Baicd,  J.  G.  A.  Fisher,  W.  H. 

Bulfonr,  rt.  hoa.  A.  J.  Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 

Utiaee,  M^or  U,  E.  Fitz  -  Wyf^ram,    Qen. 
Baring,  T.  0.  Sit  F.  W. 

Bamea,  A.  Folkestone,  right  hon. 
Buttelot,  Sir  W.  B.  Viscoant 

Bales,  Sir  E.  Forwood,  A.  B. 

BMiiiuum,  A.  A,  Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 

Boach,  right  hon.  Sir  Gardner,  B.  Richard- 

H.  B.  Hickg-  son- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B.  Gathorae-Hardy,  hon. 
Beadel,  W.  J.  A.  B. 
Bsctive,  £arl  of  Gilee,  A. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C.  Oilliat,  J.  S. 
Bentinolr,  W.  G.  C.  Goldamid,  Sir  J. 
Bigwood,  J.  Goldswortby,    M^or- 
Birkbeok.  Sir  B.  General  W.  T. 
BlimdeU,Col.  H.  6.  H.  Oorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Bond,  Q.  H.  Ooschen,  rt.  hn.  O.  J. 
Bontoc,  H.  C.  0.  Gnoby,  Macqueu  of 
Borthwick,  Sir  A,  Gray,  C.  W. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hoa.  Green,  Sir  E. 

F.  0.  GreenaU,  Sir  G. 

Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St.  Oreena,  E. 

J.  F.  OrimBtoQ,  Viscount 

Brooks,  air  W.  0.  Grotrian,  F.  B. 

Bruce,  Lord  H.  Qunter,  Colonel  B. 

Bordett-CoatU,  W.  L.  HiOl,  A.  W. 

Adi.-U.  Halaey,  T.  F. 

Campbell,  J.  A.  Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 

Carmarthea,  Uarq.  of  Hamilton,  right  hon. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  U.        Lord  G.  F. 

Charrington,  8.  Hamley,OeD.  Sir  E.  B. 

Clarke,  Sic  E.  G.  HardcastU,  B. 

Coglull,  D.  H.  Hardoastle,  F. 

Coiomb,  Sir  J.  C.  H.  Havelock  ■  Allan,   Sir 
Cooke,  0.  W.  B.  H.  M. 

Oorbett,  J.  Heath,  A.  R. 

Corry,  Sir  J.  P.  Hoaton,  J.  H. 

Onnbome,  ViKoant  Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Crosi,  H.  S.  Hermoa-Hodge,  H.  T. 

CToeunan,Gen.  Sir  W.  Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 
Cabitt,  right  hon.  G.  A.  W. 

Barling,  C.  J.  HiU,  Colonel  K  S. 

Bawnay,  Colonel  hon.  HiU,  A.  S. 

L.  P,  Hoare,  S. 

DeIiile,E.J.L.M.  P.  HoUoway,  Q. 

De  Wmrma,  Baron  H.  Hornby,  W,  H, 

Bimsdale,  Baron  B.  Uonldaworth,   Sir  W. 
Bonkin,  B.  S.  H. 

Dorington,  Sir  J.  E.  Howard,  J. 

Duncan,  Colonel  F.  Howorth,  H.  H. 

Dyke,   right  hon.   Sir  Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 

W.  H.  Hubbarf,  hon.  B. 

Bgetton,  hon.  A.  J.  F.  Haghea  -  Hallett,  OoL 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T.        V.  C. 

EFcho,  Lord  Hunt,  F.  S. 

EltoQ,  C.  I.  Isaacs,  L.  H. 

Ewart,  Sit  W.  Isaacson,  F.  W. 

Emng,  Sir  A.  0.  Jackwn,  W.  L. 

Eyre,  Cokmal  H.  Jar¥ia,A.  W. 

F^Bn,U.Gen.E.  J.  Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
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Jennings,  L.  J.  Paget,  Sir  R,  H. 

Johnston,  W.  Parker,  hon.  F. 

KeUy,  J.  B.  PeUy,  Sit  L. 

Eennanay,  Sir  J.  U.  Fenton,  Captain  F.  T. 

Eenyon,  hon,  G.  T .  Plunket,    right    hon. 
Eeoyon  •  Slaney,  Col.       D.  R. 

W.  Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 

Ker,  R.  W.  B.  Basch,  M^or  F.  C- 

Kimbat.  H.  Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

King,  H.  S.  Ritchie,  right  hon.  C. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen,        'f. 

H.  T.  Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 

Knightley,  Sir  R.  Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 

Koowles,  Ii.  Robinson,  B. 

Lafone,  A,  Ross,  A.  U, 

Lawrance,  J.  C.  Bonnd,  J. 

I^wrancB,  Sir  J.  J.  T.  Eoyden,  T.  B. 

Uwrence,  W.  F.  Russell,  Sir  G. 

Lees,  E.  Sandys,  Lt.-Col.  T.  U. 

Lagh,  T.  W.  Sttonderson,  Col.  E,  J. 

Leighton,  S.  Seton-Karc,  H. 

Lennox,  Lord  W.  C.  Shaw-Stewart,  H.  H. 

Gordon-  Sidebottom,  T.  H. 

Lethbridge,  Sir  B.  Sidebottom,  W. 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.  Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Lewiaham,  right  hon.  Smith,  A. 

Viscount  Spencer,  J.  E. 

Long,  W.  H.  Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Lowther,  hon.'.W,  Stanley,  B.  J. 

LymtDgton,  Viscount  Stewart,  M.  J. 

Macattaey,  W.  G.  E.  Swetenham,  E. 


Uacdonald,  right  hon. 


|ykea,  C 


Mackintosh,  C.  F.  Temple,  Sir  R. 

Maclean,  J.  M.  Theobald,  J. 

Madure,  J.  W.  Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M 

M'Galmont,  Captain  J.  Townsend,  F. 

Madden,  D.  H.  Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 

Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W.  Tylar,  Sir  H.  W. 

Mallook,  R.  Vincent,  Col.  0.  E.  H. 

Marriott,     right  hon.  Watson.  J. 

Sir  W.  T.  Webster,  E,  G. 

Matthews,  right  hon.  Weymouth,  Viscount 

H.  Wharton,  J.  L. 
Mattinaon,  M.  W.  WhiUey,  B. 
MaiweU,  Sir  H.  E.  Wiggin,  H. 
MUvain,  T.  Wood,  N. 
Morgan,  hon.  F.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Moss,  a.  Wright,  H.  S. 
Mowbray,  right  hon.  Wrooghtoa,  P. 

Sir  J.  R.  Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

Mnnoaster,  Lord  Young,  C.  B.  B. 
Noble,  W. 

Nortis,  E.  S.  TBLLBIIS. 

Northcote,    hon.     Sir  Douglas,  A.  Akqrs- 

H.  S.  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
O'NwU,  hon.  R.  T. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (lime- 
rick, W.) 
Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Acliuid,  C.  T.  D. 
AUtaon,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Anatrnthar,  H,  T. 
Asher,  A. 
Anstin,  J. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
BaUantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  A.  H.  S. 


Barnr,  J. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beokett,  W. 
Bethall,     Cammandei 

G.R. 
Biokford-Smith,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Botitho,  T.  B. 
Btadtangh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhorat,  H. 
Brown.  A.  H. 
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Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
BrunnsT,  J.  T. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt.  T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byme,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  0. 
CBmerDn.  J.  IS. 
Cumpbell  -Bannerman , 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
CauBton.  R.  R. 
Chamberlain,  It. 
ChanainK,  F.  A. 
Ohildeis,  rt.   hon.   H. 

C.  E. 
Clancv,  J.  J. 
Cohb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Oommins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Cony  Mare,  C.  A.  T. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Oouham,  H. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Co*,  J.  R. 

Craveo,  J. 
Cmwford,  1). 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly.D. 
CroBiley,  E. 
Cnrzon,  Viscount 
CuizoD,  hon.  a.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dariea,  W. 
Deaay,  J. 
DiokMn,  T.  A. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  6, 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Dugdale,  J.  8. 
Dnncombe,  A. 
£brin^n,  Viicount 
Edwarda-Moss,  T.  0. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  BirT.H.  O. 
Bsalemont,  P. 
Everahed,  S. 
FarqnhanoD,  Br.  B. 
FenwicV,  C. 
Feiguaon,R.  C.  Munro  - 
Finncane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Faljambe,  0.  Q.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fowler,  rt.hoa.H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  L. 
FiOleF,  Q.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Oatkflll,  0.  O.  Uilnea- 
Qilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 


Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.  E. 
Goarley,  E.  T. 
Orahao),  R.  C. 
Clrey,  3ir  E. 
Ourdon,  H.  T. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hanbury-Traoy,   hon. 

F.  8. A. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  8oale- 
Heathoote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwarda- 
Heneage,    right    hon. 

E. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hohhouse,  B. 
Holdon,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
James,  hon.  W,  H. 
Jordan,  J. 
Eay-Shuttle worth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  HL  3. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawsoD,  Sir  W. 
Lawson.  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 
Leferre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  a 

Lewie,  T.  P. 
LleweUyn,  E.  H. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 

LyeU,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maolones,  U. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
UaoNeiU,  J.  O.  S. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M'Carthy,  J. 
M'Dooftld,  P. 
M'Evan,  W. 
M'La^n,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
MMtland,  W.  P. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Mappin,  Sir  P.  T. 

Maskel^^  U.  H.  N, 

Story. 
Mayoe,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Mildmay.  F.  B. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Mora,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  Q. 

O. 
Morgan,  0.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
MundeUa,   right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Mnrphr,  W.  M. 
Newark,  Tisoaunt 
Nolan,  Colonel  J,  P. 
Nolan,  J. 


Norton,  R. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  8. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Pioton,  J,  A. 
Pinkerton,  J, 


Sidabotham,  J.  W. 
Simon,  Sir  i. 
Sinclair,  J. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson.  J.  C 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summer*,  W. 


Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
PoweU,  F.  S. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J, 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
lieed.  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  E.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Ricbardsoa,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Rosi»e,8irH.  B. 
Rovntiee,  J. 
Ruseell,  T.  W. 
Samuelson,  O.B. 
SeUar.  A.  C. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  eaid, 
tbe  Amendmeat  Btaodiag  in  his  name 
was  iateaded  to  plaoe  the  county  police 
under  the  anthoritj  of  Her  Majestj'a  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. A  good  deal  had  been  said  in  the 
ooiirae  of  the  diacuseioa  about  trusting 
the  people  in  the  matter  of  the  police. 
That  ai^ument  was  founded  on  a  mia- 
conception.  The  only  persons  who  really 
trusted  the  people  were  himself  and 
those  who  agreed  with  him ;  for  they 
did  not  trust  the  people  in  a  fragmen- 
tary way ;  they  trusted  the  people,  the 
whole  people,  and  nothing  but  the 
people — that  was  to  eay,  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  Ireland  as 
represented  in  Parliament.  It  was  not 
wise,  but  dangerous,  to  trust  matters  of 
large  tesponsiDility  to  small  sections  of 
the  people,  but  there  was  no  danger 
whatever  iQ  trusting  the  people  ae  a 
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wliole.  He  hoped  that,  inateBd  of  thifl 
Boctional  trust  of  the  people,  they  Tould 
cany  out  the  principle  he  had  ex- 
plained by  leaving  out  the  words  which 
Tested  the  powers  and  duties  with  re- 
Bpeot  to  the  county  police  in  the  hands 
of  a  local  Council,  and  substitute  for 
them  the  words  "  Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department, ' ' 
whom  they  had  in  that  House,  whom 
they  oould  command  and  trust,  and 
whom,  if  they  did  not  trust,  they  could 
displace.  In  a  comparatively  short 
BpBce  of  time  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  miebt  be  applied  to  Ireland.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  any  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  would  be  wiUin^  to 
place  the  police  of  Ireland  under  local 
popular  control?  The  people  of  London 
were  as  intelligent  as  any  people,  and 
yet  It  was  not  deemed  safe  that  they 
should  have  the  control  of  their  own 
police.  There  was  an  absurdity  in 
placing  the  responsibility  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crime  in  the  hands  of  120 
different  establishments  ;  the  prevention 
of  crime  was  an  Imperial  duty  which 
extended  to  the  whole  country.  If  a 
protected  Prime  Minister  were  to  travel 
from  London  to  Edinburgh  with  the 
ordinary  stoppages  for  making  speeobeB, 
he  would  come  under  the  surveillance  of 
a  dozen  different  police  forces.  He  would 
like  to  support  what  he  said  by  the 
statements  of  the  Hoyal  CommiaBioners 
when  the  Constabulary  was  first  founded 
in  1839.  They  said  that  by  separate  and 
independent  management  in  counties 
there  must  be  expense,  trouble,  and 
inconvenience,  such  as  had  been  atten- 
dant upon  the  old  system  of  manage- 
ment by  parish  constables.  The  old 
system  of  elective  constables  had  one 
supporter  in  the  House — namely,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
who  seemed  to  tiiink  that  the  ancient 
and  barbarous  methods  of  maintaining 
law  and  order  should  be  still  adhered 
to.  The  Commissioners  also  stated  that 
separate  local  police  establiehments 
would  be  inadequate,  inefficient,  and 
very  expensive.  The  time  bad  now 
arrived  when  a  great  step  in  advance 
might  be  made  by  estaDlishing  one 
Imperial  force.  The  GommiBsionere 
summed  up  their  objections  to  the  pre- 
sent syatem  by  saying  that  with  !>2  dif- 
ferent forces  there  would  be  S2  conflict- 
ing modes  oi  action,  and  that  any  mea- 


sure which  did  not  tend  to  the  establish- 
meutotonoforce  and  onesystem  through- 
out the  country  would  end  in  comparative 
inefficiency,  greater  expense,  and  the 
creation  of  local  animosities.  His  pro- 
posal, therefore,  was  to  enlarge  the  powers 
of  the  Home  Office,  and  to  get  rid  of  the 
mischiefs  which  were  pointed  out  in  this 
most  valuable  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  these 
e  desirouB  of  efficient^  and 
for  economy  ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  method  of  administration 
proposed  by  the  Government  in  this 
Bill  made  efiiciency  and  economy  quite 
impossible.  Having,  he  believed,  said 
sufficient  to  recommend  his  Amendment 
to  the  Committee,  he  had  only  to  point 
out  that  there  was  a  precedent  for  this 
proposal  in  the  case  of  the  prisons,  which 
had  been  placed  euooessfully  under  Go- 
vernment control  12  years  ago. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pnge  C,  line  20,  after  the  words  "aUach 
to,"  to  leave  out  all  the  words  to  end  of  ClauBo, 
and  insert  "  Her  Majesty's  Secretar?  of  Slats 
for  the  Home  Department."— (Jfr.  StanUg 
UighUm.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
propOEed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


Mn.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  very  far 
indeed  from  saying  that  there  was  not  a 
good  deal  to  be  urged  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  of  hishon.  Friend;  but,  looking 
at  tho  discussion  which  had  already 
taken  place  with  reference  to  the  control 
of  the  police,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
would  hardly  expect  tbat  the  Govern- 
ment would  recede  from  the  position 
they  had  taken  up  in  tbat  respect.  He 
thought  it  would  also  be  seen  that  the 
Committee,  having  come  to  a  conolusion 
adverse  to  placing  the  police  under  the 
control  of  the  Judicial  Body  under 
which  they  now  were,  was  hardly  likely 
to  accept  the  proposal  of  hishon.  Friend. 
His  hon.  Friend  would  understand  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee again  with  the  various  arguments 
which  bad  been  advanced  on  this  sub- 
ject during  the  discuBBion  tbat  had  taken 
place,  and  he  would  only  say,  further, 
that  the  Government  were  nnable  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  Eaid,  he  rose  to  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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tbe  Osweetij  Division  of  Shropsliire  (JUr. 
Staulej  Leigbton),  ^110111  he  would  con- 
gratulate upon  tbe  estreme  frankneBe  of 
Lie  etatement;.  He  waa  not,  however, 
able  to  congratulate  bim  bo  muoh  upon 
his  remarks  in  reference  to  tbe  control 
of  tbe  police.  He  (Ur.  Cunningbame 
Graham )  would  point  out  that  there  were 
two  places  in  the  country,  and  two  only, 
where  the  polioe  were  in  colliaion  with 
tbe  people — namely,  Ireland  and  tbe 
Metropolis,  and  in  those  places  the  police 
were  under  the  dtreot  control  of  the 
Crown.  He  thought  that  the  duty  of 
answering  tbe  hon.  Qentleman  devolved 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe 
Home  Secretary  rather  than  on  himself ; 
but,  as  he  was  on  friendly  terms  with 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished  to 
protest  emphatically  against  another  un- 
pleasant duty  being  placed  upon  bim. 
He  might  also  nuggest  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  feel  it  right  to  vote 
for  the  alternative  system  he  should 
place  the  police  under  tbe  control  of  the 
Emperor  of  Japan. 

Mr.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  that  out 
side  London  there  were  parts  of  counties 
extending  IS  miles  from  Charing  Gross 
where  the  police  were  under  the  control 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  arguments  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  not  apply  to 
tbe  counties  outside  London,  and  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  an  Amendment 
with  that  object. 

Mk.  OONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  0am- 
borne)  said,  tbe  Division  which  had 
taken  place  not  only  had  tbe  effect  of 
knockiog  the  Government  out  of  time, 
but  also  of  knocking  the  sense  out  of  tbe 
dause.  With  regard  to  tbe  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  placed  before  them  a  proposal 
which  might  be  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee;  but  consider- 
log  that,  as  had  been  pointed  out  more 
than  once  in  tbe  diBcussion,  the  action 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  been  to  bring  the  people 
of  tbe  Metropolis  into  collision  with  the 
polioe,  he  thought  tbe  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposito  would  be 
the  very  last  thing  which  it  would  be 
their  duly  to  entertain.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  wished  to  point  out,  was 
exceedingly  illogical  in  some  of  the 
remarks  he  had  made,  and  he  thought 
he  must  have  been  guilty  of  an  uncon- 
Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham 


Bcioue  joke  levelled  at  the  Members  of 
the  Government  on  theTreasury Benches. 
But  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
it  was  dangerous  to  trust  large  matlors 
to  small  portions  of  the  people,  and  then 
said  he  was  in  favour  of  placing  the 
control  of  the  police  under  that  fragment 
of  the  people,  which  consieted  of  the 
Home  Office  and  himself,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  his  arguments  became  very 
illogical  indeed.  He  believed  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
control  of  the  police  in  the  bands  of  the 
magistrates,  and  there  again  be  would 
point  out  that  when  he  spoke  of  trusting 
the  whole  people,  and  nothing  but  the 
people,  he  either  did  not  understand 
what  the  people  meant,  or  ho  was  so 
illogical  that  he  did  not  know  whither 
hia  remarks  were  carrying  him ;  because 
the  magistrates  belonged  to  one  class, 
and  certainly  did  not  constitute  the 
people  as  a  whole.  He  thought  it  would 
be  agreed  that  the  landocracy  constituted 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  people;  and, 
therefore,  if  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  was 
sincere  in  his  wish  to  retain  the  police 
under  the  control  of  tbe  magistrates,  he 
could  not  be  sincere  in  bis  wish  to  sea 
any  of  these  powers  left  in  the  bands  of 
tbe  people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ex- 
plained that  the  people  of  London  were 
the  most  intelligent  in  tbe  country.  He 
did  not  intend  to  dispute  a  proposi- 
tioii  of  that  kind ;  but  when  Uie  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the 
people  of  London  had  no  control  over 
their  police,  and  used  that  argument  as 
a  reason  why  the  Home  Office  should 
control  tbe  police  in  all  other  parts  of 
the  country,  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  must 
point  out  again  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  also  illogical  here,  because  he  had 
expressed  tbe  opinion  that,  in  large 
matters,  not  a  small  portion  of  the 
people,  but  tbe  whole,  should  be  trusted. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  very  successful  if  be 
carried  bis  Amendment  to  a  Division ; 
and,  after  the  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  he  thought  ho 
would  be  wise  in  withdrawing  it, 

SiK  EIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  be  was  one  of  those  who 
desired  to  see  progress  made  in  tliia 
measure ;  and,  therefore,  beoause  he  de- 
precated unnecessary  Divisions,  he  would 
express  bis  hope  that  bis  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 
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Hajob  BA8CH  (Enex,  8.E.)  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  ar^ment 
in  favoar  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Uamber  for  the  Oawestry  Dlrision  of 
ShropBhire  was  that  it  vould  increaee 
economy  and  efficiency.  It  was  obvious 
that  by  having  one  control  there  must 
be  a  Baring  of  expenditure  in  respect  of 
correspondence,  clerks,  and  other  mat- 
ters. If  they  followed  the  example  in 
the  case  of  the  prisona  they  would  hare 
one  central  aathority,  one  control,  and 
one  set  of  regulations  for  one  force,  and 
this  would  certainly  produce  greater 
efficiency  all  round. 

Qneation  put,  and  agretil  to. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  eaid,  the 
Amendment  standing  in  hia  name  would 
hare  the  effect  of  preeerring  the  present 
useful  arrangements  existing  between 
BOme  of  the  boroughs  and  eounties 
vhich  had  worked  rery  satisfactorily, 
and  which  he  thought  it  was  undesir- 
able to  disturb. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  S,  line  23,  at  end  of  ClnuM,  to  add 
the  words — "  All  argfumeota  luider  which  the 
police  of  an]'  conntjr  and  boroagh  are  conaoli- 
daUd,  or  onder  which  any  borough  ii  watched 
by  county  police,  shall,  notwilhitandiiig  any- 
thing ia  tbll  Act,   remain   in  force    and  be 


my  deter 
the  standing  joint  committee  only  bein 
stitnted  so  far  


uisite  for  the  jnstic«a  of 


0  eOect  until   lawfiilly  determined. 

f  joint  committee 
ar  as  requisite  fi 
the  coanty."_(jrr,  WttdtM) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  he  was  in  acoord 
with  what  he  believed  to  be  the  object 
of  this  Amendment ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  if  the  Government  were  to 
accept  it  as  it  stood,  it  would  practically 
prejudge  certain  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  boroughs  and  counties.  He 
would  undertake  that,  as  far  as  boroughs 
of  over  10,000  in  population  were  con- 
cerned, they  accepted  the  spirit  of  the 
hon.  Member's  proposal.  But  he  thought 
it  better  that  what  had  to  bo  said  on 
the  question  should  he  deferred  until 
they  came  to  the  clause  dealing  with 
the  question. 

Sm  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  if  there  would  be 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  police  with  regard  to  boroughs 
under  10,000;  because,  if  be  allowed 
thjB  present  opportunity  to  pass,  those 
who  wished  to  raise  that  queBtion  might 
be  ruled  out  of  Order  hereafter. 


Mb.  SITCHIE  said,  there  would  be 
nothing  whatever  to  prejudice  the  dis- 
cussion by  acceptiog  his  proposal  to 
defer  the  qneation. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  there 
was  in  his  borough  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing that  the  municipal  autboritiessboald 
hare  the  control  of  their  own  police, 
although  the  borough  did  not  contain 
10,000  inhabitants.  He  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and 
as  he  understood  that  he  should  not  be 
out  of  Order  in  raising  the  subject 
hereafter  he  was  willing  to  accede  to 
the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Ma.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly deeirona  of  falling  in  with  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
wished  to  facilitate  the  passage  of  the 
Bill;  and,  on  the  understandinz  that 
boroughs  of  under  10,000  inhabitants 
should  not  be  prejudiced  by  the  post- 
ponement, he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witMraum. 

Mb.  firth  said,  he  would  point  out 
that  the  control  o!  the  police  by  the 
Home  Office  extended  from  Chialehurst 
on  one  side  of  London  to  Uxbridge  on 
the  other.  He  would  not  go  into  the 
historic  reasons  why  it  should  come  to 
pass  that  the  control  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary  extended  to  counties  outaide 
London;  but  he  ventured  to  enggest 
that  thoseoounties  were  just  as  well  able 
to  control  their  police  as  those  to  whom 
it  was  proposed  to  give  powers  under 
this  clause.  He  would,  therefore,  more 
an  Amendment  to  include  the  principle 
he  had  in  view  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  S,  line  23,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add 
the  words — "This  secUon  shall  apply  to  all 
counties  and  borongba  of  coonties  outside  the 
county  of  London  in  respect  of  the  control  of 
the  police."— (Mr.  fii-M.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  would  make  a 
suggestion  that  it  should  be  with- 
drawn and  the  discussion  of  the  point 
deferred.  Tbev  must  deal  with  the 
London  police  district  as  a  whole. 

Mb.  FIBTH  said,  od  the  understand- 
ing that  the  queBtion  of  London  police 
control  would  be  considered  hereafter 
lEighth  Night.'] 
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on  its  merits,  lie  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mjt.  BETOHIE  said,  lie  believed  that 
the  Committee  would  always  coDBider  a 
oaoe  upon  its  merits. 

Amendment,  b;  leave,  teilhdrawn. 

Hk.  BITOHIE  said,  with  tefereeoe 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  £ast  Wol- 
verhampton (Mt.  Henrjf  H.  Fowler) 
with  reference  to  the  powers  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  under  Clause  7  of  the  County 
and  Borough  Police  Act  of  1856,  he 
had  prepared  an  Amendment  which  he 
wished  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
whereby  the  power  of  imposing  certain 
additional  duties  on  the  police,  as  vested 
by  the  section  referred  to  in  Quarter 
Sessions,  should  be  exercisable  by  Quar- 
ter Sessions  as  well  as  by  the  joint  com- 
mittee and  also  by  the  County  Councils. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  5,  line  23.  at  end  oF  CUase,  to  add 
— "ftDvided  that  the  powers  conferred  by 
■ection  seven  of  the  Coaaty  and  Borough 
Police  Act,  1856,  which  requires  constablea  to 
perfarm,  in  addition  to  their  ordinary  duties, 
such  duties  connected  with  the  police  as  the 
Quarter  SesaioDS  majr  direct  oc  require,  shall 
continue  to  be  exercised  by  the  Quarter  Saa- 
Nons  as  well  as  by  the  constituted  joint  com- 
mittee, and  may  also  be  exercised  by  the  Connty 
Council,  and  the  said  section  shall  be  construed 
as  if  the  County  Council  and  the  constituted 
joint  committee  were  therein  mentioned  as  well 
as  the  Quarter  SewJona."— (Jfr.  Riichie.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  -as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  County  Connoil 
of  power  of  certain  Qovemment  Depart- 
ments and  other  Authorities). 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  the  clause  as  it  stood  trans- 
ferred to  the  local  Councils  powers  which 
were  vested  at  present  in  certain  Bodies, 
such  as  the  Treasury,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  object  of  his  Ameadment  was, 
instead  of  transferring  these  powers  by 
the  Bill,  to  enable  them  hereafter  to  be 
transferred  by  Order  in  Council.  His 
reason  for  moving  the  Amendment  was 
that  would  be  unwise  to  load  the  new 
authorities  with  all  these  onerous  duties 
at  starting.  [^Laughler.^  He  saw  no 
reason  for  laughter.  He  confessed  that 
until  he  had  some  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  County  Oounoils,  and 
Mr.  Firth 


til  he  knew  how  tfiey  were  composed, 

be  did  not  thinic  it  would  be  expedient 

vest  in  them    a  large    number    of 

gowers.  His  view  was  that  the  County 
ounoils  should  be  made  perfectly  im- 
partial and  homogeneous,  and  in  future, 
when  they  were  able  to  judge  how  their 
business  bad  been  conducted,  they  might 
transfer  to  them  any  further  powers 
which  they  considered  could  be  rightly 
transferred.  The  transfer  of  these 
powers  he  proposed,  as  he  had  said,  to  . 
be  made  in  future  by  Order  in  Council; 
beyond  that  he  could  not  at  present  go. 
He  might  point  out  that  some  of  Uie 
powers  to  be  transferred  were  quite  nn- 
necessary.  Hon.  Members  would  find 
by  the  Schedule  that,  among  others,  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer  the  power  now 
vested  iu  the  Board  of  Trade  of  making 
piers  and  harbours,  and  if  they  adopted 
the  clause  as  it  stood  they  would  be  con- 
ferring on  the  County  Council  of  Hut- 
land,  for  instance,  the  most  unnecessary 
power  of  carrying  out  those  works.  He 
thought  the  Committee  would  agree 
with  him  that  this  Amendment  was  well 
deserving  of  oonsid oration,  and,  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  greatly  pre- 
ferred bis  .proposal  to  the  clause  in  its 
present  form. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  SI,  leave  out  "  On  and  after 
the  appointed  day,"  and  insert  "It  shall  be 
lawful  for  Her  Majesty  Uie  Queen  in  Council, 
if  aatiafied  of  such  B^ipraval  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioned from  time  to  time,  by  order  to  transfer  to 
the  Council  of  a  county  all  or  any  of." — (Jfr. 
Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  thosewords 
be  there  inserted." 

Sia  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool]  said,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Although,  at  first 
sight,  undoubtedly,  it  bad  the  appear- 
ance of  emasculating  the  Bill,  he  wduld 
point  out,  with  reference  to  the  consti- 
tution of  County  Councils,  the  Bill  had 
already  been  eviscerated  fay  the  exclusion 
of  some  of  the  smaller  boroughs  from 
the  County  Councils.  That  exclusion 
might  be  a  good  thing,  but  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  County  Councils  had  thus 
become  very  different  from  what  it  was 
originally,  inasmuch  as  they  would  be 
composed  entirely  of  rural  members  or 
members  from  very  small  boroughs.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  there  were  not 
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Bome  powen  of  GoTemment  De[iart< 
menta  tliat  oould  not  be  very  neU  given 
to  the  County  Gouaims,  but  be  thought, 
rather  than  run  any  risk,  they  should 
say  that  these  large  functions  should  not 
now  be  specified.  He  thought  that 
before  they  were  transferred  it  was 
desirable  to  see  how  the  Oouncila  dis- 
charged the  less  important  duties.  As  a 
matter  of  practical  experience,  and  apart 
from  Party  politics,  he  thought  it  was 
Bafer  to  keep  powers  with  constituted 
authorities  liice  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  having  a 
'  staff  of  officers  for  dealing  with  the 
Tarious  subjects,  than  it  would  be  to 
give  them  to  the  Oounty  Oounoils.  If 
hon,  Uembeta  would  look  at  some  of  the 
powers  now  exercised  by  the  Local  Oo- 
TOrnment  Board  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  powers  proposed  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils ;  if  they 
would  consider  the  amount  of  machinery 
neoaaaary  to  carry  out  these  powers,  he 
thought  they  would  see  that  it  was  im- 
pOBsiole  for  the  County  Councils  to  deal 
with  them.  There  were  many  counties 
which  would  have  to  decide  on  the  ques- 
tion of  piers  and  harbours.  It  was  not 
stated  that  the  country  would  be  able  to 
dispense  with  any  of  tha  Board  of  Trade 
officers  in  consequence  of  the  proposed 
transfer,  and  he  asserted  that  the  Board 
of  Trade,  by  their  local  inquiries,  which 
were  conducted  at  a  small  cost,  had 
satisfied  local  demands.  The  proposal 
in  the  Bill  was— far  instance,  where  a 
borough  desired  gas  or  water  works — 
instead  of  coming  to  a  large  constituted 
authority  such  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
they  should  go  to  the  County  Council, 
on  which  probably  they  thought  they 
wero  inadequately  represented,  and 
where  not  only  would  the  question  be 
decided  on  its  merits,  hut  with  consider- 
able opposition  on  the  part  of  rival 
boroughs.  He  knew  that  in  Lancashire 
thsro  were  districts  in  which  this  would 
occur,  and  he  could  not  conceive  that  any 
advantage  would  be  derived  from  the 
action  of  County  Councils  in  these 
matters.  He  pointed  outalso  thatthere 
must  be  great  expense  in  providiug  the 
County  Oounoils  with  all  the  machinery 
necessary  to  deal  with  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  bo  conferred  upon  them  as  they 
arose.  He  did  not  say  that  there  were 
not  some  smaller  matters  which  might 
be  transferred  to  the  County  CoundLs. 
Not  did  he  wish  to  deprive  them  of  the 


position  they  ought  to  occupy ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  it  was  proposed  to 
transfer  the  powers  of  dealing  with  gas 
and  water  and  the  management  of  tram- 
ways throughout  the  Kingdom,  which 
were  matters  requiring  exhaustive  in- 
quiry,  and  then  Frovisional  Orders  fol- 
lowed by  a  Bill  in  Parliament.  That 
being  so,  he  asked  hon.  Uembera  whe- 
ther they  thought  the  County  Councils 
competent  to  deal  with  all  these  sub> 
jects?  Not  only  was  the  change  pro- 
posed a  very  sweeping  one  in  itself; 
out,  although  the  rates  would  be 
enormously  increased,  he  did  not 
think  the  districts  would  get  value 
for  the  money  spent.  On  the  whole, 
he  believed  there  would  be  great 
dissatisfaction  if  the  clause  were  carried 
in  its  present  form.  It  was  because  he 
wished  the  system  to  be  a  success  that 
he  was  anxious  not  to  overburden  the 
new  Bodies,  and  he  should  therefore 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Hember  for  the 
Slealord  Division  of  Lincolnshire.  He 
did  not  think  hon.  Uembera  would  deem 
it  wise  to  give  to  the  small  boroughs 
the  government  powers  which  were 
enumerated.  The  case  might  be  argued 
at  greater  length  ;  but  he  thought  he  had 
given  some  reason  why  the  Oovernmant 
should  hesitate  before  they  gave  these 

flowers  to  the  County  Council.  He  be- 
ieved  that  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment they  would  be  doing  mischief  to 
the  C  junoilsand  no  good  to  the  boroughs. 
His  opinion  was  that  they  ought  to 
shrink  from  giving  powers  to  the  new 
Bodies  which  could  not  be  exercised  for 
the  good  of  the  community. 

8m  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  (he  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Matthew  White  fiidley) 
that  there  were  certain  powers  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  possessed  that  it  would 
be  desirable  at  once  to  give  to  the  County 
Council,  small  powers  which  did  not 
require  great  skill  to  exercise.  But 
there  were  some  powers  of  such  great 
magnitude — for  instance,  there  was 
the  one  to  which  he  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  some  time  ago,  that 
concerning  the  public  health  of  the 
country,  and  which  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was  carried  into  successful  opera- 
tion by  the  skilled  stafE  of  the  Local 
Government  Board — which  ought  not 
to  bo  transferred  to  the  new  authorities 
^Eighth  N^ht.'\ 
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till  they  were  organized  and  ready  to  use 
them  villi  advantage  to  the  nation. 
According  to  the  Bill,  they  were  at  once 
to  transfer  the  powers  which  had  worked 
through  the  agency  of  a  skilled  staff  of 
medical  officers  of  the  Loeal  Oovem- 
jnent  Board  to  detached  and  uncombined 
medical  officers,  eooie  o{  whom  had  no 
training  at  all  for  the  purposes  contem- 
plated, andmanyof  whom  were  engaged 
ID  prJTate  practice,  and  had  never  had 
the  opportunity  or  the  inclination  to 
study  sanitary  questions.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  unless  the  right  hon. 
Oeutleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  assured  them  that 
he  intended  afterwards  to  put  down 
Amendments — in  regard  to  which  ho 
had  given  no  Notice  at  the  present  time 
— giving  such  power  to  the  County 
Councils  as  would  enable  them  to  get 
properly  qualified  medical  men  to  look 
after  the  oealth  of  the  community,  the 
Bill  would  produce  great  deterioration 
instead  of  improvement  in  the  puhlio 
health.  Until  he  knew  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  intended  to  make  such 
Amendments,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Linoolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Ma.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
he  desired  to  corroborate  what  had  been 
Boid  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Leeds  (8ir  Lyon 
Playfdir)  with  reference  to  medical  offi- 
cers. He  had  occasion,  in  former  years, 
to  take  an  interest  in  the  provisions 
introduced  into  the  present  Statute 
respecting  medical  oSloera,  and  he 
waa  quite  certain  that  if  the  public 
health  of  the  future  under  this  Bill  or 
any  other  Bill  was  to  be  conducted  and 
attended  to  in  a  satisfactory  mnnner, 
great  pains  must  be  taken  to  keep  up 
the  dignity  and  to  maintain  the  tlatut 
of  medical  officers.  He  did  not  desire 
to  anticipate  any  discussion  which  might 
arise  when  they  came  to  the  part  of  the 
Bill  dealing  more  specifically  with  pub- 
lic health  ;  but  as  the  point  bad  been 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  he 
could  not  remain  entirely  silent.  He 
did  not  think  they  need  have  any  ap- 
prehension as  to  some,  at  least,  of  the 
powers  which  it  was  proposed  to  trans- 
fer. The  powers  of  the  Home  Office, 
which  it  was  proposed  to  transfer  to  the 
County  Councils,  were  confined  to  two 
Bubjecte  not  entirely  germane.  In  fact, 
Sir  Lyon  Play  fair 


they  were  connected  together  by  a  some- 
what remarkable  alliance  in  the  Sche- 
dule— they  were  burials  and  fairs.  In 
reference  to  the  powers  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  which  it  was  proposed 
to  transfer,  be  hoped  that  some  of  tbem 
would  be  removed  in  tbe  subsequent 
disouseion  on  the  Bill.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  misfortune  to  start  this  Bill 
without  the  transference  of  some  powers. 
If  the  new  authorities  to  be  set  up  under 
the  Bill  were  to  be  manned  by  men  of 
position  and  character  in  the  counties, 
the  Committee  must  give  them  real  and 
substantial  work  to  do,  and  he  doubted 
very  much  whether  they  could  find  any 
means  of  giving  work  to  that  class  so 
effectual  as  by  entrusting  the  County 
Council  with  some  portion  of  the  powers 
DOW  administered  byGovemment  offices. 
He  did  not  know  that  tbe  removal  of  cer- 
tain boroughs  bad  so  much  weakened  the 
County  Councils  as  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think.  It  was  a  grave  mis- 
fortune in  our  social  life  that  those  who 
had  interest  in  boroughs  very  often — in 
fact,  almost  invariably — lived  outside  of 
those  boroughs.  He  believed  that  men 
of  standing  and  of  influence  in  the  dif- 
ferent boroughs  would  be  found  to  re- 
side outside  of  those  boroughs,  and 
to  have  large  interest  in  the  county. 
Thoy  would  become  efficient  members 
of  the  new  County  Council.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  attach  the  importance 
some  hen.  Members  did  to  the  de- 
teriorating effect  upon  the  County 
Councils  produced  by  the  creation  of 
the  county  boroughs ;  but  he  con- 
fessed that  he  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  hear  the  oritictsm  which  had  been 
offered  by  hon.  Members  who  appeared 
more  peculiarly  to  represent  rural  dis- 
tricts. He  thought  he  had  heard  many 
hon.  Gentlemen,  whose  interests  were 
more  rural  than  his  own  could  claim  to 
bo,  espresB  great  fear  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  overborne  and  go- 
verned by  the  towns.    That  fear  had 


larger  number  of  county  boroughs,  and 
he  thought  that  on  that  ground,  at  least, 
they  might  feel  more  confident  in  en- 
trusting powers  to  the  County  Councils. 
Ma.  A.  H.  BROWN  (Shropshire, 
WellingtoD)said,  he  desired  to  say  a  word 
ortwofrom  the  point  of  view  of  the  public 
health.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
Bitohie)  proposed  to  transfer  firom  his 
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own  Department  to  the  County  Councils 
a  large  number  of  poweiB  whioh  were 
alnays  intended  to  be  used  in  the  pro- 
motion of  the  public  health  of  the 
country.  Among  thoEO  powers  to  be 
transferred  were  the  powers  under  cer- 
tain sections  named  in  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1875,  and  he  desired  to  draw  the 
right  hon.  Qentleoiau'e  attention  to  some 
of  the  powers  he  was  about  to  transfer 
from  hie  Department  to  the  County 
Councils.  He  thought  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  transfer  some  powers  to  the 
County  Councils ;  but  it  was  desirable 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  retain 
in  his  Department  power  to  control  the 
County  Council,  or  any  other  Body  to 
whom  powers  were  entrusted,  to  carry 
out  the  provieions  of  the  law  which  were 
necessary  for  the  improvement  of  the 
public  health.  One  hon.  Gentleman  had 
remarked  that  it  was  proposed  to  transfer 
to  the  County  Councils  e\X  power  under 
the  299th  section  .of  the  Act  of  1875, 
That  section  was  the  one  which  com- 

Selled  the, authorities  to  perform  their 
utiea  with  regard  to  the  public  health, 
the  power  being  vested  in  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board  under  that  section. 
Let  him  point  out,  however,  that  if, 
under  the  Bill,  the  powers  given  by  that 
section  were  transferred  to  the  County 
Councils,  no  authority  in  the  country 
could  be  compelled  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  do  anything  that  was  ne- 
oeesaryfor  the  public  health.  He  hoped 
that  the  point  would  he  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  that  though  the  County 
Councila  would  be  invested  with  some 
of  the  powers  named  in  the  Schedule, 
the  Government  Department  would  also 
possess  the  powers  now  named  in  the 
Act  of  1875.  The  Local  Qovernment 
Board  ought  to  be  able  compel  the 
Local  Authority  to  provide  a  mortuary, 
for  instance ;  and  they  ought  to  be  able 
to  compel  them  to  scavenge  their  streets. 
Ihose  were  important  powers,  but  if  the 
Bill  passed  as  it  now  stood,  there  would 
he  no  power  whatever  on  the  part  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  compel  any 
Local  Authority  to  perform  these  impor- 
tant funotions.  He  also  desired  to  insist 
upon  the  point  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  supervising  authority  to  see  that 
duties  were  properly  performed  in  the 
interests  of  public  health.  He  should 
certainly  support  the  Amendment  now 
under  consideration. 

Mb.  GBAIG  8ELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Fartick)  said,  he  listened  with  great 


Jleasure  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
arcnet  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  Ifattnew 
White  Hidley)  upon  the  subject,  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Craig  Sellar)  had  given 
some  attention.  He  understood  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  hie  argument 
was  that,  while  he  did  not  object 
to  the  transference  of  minor  powers  to 
the  County  Councila,  he  did  object  to  the 
transference  of  the  greater  powers  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer.  He  (Mr. 
Craig  Sellar)  entirely  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  adduced  some 
very  cogent  reasons  for  his  argument, 
which  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
consider  carefully  ;  but,  in  addition  to 
the  argument  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  urged,  he  desired  to  urge 
one,  a  minor  argument  certainly,  but 
still  a  practical  one.  It  was  this— that 
the  whole  question  of  these  Provisional 
Orders,  as  well  as  the  greater  questions 
connected  with  Private  Bill  legislation, 
were  now  being  carefully  considered  by 
an  important  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament.  That  Committee 
would  report,  he  hoped,  very  shortly, 
and  he  thought  that  was  a  strong  reason 
for  at  least  postponing  the  consideration 
of  this  clause.  He  trustsd  that  if  the 
Committee  would  not  consent  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
they  would,  at  least,  consent  to  postpone 
this  clause  until  the  Committee  which 
he  had  mentioned  had  reported. 

Mr.  HENET  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  anyone  would  accuse  hint  of  being 
desirous  of  weakening  either  the  duties, 
the  powers,  or  the  responsibilities  of  the 
new  Councils,  and  it  was  because  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  views  expressed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair) 
that  he  should  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  b  on.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin).  They  had 
been  arguing  all  the  way  through  — 
certainly,  they  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches  had  been  so  arguing — that  it 
was  desirable,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  assimilate  the  new  Council  to  the  old 
Municipal  Council.  Now,  Municipal 
Town  Councils  had  had  experience  of 
Local  Gtovernment  for  upwards  of  half- 
a-centnry,  but  Parliament  had  never 
[EigUh  ffight.} 
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yet  proposed  to  confer  on  them  the  dis- 
cretion and  anthoritj  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board,  or  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
respect  to  the  matters  specified  in  the 
Sohedule.  It  was  proposed  to  invest  the 
new  Body— he  had  ^reat  faith  in  the 
new  Body,  although  it  was  certainly 
untried  and  inexperienced — with  these 
great  Ministerial  powers,  he  might 
almost  say  Parliamentary  powers.  He 
tried  to  follow  his  right  non.  Friend  in 
reference  to  the  position  of  what  were 
to  be  called  county  boroug;hB  under  the 
Bill.  He  believed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  they  should  etill 
be  Bubjeot  to  the  Local  QoTemment 
Board,  and  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  in  all  these 
matters.  He  quite  agreed  in  that  view, 
at  all  events  for  the  present;  hut  he 
thought  that  to  invest  the  Couuty  Coun- 
cils and  not  the  municipal  boroughs  with 
these  various  discretionary  powers,  all 
of  which  would  require  a  large  and 
expensive  and  experienced  staff  in  order 
to  carry  them  out  efficiently,  was  really 
proceeding  on  wrong  lines,  He  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Hleaford 
Division  went  as  far  as  they  ought  to  go. 
So  fsr  as  Section  I  was  concerned,  he 
wae  quite  willing  that  the  Government 
of  the  day,  having  full  knowledge  of  the 
facte  of  the  case,  should  have  power, 
by  Order  in  Couucil.  to  transfer  certain 
powers  to  the  County  Councils.  If 
they  did  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
they  would  be  in  the  position  that, 
when  they  came  to  the  Sohedule,  they 
would  have  to  discuss  item  by  item 
all  the  things  that  ought  to  be  trans- 
ferred. The  discussion  would  occupy  a 
great  deal  of  time,  and  he  thought  Uiat, 
in  the  end,  the  County  Councils  would 


>t  possess  a  great  many  powers  they 

ight  to  possess,  and  that  thev  would 

possess  some  which   they  could  never 


exercise  with  advantage  to  themselves 
or  to  the  community. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  great  objection  to  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  There  wonld  certainly, 
in  accepting  the  Amendment,  he  the 
advantage  Eluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  HeuryH.  Fowler) — the 
Committee  would  he  spared  a  long  and 
Tery  technical  and  intricate  discussion 
Mr.  Btnry  B.  t»telir 


with  reference  to  the  provisions  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill.  It  was  certainly 
true  also  that  the  proposal  placed  on  the 
responsible  Government  of  the  day  the 
duty  of  considering,  item  by  item,  whe- 
ther or  not  some  of  the  powers  now 
possessed  by  the  various  Government 
Departments  might  not  safely  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils.  He 
would  like,  while  saying  that  maoh,  to 
say  a  word  or  two  as  to  what  he  thought 
was  a  misconception  which  existed  in 
the  minds  of  some  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  spoken.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley) 
seemed  to  think  that,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  the  power  would  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils  and 
the  Councils  of  those  boroughs  which 
appeared  in  the  Schedule  to  execute 
certain  works  such  as  harbours,  and  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  said 
variouB  other  works.  Let  him  point  out 
that,  so  far  OS  a  county  was  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  all  the  boroughs  specified 
in  the  Schedule  were  concerned,  no 
power  whatever  with  reference  to  any 
proposal  for  erecting  works  within  their 
own  area  and  which  they  would  pro- 
mote would  be  transferred  to  them  by 
the  Bill.  Both  with  reference  to  coun- 
ties and  also  with  reference  to  boroughs 
in  the  4th  Schedule  all  Provisional 
Orders  which  were  required  for  the  pur- 
pose of  executing  work  which  they,  as 
a  Council,  promoted,  would  have  to  be 
obtained  from  the  Government  Depart- 
ment as  they  were  now  obtained.  It 
was  perfectly  clear,  therefore,  that  what- 
ever powers  it  might  be  proposed  to 
confer  on  County  Councils  with  refer- 
ence to  schemes  proposed  by  Companies 
within  their  area,  or  by  District  Councils 
within  their  area,  or  by  any  other  Body 
— it  was  perfectly  olear  that  schemes 
of  that  kind  were  on  a  totally  diffe- 
rent footing  to  schemes  of  which  the 
County  Councils  themselves  were  the 
promoters.  While  it  might  be  perfectly 
right  and  proper  to  give  these  powers 
with  reference  to  schemes  promoted  by 
authorities  within  the  area  of  a  County 
Council,  it  would  not  he  right  or  proper 
that  the  County  Councils  should  have  the 
power  of  issuing  Provisional  Orders 
for  schemes  of  which  they  themselves 
were  the  promoters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Flayfair)  alluded  to  a  ques- 
tion affecting  the  health  of  tha  conntiy. 
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the;  would  rather  boar  the  ilia  thay  had 
than  fly  to  those  the;  kaew  not  of.  He 
was  glad  this  was  so,  because  he  thought 
it  was  a  vety  great  iudioatioD  that  ia 
reoent  jears,  at  any  rate,  the  powers 
which  had  been  wielded  by  Government 
Departmenta  had  been  exercised  wisely 
and  to  the  public  advantage.  That  in- 
dication  was  fairly  given  through  the 
representations  which  had  been  niade 
on  the  part  of  boroughs,  and  it  had  to 
some  extent  reconciled  him  to  a  proposal 
which  he  could  not  help  saying  was  in 
some  measure  a  weakening  of  the  Bill 
the  Government  had  introduced.  But 
he  did  not  understand  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Afr. 
Chaplin}  waa  proposed  in  thatsenae — it 
was  rather  that  what  was  to  be  done 
should  be  done  tentatively,  and  that  full 
consideration  should  be  given  by  the 
OoTernmenC  of  the  day  to  every  one  of 
the  proposed  transferences  before  it  was 
made.  It  waa  in  this  spirit  they  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  of  hia  right  hon. 
Friend.  The  acceptance  of  the  Amend' 
ment  would  certainly  have  the  great 
advantage  which  had  been  pointed  out, 
that  the  Committee  would  be  spared  a 
long  and  intricate  and  technical  discus- 
sion with  reference  to  the  different 
powers  specified  in  the  Schedule.  He 
therefore  proposed,  on  the  part  of  the 
GloTemment,  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mtt.  LAW80N  (8t.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  wished  to  understand  how  far 
this  Amendment  would  go.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (A£r. 
Ritchie)  understand  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  apply  to  the  County  of 
London  and  its  Council  ?  The  County 
of  London  stood  in  an  entirely  diflerent 
position  to  other  counties  in  the  country, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
London  was  concerned,  this  Amendment 
would  be  most  mischievous  in  its  opera- 
tion. He  had  regard  particularly  to  the 
powers  of  the  Home  OlSce,  and  he 
presumed  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  those  powers  would  be  retained 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  That  was  not 
the  desire  of  the  ratepayers  and  citizens 
of  the  Metropolis.  These  proceedings 
seemed  to  him  to  show  the  absurdity  of 
trying  to  treat  Lond6n  as  if  it  were  on 
all-fours  with  the  other  counties  which 
were  dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
ISighth  Night.'] 
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propose  anything  which  he  tbought 
would  be  disadvantageous  to  the  general 
health  of  the  community,  and  no  one 
recognized  more  than  he  did  the  im- 
mense services  which  had  been  per- 
formed by  the  medical  ofRcers  of  the 
liocal  OoTernment  Board.  Allusion  had 
been  made  by  some  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  to  the  fact  that  representa- 
tions bad  been  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  from  boroughs  to  the 
effect  that  they  would  very  much  prefer 
to  romain  under  the  control  of  the  Local 
Gavernment  Board  than  to  have  power 
exercised  over  them  in  this  respect  by 
■  County  Council.  He  was  perfectly 
Rware  of  that  feeling.  He  was,  he  con- 
fessed, not  aware  it  existed  to  such  an 
extent  that  he  was  convinced  now  it  did, 
for  previously  to  the  introduction  of  that 
Bill  he  had  read  of  objections  which 
had  been  again  and  again  raised  as  to 
what  was  sometimes  called  the  arbitrary 
exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  Gorern- 
ment  Department.  There  could  be  no 
question  that,  at  any  rate  at  some  period 
or  other,  this  feeling  did  exist  to  a  very 
oonsiderable  extent;  but  he  had  become 
convinced  now  that  that  feeling  had 
been  replaced  almost  by  feelings  of  re- 
gard and  even  of  affection  on  the  part 
of  boroughs  for  the  Board  over  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside.  Of  course, 
the  Committee  knew  perfectly  well  what 
the  object  of  the  Government  was  in 
making  this  proposal.  Their  object  was 
that  a  system  of  decentralization  which 
had  been  so  often  called  for  should  be 
established.  They  thought  that,  at  any 
rate  so  far  as  many  of  the  powers 
they  proposed  to  transfer  were  con- 
cemBu,  Uiey  might  be  fairly  handed 
over  to  a  large  representative  Body,  suoh 
as  they  hoped  the  County  Councils  would 
be,  who  would  probably  be  better 
judges  than  a  Central  Department  uf 
tiie  wishes  and  wants  and  requirements 
of  the  localities  under  their  jurisdic- 
tion. He  was  now  convinced  that  the 
boronghs  at  any  rate,  and  also  many 
other  Bodies  in  the  counties,  had  such  a 
complete  confidence  in  the  way  in  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  adminia- 
tered  the  powers  which  were  conferred 
upon  it,  that  they  preferred  that  the 
Board  should  have  the  administration 
and  control,  rather  than  that  it  should  be 
banded  over  to  the  County  Councils— 
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Bid«r  tfaia  point,  and  make  a  statemont 
in  reference  to  it  wlien  the;  oame  to  the 
London  clauses. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that,  eo  far  as  he 
understood  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  it  merely  provided  that  the 
transference  of  these  powers  should  take 

flace  by  means  of  an  Order  in  Council. 
t  was  quite  evident  that  if  London 
could  not  be  considered  separately,  as 
he  thought  it  could,  power  would  remain 
to  the  Oovemment  of  the  day  to  make 
transferences  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  it  would  be  advisable  to  make. 
With  referenoe  to  London,  the  Gkiveru- 
ment  had  always  had  in  their  minds  that 
when  they  came  to  the  clauses  dealing 
with  the  Metropolis  separate  andfuUooa- 
fiideration  should  be  given  to  the  peculi- 
arities of  the  position  occupied  by  London. 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that  the  fact 
that  the  powers  could  be  transferred  by 
Order  in  Council  was  no  guarantee  to 
hon.  Members.  They  found  the  Home 
Office  extremely  unwilling  to  surrender 
its  pterogativeB  ;  and  what  they  wanted 
to  get  was  an  absolute  assurance  on  the 
point.  When  they  came  to  the  London 
clauses  they  would  certainly  press  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  in  respect  to  this 
natter. 

Mr.  8TANSFELD  (HaUfax)  said, 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  a 
clause  requiring;  very  careful  oonsidera' 
tion  and  treatment,  and  be  was  rather 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
coma  to  the  conclusion  to  throw  over- 
board entirely  the  let  sub-section,  and 
practically  to  retain  only  the  2nd. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  No. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  wanted  to 
be  quite  sure  he  did  not  misunderstand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  under- 
stoad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Divirion  (Mr.  Ohaplin). 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed was  to  transfer  no  powers  from  th« 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, or  from  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  from  the  Local  Goremment  Board, 
by  the  operation  of  this  section,  but  to 
take  power  to  the  Government  of  Retime 
being  to  transfer  no  powers  from  these 
and  other  Departments  to  the  County 
Councils  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  Did  he  rightly 
understand  the  matter?  [Mr.  Bitohtb 
assented.]  Then,  practically  speaking, 
Mr,  Lawion 


was  right  in  saying  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  dispensed  with  the  first  part 
of  the  section,  which  transferred  powers 
by  virtue  of  the  section  itself,  and  he 
preferred  to  rely  on  the  2nd  sub-see- 
tion,  which  dealt  with  the  transference 
of  iTOwer  by  Order  in  Council.  He 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  r^retted  the  action  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  knew 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  rea- 
son to  modify  the  proposed  provision  in 
the  Bill  for  the  transference  of  powers. 
He  was  anare  that  a  deputation  of 
boroughs  waited  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  aware  of  the 
impression  which  that  deputation  pro- 
duced upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind  ;  and,  therefore,  he  expected  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
himself  proposed  to  reconsider  this 
Schedule,  and  to  have  brought  forward 
an  amended  Schedule  at  some  future 
time,  containing  powers  which,  on  more 
mature  consideration,  he  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  transfer.  He  understood,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man elected  to  give  up  that  opportunity, 
and  preferred  to  leave  the  transference 
of  powers  entirely  to  future  action. 
Then  they  came  to  the  question  of 
method.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  an 
Amendment  to  the  2nd  sub-aection,  and 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  testate  his 
objection  to  that  sub- section.  He  could 
quite  understand  a  proposal  that  by 
agreement  between  the  Government  of 
the  day  and  the  Department  ooncemed 
the  transference  of  powers  should  he 
done  by  Provisional  Orders  involving 
the  necessity  of  a  confirming  Bill,  so 
that  the  matter  might  be  certain  of 
arresting  the  attention  of  Parliament ; 
but  that  was  not  the  proposal  of  this 
clause.  The  proposal  of  the  clause  was 
that  a  scheme  when  originated  should 
lie  on  the  Table  for  SO  days,  and  that,  if 
it  was  not  objected  to,  it  should  prac- 
tically become  law — that  the  Order  in 
Council  should  issue  as  a  matter  of 
course  forthwith,  and  that  there  should 
be  no  appeal  to  Parliament.  It  must  be 
perfectly  well  known  to  Members  of  the 
Committee  that,  in  the  first  place,  such 
a  scheme  might  Lie  on  the  Table  and 
arrest  no  attention  ;  and  that,  seoondly, 
the  scheme  might  arrest  attention,  but 
that  hon.  Members  might  ba  unable  to 
get  any  opportunity  of  discussing  it. 
This  difficulty  was  much  larger  under 
the  new  Bules  than  onder  tbe  old,  and 
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he  regretted  to  saythattbarswaa  no  gua- 
rantee, under  the  2nd  aub-aeotioa  aa  it 
stood,  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
might  not  on  their  own  motion  put 
aohemes  on  the  Table  for  the  trans- 
fereDce  of  powers  from  any  Secretary  of 
State,  or  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
the  Local  Government  Board,  or  the 
Education  Department,  or  from  any 
other  authority  having  powers  within 
a  county,  and  there  was  no  gua- 
rantee that  the  powers  might  not  be 
transferred  without  Parliament  having 
snopporCunity  of  disousaing  them.  By 
adopting  this  Amendment  the  Houae 
would  wash  its  hands  of  the  whole  busi- 
ness; it  would  relinquish  all  authority  and 
power,  for  it  would  delegate  its  authority 

Eraoticallj  to  the  Government  of  the  time 
eing,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
that  waa  a  delegation  and  abandonment 
of  responsibility  and  power  which 
House  ought  not  to  contemplate. 

Mr.  BIIGHIE  said,  he  did  not  want 
to  detain  the  Oommittea  unnecessarily  ; 
bot,  of  oourae,  these  were  matters,  and 
there  were  many  other  matters  in  con- 
nection with  a  great  BiU  like  this,  in 
regard  to  which  there  might  be  large 
and  perfectly  legitimate  differences  of 
opinion.    The  Government  had  made 

Cpoaals  which  they  thought  were  the 
t  under  the  oirountstances.  When 
matters  of  this  kind  came  to  be  discussed 
in  a  business-like  way,  and  when  a  de- 
sire was  shown  on  the  part  of  all  peraons 
in  the  House  to  make  the  Bill  as  work- 
able and  as  good  a  Bill  as  possible,  he 
should  be  sorry,  on  the  part  of  the  Qo- 
vernment,  to  attempt  to  setup  a  reputa- 
tion for  infallibility  as  to  the  proposals 
they  made.  The  Government  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  consider  all  suggestions, 
especially  when  they  were  made  by  so  ex- 
perienced a  Member  of  the  House  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 
Although  they  bad  provided  that 
certain  transfers  might  be  made  by 
means  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  —  namely,  the  laying 
of  the  schemes  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
for  a  certain  number  of  days,  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  fall  in  with  the  sug- 
gestion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
mode,  and  provide  that  the  transference 
of  powers  should  be  made  by  a  Pro- 
visional Order.  He  did  not  see  the 
■lightest  objection  to  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  was 
•Qzioos  to  sa^  BO  frankly,  and  at  once. 
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Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  ho 


hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  not  consider  he  was  wasting 
the  time  of  the  Committee  if  he  mode 
clear  the  altered  position  of  affairs.  Ho 
(Mr.  Woodall)  was  not  quite  clear  what 
was  to  be  the  position  under  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  boroughs  in  the 
Schedule  and  of  the  boroughs  which 
were  not  included  in  the  Schedule. 
Would  such  powers  as  were  proposed 
to  be  given  by  Order  in  Council  to  the 
new  County  Authorities  be  also  con- 
ceded to  boroughs  with  a  population  of 
50,000? 

Ma.  BITCHIE  said,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  express  broadly  what  they 
conceived  to  be  the  position  of  things 
with  reference  to  the  counties,  and  also 
with  reference  to  the  boroughs  which 
were  to  be  treated  as  counties.  It  was 
quite  dear  that  schemes  promoted  by 
Governing  Bodies  of  boroughs  and  coun- 
ties should  not  he  brought  into  effect 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders  issued 
by  the  Governing  Bodies  themselves. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  if  a  borough 
in  the  Schedule  desired  to  promote  a 
scheme  within  its  own  area,  it  would 
not  be  right  or  proper  it  should  have 
the  power  to  issue  the  Provisional 
Order,  the  borough  being,  as  it  would 
be,  an  interested  party. 

Mr,  WOODALL  said,  he  thought  it 
was  perfectly  dear  that  if  a  County 
Authority  or  a  borough  of  60,000  in- 
habitants promoted  any  particular  mea- 
sure, it  must  oome,  as  at  present,  to 
Whitehall.  He  hoped  it  would  not  be 
irregular  in  him  to  refer  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  bad  given  Notice,  and 
in  which  he  asked  that  whatever  might 
be  the  powers  of  the  new  County  Autho- 
rities, the  municipal  boroughs  might  be 
left,  as  at  present,  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  Central  Authority.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  very  truly 
said  that  there  was  a  time  when  the 
relations  between  boroughs  and  the 
Central  Authority  involved  a  certain 
amount  of  friction.  Happily,  the  ex- 
perience of  years  which  had  brought 
the  best  minds  of  the  Provinces  into 
harmonious  relations  with  the  very  com- 
petent central  office  had  insured  a  con* 
tinuoue  and  wise  policy,  which  had  been 
found  to  work  very  satisfactorily,  and 
that,  at  any  rate,  they  hoped  would  not 
lE^hth  Ifight.} 
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be  disturbed  by  any  changeB  the  right 
bon.  Oentlematt  brought  about,  espe- 
cially in  regard  to  Proviaional  Orders. 
Suppose  a  borough  of  a.  Igm  population 
than  SO, 000  was  left  to  appeal  to  the 
new  County  Authoritiea.  What  pos- 
sible aasurance  could  it  hare,  after  a 
decision  bad  been  BTrived  at,  that  the 
Bill  would  obtain  Parliamentary  assent  ? 
There  was  no  assurance  at  all  that  the 
policy  of  the  County  Authority  in 
Staffordshire  would  be  at  all  akin  to 
that  which  would  find  farour  in  Dorset- 
shire, and,  therefore,  they  could  hardly 
expect  a  Qovemment  Authority  to  make 
itself  responsible  for  the  assent  to  these 
Frovisional  Orders.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  felt  strongly  there  was  a  pro- 
bability of  great  inoonTenienoe  and 
great  conflict  arising,  and,  therefore, 
tbey  hoped  the  existing  system  would 
be  continued.  Wbaterer  concessions 
the  right  hon.  Qeutleman  was  prepared 
to  make  to  the  County  Authorities  in 
deference  to  the  riewa  so  forcibly 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Blackpool  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Kidley)  and  others  who  had 
spoken,  he  trusted  that  those  for  whom 
ha  pleaded  would  be  exempted  from  the 
Dperation  of  the  concession. 

Mk.  HENEAQE  (Great  Qrimshy) 
said,  that  the  position  of  some  boroughs 
was  very  peculiar.  The  population  of 
Qreat  Orimsby,  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  was  53,000.  It  ran  ovsr 
the  borders  of  the  borough  into  various 
hamlets  all  round,  the  population  within 
the  borough  itself  being  85,000.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  tinder  tjiis  Bill,  even 
with  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin),  any  transference 
of  authority  from  the  LooaJ  Qovemment 
Board  would  enable  the  County  Council 
to  administer  the  Tarioas  matters  dele- 

Sated  to  them  in  connection  with  Great 
rimsby,  whilst  they  would  really  know 
nothing  aboat  them.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  tbatwithregard  to  Great  Orimsby, 
or  any  other  borough  in  the  same  posi- 
tion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  whether  it  could  not  be  left 
entirely  under  the  Local  OoTemment 
Board,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
boroughs  in  the  4th  Schedule. 

Mb.  HALLET  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  position  at  which  they 
had  arrived.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in- 
stead of  the  GoTomment  having  made 
Mr.  fFwdaU 


a  simple  concession  they  had  revolu* 
tionized  the  position.  The  proceeding 
of  the  Qovemment  had  token  him  quite 
by  surprise.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
were  expecting  that  the  powers  sped- 
fled  in  the  1st  Schedule  would  poei- 
tivelj*  belong  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  in  a  moment  the  Qovernmeut  re- 
treated from  its  position.  The  Qovem- 
ment now  reserved  to  themselves  the  au- 
thority  to  transfer  these  powers,  and  no 
guarantee  whatever  was  given  that  any 
one  of  the  powers  would  eventually 
be  given  to  the  County  Oouncile.  He 
beutily  supported  the  appeal  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  around  him,  that  they 
should  have  some  opportunity  of  oon- 
sidering  this  question.  He  did  not  de- 
sire to  move  to  report  Frogreas ;  ho 
would  not  do  anything  unfriendly  to  the 
Government,  but  he  thought  they  ought 
to  have  time  to  consider  the  question. 
The  Government  were  really  emascu- 
lating the  Bill ;  they  were  now  taking 
away  all  its  strength,  saying  that  the 
House  must  trust  the  Government  of 
the  day  and  its  wisdom  and  its  pro- 
positions. That  might  be  wise  in  itself, 
but  the  change  made  was  so  enormous 
that  hon.  Members  had  a  right  to  ask 
for  time  to  consider  the  matter. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  ^Ur.  Halley  Stewart)  said  this  was 
an  enormous  change.  What  did  the 
change  consist  of?  That,  instead  of 
transferring  at  once  by  an  enactment  in 
the  Bill  all  these  powers  to  the  County 
Councils,  they  had  jielded  to  the 
argument  used  not  on  one  but  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  it  would  be 
advisable,  while  taking  the  power  to 
make  all  these  transfers,  that  the  trans- 
fers should  not  take  place  at  once.  That 
fraotically  amounted  to  all  his  right  hon. 
riend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  proposed.  That 
proposal  had  been  su^ested  by  Gentle- 
men of  very  large  experience  in  the 
government  of  counties  and  of  boroughs. 
The  Government  thought  the  appeal 
made  to  them  on  this  oooasiou  was  one 
of  areaeonable  character,  and  one  which 
could  not  be  fairly  resisted.  The  only 
alteration  made  was  that,  instead  of  its 
being  enacted  in  the  Bill  that  these 
powersshonld  be  transferred,  they  should 
be  transferred  by  Orders  in  Council. 

Mb.  CHANNIMG  (Northampton, 
£.)  said,  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  nnderstand  that  there  were 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
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the  HoQia  wbo  vere  whollj'  oppoMd  to 
the  Amendment,  and  stood  distinctly  bj 
tiie  principle  of  handing  over  ^eae 
powen  definitely  by  Statute.  There 
was  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax,  to  strike  out  Sub-section  3  of 
the  clause.  Now  he  was  prepared  to 
support  that  Amendment  precisely  on 
the  ground  that  they  thought  the  trans- 
fer of  these  important  and  drastic  powers 
under  various  Acts  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils, should  only  be  done  after  fair  and 
fall  discussion  in  the  House.  It  might 
take  a  long  time  to  discUBS  the  Schediue  ; 
but  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  preferred 
to  sit  several  weeks  longer,  if  necessary, 
to  carry  out  the  only  sound  principle 
that  these  matters  should  he  dealt  with 
by  discussion  in  Parliament,  and  not  left 
to  the  OoTemment  to  hand  over  or  not. 
Mb.  HOBHOnSE  (Somerset,  E.)  said, 
be  was  afraid  that  in  the  face  of  the 
great  difference  of  opinion  with  regard 
to  the  clause,  they  were  in  some  danger  of 
losing  the  clause  altogether.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  this  was  an  Amendment 
which  might  postpone  indefinitely  the 
traosference  of  these  powers  to  theCounty 
Councils,  but  he  confessed  he  should  not 
be  disposed  to  oppose  the  Amendment 
if  the  G-ovemment  would  give  them  some 
assurance  that  they  would  not  go  further 
than  this  in  the  direction  of  emascu- 
lating the  clause.  He  felt  some  fear  on 
the  subject  because  this  was  only  the 
first  of  a  series  of  Amendments  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and 
though  this  discussion  had  been  of  a  very 

feneial  character,  end  though  many 
on.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  directed  their  attacks  against  other 
portions  of  the  clause,  the  Committee 
had  not  yet  heard  one  word  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
defence  of  the  other  provisions  of 
the  clause.  He  desired  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee,  with  regard  to  the 
most  important  powers  which  were 
proposed  to  be  transferred  under  the 
clause — the  Provisional  Order  powers  at 
present  exercised  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  it  was  extremely  desirable  that 
they,  at  any  rate,  should  be  transferred 
either  now,  or  at  some  near  time,  to  the 
Bodies  which  were  about  to  be  created 
in  the  counties.    This  measure,  they  had 
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been  told,  was  to  be  one  of  considerable 
decentralization.  He  oonfeseed  he 
thought  that  if  this  clause  were  removed 
from  it,  it  would  become  a  measure  of 
mere  transfer,  and  not  of  decentrah'za- 
tion  at  all.  He  did  think  they  ought 
not  to  lose  that  great  opportunity  of 
securing  that  some  of  these  powers 
which  at  present  over-burdened  the 
Central  Departments  and  occupied  the 
time  of  Parliament  should  be  conferred 
on  the  Local  Bodies  they  were  now 
about  to  create.  He  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  already  committed  in  this 
matter.  Last  Seasion  they  passed  an 
Allotments  Bill,  and  in  that  Bill  was 
contained  a  provision  for  oonf erring 
on  the  new  County  Councils,  as  soon 
as  ever  they  were  created,  powers 
which  far  transcended  in  importance 
many  of  the  powers  which  were  con- 
tained  under  this  clause  now  under  dis- 
cussion. Under  the  Allotments  Act  the 
County  Authority,  as  soon  as  it  was 
created,  might  exercise  the  power  of 
making  the  purchase  of  land  compulsory 
in  place  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  exercised  it  at  present.  Now, 
none  of  the  provisions — he  thought  he 
was  right  in  this — in  Part  2  of  the 
Schedule  of  this  Bill  would  give  the 
County  Councils  power  to  take  land 
compulsorily.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
Provisional  Orders  under  the  Tramways 
Act.  There  were  most  careful  safe- 
guards against  any  abuse  of  the  powers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  at  present,  and 
all  those  safeguards  would  sdll  re- 
main, and  would  be  in  many  respects 
strengthened,  when  the  powers  were 
tranKEerred  to  the  new  County  Council 
He  thought  if  hon.  Members  would 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  Acts 
under  which  Provisional  Ordsrs  were 
made,  they  would  see  that  there  were 
careful  safeguards  in  all  particulars, 
and  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  for 
the  new  County  Councils  to  abuse  their 
powers  if  they  wished  to.  He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Bench  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  trusting  the  people  and  ex- 
tending in  all  possible  ways  the  power 
of  the  County  Councils.  They  bad  now 
reached  the  limit  to  which  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  on  these  Front  Benches  were  ' 
prepared  to  trust  the  people,  and  they 
y  lEighih  Ififfht.'} 
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them  know  wbat  duties  the  members  of 
tbe  County  CounciU  were  to  be  espeoted 
to  perform,  and  then  the;  would  be  able 
thoroufthly  to  trust  them  to  perform 
those  duties. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
regretted  that  his  hoo.  Friend  (Ur.  C. 
T.  Dyke  Aclaad)  was  not  present  when 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  in 
the  case  had  been  set  forth  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  that  (the  Front 
Opposition)  Bench.  This  was  a  question 
which  ought  not  to  be  settled  on  Party 
lines,  and  be  hoped  they  would,  without 
being  led  away  by  any  such  spirit, 
advantageously  carry  out  all  their  in- 
tentionsin  makingthese  County  Councils 
efficient  and  eatisfactory.  He  was  glad 
to  bear  the  hon.  and  learned  Uember  for 
East  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  was 
so  far  advanced  as  to  trust  the  people ; 
because  he(Ur.  H.  H.  Fowler)  thought 
that  in  previous discuBBionsaudDi visions 
on  the  Bill  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  had  not  supported  those  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  who 
advocated  trusting  the  people.  That, 
however,  was  not  a  question  of  trusting 
the  people,  but  one  of  praotioal  admi- 
nistration  aud  legislation;  and  what 
they  contended,  and  would  continue 
to  contend,  was  that  it  was  de- 
sirable, at  the  proper  time,  that  thsse 
powers  should  be  transferred  not  only 
to  the  County  Councils  but  to  the 
Borough  Councils.  Tbe  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  said  that  at  present  that  should 
not  be  done  by  this  Statute,  and  for  the 
reason  that  there  were  certain  powers 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  which  ought 
not  to  be  included.  He  was  prepared 
himself  to  argue  that  at  tbo  proper 
time,  and  also  that  there  were  a  great 
many  powers  which  ought  to  be  in* 
eluded,  and  which  were  not  mentioned 
in  the  Schedule.  Now,  what  was  pro- 
posed was  that  these  transfers  should 
be  effeoted  from  time  by  Orders  made 
by  Parliament — embodied  in  Provi- 
sional Orders  which  should  require  the 
sanction  of  Parliament — under  which 
these  duties  should  be  performed  by  the 
County  Councils.  The  practical  objec- 
tion to  the  immediate  transfer  of  these 
powers  was  that  the  County  Councils 
had  not  and  would  not  for  some  time 
possess  that  oostly  experieaoe  and  that 
expensive  staff  required  to  oony  out 
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had  also  reached  tbe  point  at  which 
they  were  inclined  to  assist  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  diminishing, 
rather  than  increasing,  the  powers  of 
the  new  County  Bodies,  and  therefore 
in  preventing,  as  he  feared,  many  public 
Bpiritedmenfromtakingapartinthework 
of  those  Bodies.  He  thought  that  the 
Government,  if  they  accepted  this 
Amendment,  which,  for  certain  roaaons, 
he  thought  they  might  fairly  do,  might 
give  them  eome  promise  that  they  would 
not  go  further  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and 
remove  from  this  clause  altogether  any 
reference  to  the  more  important  powers 
contained  in  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  0.  T.  DYKE  ACLAND  (Corn- 
wall, Launceston)  said,  that,  unfortu- 
nately, he  had  been  absent  from  tbe 
House  for  a  few  moments,  and  had  not 
had  the  advantage  of  hearing  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
utting  near  him;  but  he  ventured, 
having  been  for  many  years  associated 
with  county  business,  and  being  most 
anxious  that  this  Bill  should  be  a 
thorough  success,  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Government  would  not  yield  on  this 
Amendment.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  an 
attempt  to  insert  it.  They  were  now, 
for  tbe  first  time  on  this  clause — one  of 
the  most  important  clauses  of  the  BiU — 
they  were  now  told  that  the  advautageB 
which  they  believed  the  measure  to  pos- 
sesa  might  gradually  be  whittled  away. 
If  ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  the  thin 
edge  of  the  wedge  was  inserted,  this  was 
it.  If  the  Qovemment  were  eatneat 
about  the  Bill,  as  he  believed  they  were, 
one  of  tbe  most  important  points  they 
had  to  bear  in  mind  was  that  tbe  rural 
electors  of  the  country  diBtriota  should 
understond  thoroughly  what  they  were 
about  in  the  most  important  act  they  had 
to  doin  the  first  inception  of  these  County 
Councils.  They  ought  to  know  tbe 
exact  purpose  for  which  they  were  going 
to  elect  the  gentlemen  they  were  to 
trust.  Were  they  to  be  empowered  to 
deal  fairly  and  frankly,  and  with  a  full 
sense  of  responsibility,  with  all  the  local 
questions  which  come  before  them,  or 
were  they  to  have  small  powers,  not 
knowing  how  the  other  powers  were  to 
come,  how  they  were  to  be  left  to  them, 
or  what  they  were  expected  to  do  ?  Let 
Mr.  BohhouK 
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— that  whether  they  were  right  or  wrong 
from  an  adminietratiTe  or  leg;islativ6 
point  of  view,  this  waa  a  practical  ques- 
tion. It  did  not  raise  the  question  of 
trusting  or  mistrusting  the  people  at  all, 
but  simply  a  question  aa  to  what  was 
the  most  economical  and  efficient  way  of 
doing  the  work. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  waa  bound 
to  express  his  surprise  that  an  hon. 
Member  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who  had  been  a  If  ember  of  a  Govern- 
ment and  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience, should  come  and  take  part  in 
a  debate  od  a  subject  as  to  wMoh  he  had 
not  heard  a  word  that  had  been  said 
until  he  himself  rose.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, he  supposed,  was  not  Kware  that  the 
Amendment  had  been  discussed  for  some 
time  and  that  it  was  accepted  by  almost 
everyone  who  spoke  on  the  Opposition 
side.  ["No, no!"]  Well,  it  waa  accepted 
by  almost  every  Gentleman  on  that  side 
who  spoke  up  to  within  the  last  few 
moments,  and  by  the  Committee  gene- 
rally. Everyone  appeared  to  be  in  its 
favour,  and  the  Government,  seeing  that 
such  was  the  case,  had  agreed  to  accept 
it.  Now,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two 
in  reply  to  the  hoo.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  East  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Hob- 
house).  He  thought  that  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  was  imder  some  mia- 
apprebension.  He  spent  some  moments 
in  pointing  out  to  the  Committee  how 
entirely  the  position  of  the  Allotments 
Act  would  be  altered  bv  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Ohaplin) 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  pardon  him  for  saying  that,  unless 
his  memory  deceived  him,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  entirely  mistaken 
on  that  point.  The  posttioD  of  the 
Allotments  Act  would  not  be  altered  one 
iota  by  the  aoceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment, for  the  proceedings  under  that 
Act  were  governed  by  the  Act  itself,  and 
wer«  provided  for  in  the  Statute.  Hiere- 
fore,  on  that  ground  be  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  need  he  under 
no  apprehension  whatsoever.  Then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  of 
the  string  of  Amendments  standing  in 
bis  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  name  in  regard  to 
these  questions,  and  aajd  that  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  accept  the  present 
proposal,  and  to  agree  witn  the  Govern- 
ment, provided  l£ey  would  give  an 
aflB)irance  that  they  would  accept  no 
more  of  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  Amend- 
y  g  [^Eighth  KigU,1 
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these  Provisional  Orders  and  various 
other  county  matters  which  were  at 
present  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  this  House.  To  raise  the 
question  of  trusting  or  not  trusting  the 
people  upon  a  matter  of  this  sort  waa 
altogether  beside  the  mark.  He  yielded 
to  no  man  in  his  wish  to  make  the 
County  Councils  as  dignified  and  power- 
ful and  successful  as  they  could  be 
made,  and  yet  he  was  not  prepared, 
heoauae  he  desired  that,  to  put  the 
Councils  in  a  position  in  which  they 
woald  be  practically  impotent — to  put 
them  in  a  position  to  do  the  things  they 
ought  not  to  do,  and  to  leave  undone 
those  things  which  they  ought  to  do. 
They  would  not  have  the  machinery  at 

S resent  to  carry  out  their  legislative 
uties.  With  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  it  only  dealt  with  the  question 
of  Section  1.  When  they  came  to  the 
question  as  to  Section  2  they  would 
have  to  deal  with  the  subject  of 
education,  for  instance,  with  the  ques- 
tion of  transferring  the  powers  as 
to  education  to  the  County  Councils, 
and  he  should  not  be  one  to  agree 
to  that.  But  as  to  transferring  cer- 
tain powers  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
implied  merely  the  tranaference  of  ad- 
ministrative acts  relating  to  sanitary 
matters,  to  water,  piers  and  harbours, 
gas,  electric  lighting,  and  so  on,  the 
performance  of  which  would  require  a 
staff  such  as  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  Departments.  He 
must  protest  against  the  extraordinary 
position  in  wbiob  they  would  find  them- 
aelves  placed,  if  this  Amendment 
were  rejected,  that  the  Municipal 
Authorities  of  such  towns  as  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  Liverpool 
would  not  be  allowed  to  discharge  those 
duties,  though  they  had  the  necessary 
staff,  whilst  the  County  Councils,  though 
they  had  not  the  staff  possessed  by  those 
Municipalities,  would  be  called  upon  at 
a  moment's  notice  to  discharge  these 
duties.  So  far  as  those  Boroughs  which 
were  Counties  were  concerned,  it  was 
provided  that  this  jurisdiction  waa  not 
to  be  conferred  upon  them.  It  could 
not  be,  because  they  would  be  exercising 
jurisdiction  over  themselves— and  t^ere 
was  a  jurisdiction  to  be  exercised  be- 
tween oontending  jurisdictions.  Hia  ob- 
ject in  rising,  however,  was  to  say  this 
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ments,  sad  eo  no  further  in  that  direc- 
tion. Well,  he  (Mr.  ChapUp)  had 
three  AmendmentB  on  the  Paper  dealing 
with  this  subject,  but  two  of  them  were 
thoroughly  consequential.  He  had 
another  Amendraent  down,  and  it  was 
precisely  the  same  as  one  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hoa.  Qentleman 
the  recognized  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
upon  this  question— namely,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld).  He  thought  that  with 
these  obserrations  he  had  dispelled  the 
apprehensione  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hobhouse). 
["No,  no!"]  Well,  perhaps  it  was 
impOBsible  to  dispel  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  appr^enaions ;  but,  at  all 
events,  hehaddonehisbesttodaBO,  and, 
at  any  rate,  he  had  difipelled  the  apre- 
hensions  of  most  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  if  they  had  entertained  any. 
He  now  turned  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  only  come  into  the  House 
within  the  last  few  minutes,  and  with 
r^ard  to  Mm  he  would  say  that  he  bad 
come  after  they  had  been  discussing 
this  matter  now  tor  a  long  time,  and 
when  the  period  was  approaching  that 
theyahould  go  to  a  Division.  ["No,  no!"] 
He  was  speaking  with  a  desire  for  the 
real  progress  of  the  Bill — an  anxiety 
which  hon.  Members  opposite,  when 
they  commenced  these  disonsaions,  all 
seemed  to  share.  Nearly  all  the  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  Benches,  when 
the  measure  was  first  introduced,  ex- 
pressed themselves  in  favour  of  it,  and 
anxious  to  see  it  carried  to  a  successful 
issue.  Well,  it  must  be  obvious  that 
when  a  question  had  been  thoroughly 
discussed  on  both  sides  of  the  (>]m. 
mittee,  if  at  the  last  moment  Gentlemen 
were  to  come  trooping  in  who  had  heard 
nothing  of  the  debate,  and  rushed 
blindly  into  the  fray,  discussing  the 
whole  thing  over  again,  the  Committee 
might  sit  here  from  now  to  the  crack  of 
doom  and  never  coma  to  a  conclusion  oi 
their  labours.  He  thought  the  time 
had  oome  when  a  decision  ought  to  be 
taken,  and  he,  therefore,  claimed  to 
move  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Thx  CHAIRMAN  declined  to  put  the 
Question.  ^^ 

Mb.  C.  T.  dyke  AOLAND  said,  he 
must  just  remark,  in  reply  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  be  entirely  adhered  to  the 
opmion  he  had  already  expressed.  He 
Jir.  Chaplin 


believed  it  to  be  of  theutmost  importance 
that  th  e  electors  shoul  d  k  no  w  exactly  what 
it  was  that  they  were  to  elect  represen- 
tatives to  do,  and  he  ventured  to  point 
to  this  diGTerence  between  the  boroughs 
and  the  County  Councils.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  there  could  be  borough 
districts  as  well  as  rural  distriota.  In 
the  borough  districts  there  was  already 
a  great  amount  of  civic  life,  and  there 
was  none  in  the  rural  districts.  The 
rural  districts  would  approach  this  pro- 
blem from  an  entirely  different  point  of 
view,  as  an  entirely  new  thing,  aa  a  new 
kind  of  life  thoy  were  to  enter  upon. 
Well,  the  desire  was  to  make  that  life 
as  real  as  possible.  He  ventured  to 
suggest  that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  had  been  supporting  this 
Amendment,  would  be  equally  well- 
in  fact,  from  his  point  of  view, 
much  better  met  by  dealing  with  the 
subject  in  detail  in  the  Schedule.  Let 
them  settle  that  certain  powere,  what- 
ever they  were  to  be,  should  be  de- 
finitely transferred  for  good,  and  then 
when  it  came  to  discussing  what  the 
powers  were  to  be,  let  the  Committee 
settle  them  one  by  one,  with  their  eyes 
open,  knowing  that  they  would  he  trana- 
ferred  to  the  County  Councils. 

Mh.  HOBHOHSE  said,  that  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Cbaplin)  would  not  allow  him  to  make  an 
explanation  in  the  midst  of  his  speech, 
perhaps  he  might  be  permitted  to  do  it 
now.  He  was  fully  acquainted  with 
the  provisiona  of  the  Allotments  Act ; 
and  he  had  quoted  that  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  the  Government, 
with  the  full  consent  of  the  Committee, 
had  conferred  on  the  County  Councils, 
although  they  were  not  then  in  exist- 
ence, a  stronger  power  than  any  which 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon  them  by 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion to  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  because  he  had  felt  considerable 
doubt  aa  to  the  operation  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  afTecting  this  section.  While 
he  did  not  wish,  in  any  way,  to  put  any 
blame  on  the  Government  for  the  course 
they  had  taken,  after  hearing  such  dis- 
eus«on  as  had  ooourred  up  to  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  Bill  spoke,  he 
ventured  to  suggest  to  the  Committee 
that  they  would^  be  rather   taking  4 
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which  were  espectini;  to  have  their 
County  authority.  No  lees  than  40 
different  powers  were  to  be  transferred 
nnder  the  3rd  part  of  the  Schedule,  ae  it 
stood  from  the  Local  QovenimeDt  Board 
to  the  County  Conncits,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  that  theae  powers  should  not 
ba  transferred  in  the  Bill,  but  should 
be  dealt  with  singly  from  time  to  tima 
by  Orders  in  Council.  It  appeared  to 
him(Mr.  Laweon)nioBtderoB;atory  tothe 
dignity  of  the  County  OounciTs  to  proceed 
in  this  way.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if 
it  were  desired  to  get  good  men  to  serve 
and  work  upon  them,  every  possible 
means  should  be  taken  to  render  them 
dignified  and  far-reaching  in  their  func- 
tions; but  now  it  was  hastily  proposed 
by  this  Amendment  to  cut  away  the 
greater  part  of  the  work  that  would  be 
given  to  the  Councils  under  the  Bill. 
He  could  well  conceive  that  there  were  a 
great  number  of  Uembers  representing 
rural  constituencies  who  had  a  claim  to 
be  heard,  and  who  would  claim  to  be 
heard  before  the  Committee  came  to  a 
decision  on  this  moat  important  point. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  was  glad  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
spoken  as  he  bad  done,  because  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member  he  showed  what 
sympathy  he  had  with  the  Liberal  Mem- 
bers for  the  counties.  It  was  a  strange 
kind  of  plea  for  ending  this  discusBion 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleafoid  Division  to  tell  the 
House  that  they  had  had  discussion 
enough  when  no  Members  for  rurEil  con- 
stituencies on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  had  spoken,  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  taken  up  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  two  speeches.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Government  by  accepting 
the  Amendment,  and  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  by  agreeing  to  the  course  the 
Oovemment  were  taking,  thought  they 
could  terminate  the  discussion.  [Cri«i 
e/" Divide!"  and intimtptioH.'}  If  he 
were  interrupted  in  this  way,  be  would 
promise  the  Committee  to  occupy  the 
whole  25  minutes  which  remained  before 
the  hour  at  which  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Qo- 
vemment  to  say  that  tbey  were  anxious 
to  make  this  Bill  a  reality.  If  they  kept 
this  Amendment  they  clearly  showed 
they  were  anxious  to  io  nothing  of  the 
kind.    There  was  something  in  the  way 


wrong  course  if  they  adopted  the 
Amendment  now,  and  that  the  proper 
poli<^  would  be  to  discuss  the  objections 
which  were  raised  to  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  to  the  County  Councile 
when  th^  were  to  deal  with  those  powers 
in  the  Schedules. 

Sra  GEOBQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
they  were  in  an  almost  impossible 
situation.  The  Bill  seemed  to  contem- 
plate the  transfer  of  certain  powers  now 
exercised  by  Government  Departments 
to  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils; 
but  there  was  great  doubt  as  to  what 
powers  should  be  transferred  and  what 
should  not.  The  Government  said 
they  could  get  over  the  difficulty  by 
transferring  nothing  at  all,  leaving  it  to 
s  Government  of  the  day  to  transfer  the 
powers  one  by  one  by  an  Order  in 
Council.  That  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
abnegation  of  the  powers  of  the  House, 
and  altogether  a  most  unsatisfactory 
method  of  proceeding. 

Me.  LAW80N  said,  he  did  not  think 
he  ever  beard  any  argument  more  un- 
reasonable than  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
fMr.  Chaplin) — namely,  that  the  debate 
on  what  was  practically  one  of  the  most 
important  Amendments  of  the  Bill 
should  come  to  an  abtnpt  termination 
before  hon.  Members  had  had  time  to 
consider  it  in  all  its  bearings.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  spoken 
twice;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  what  Liberals  representing 
rural  constituencies  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  of  the  House  had  to  say  to  it. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  said,  this  was  not  a  Party 
question,  but  it  was  a  question  of  the 
municipal  boroughs  as  against  the 
counties  and  the  Metropolis,  and  he 
must  say  that  it  was  most  unreasonable 
that  the  Government  should  expect  the 
matter  to  be  regulated  wholly  by  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke,  who  simply  spoke  on  be- 
half of  the  Mnnicipal  Corporations.  He 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bast  Wolverhampton  to 
oonsider  the  immense  number  of  ques- 
tions involved  in  this  incidions  Amend- 
ment, and  the  interest  which  this  subject 
must  natDTolly  hare  for  rural  districts 
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of  flesh  and  blood  snd  &biii  on  this 
abeletos  of  &  Bill  vhen  it  was  intro- 
duced, but  the  Oovernment  and  their 
eupporlers  vere  now  working  like  Tul- 
lurea,  peoking  sway  every  bit  of  sub- 
atanco  from  the  framework  of  it,  and 
be  (Mr.  Conjbeare)  ventured  to  think 
that  if  this  Amendment  were  paseed 
there  would  be  nothing  of  the  measure 
left  but  a  bare  skeleton.  He  (Ur.  Cony- 
beare]  and  those  who  sat  aroaod  him 
had  the  strongest  objection  to  having 
orerythiDg  left  in  a  state  of  chaotic  con- 
fusion by  the  Amendment  proposed. 
He  could  not  understand  what  the 
Front  Bench  on  that  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  were  thinking  of.  They 
proposed  to  accept  an  Amendment 
which  struck  at  the  root  of  oTerythinf- 
Taluable  in  the  Bill ;  and  all  he  couli 
say  was,  that  he  and  his  Friends  as 
County  Members,  sitting  on  the  Oppot 
tion  side  of  the  House,  intended  to  make 
their  voices  heard  in  the  matter.  They 
did  not  intend  to  have  their  birthright 
sold  for  a  mess  of  pottage.  They  did 
did  not  intend  to  have  these  County 
Councils  established  with  praotioally  no 
functions  and  no  duties  worth  the  name 
left  to  them  to  perform.  It  was  simply 
reducing  the  whole  idea  of  the  County 
Councils  to  a  miserable  farce  and  aham. 
He  had  thought  it  was  a  sham  from  the 
beginning,  but  now  he  was  ocrtain 
of  it.  There  was  no  reason  why  hou. 
Members  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  who  were  frankly 
favour  of  democratic  institutions  should 
make  themselves  a  party  to  such  a  sham, 
and  they  who  represented  county  con- 
stitueDciea — whatever  hoc.  Qentlemen 
sitting  above  the  Qangway  might  do — 
did  not  intend  to  allow  this  Amendment 
to  pass  without  a  strong  protest, 
had  been  said  that  this  was  a  quet 
between  boroughs  and  counties.  He 
believed  it  was.  At  any  rate,  those 
who  had  spoken  from  the  OppoBition 
side  of  the  House  for  the  Amendment 
appeared  to  be  the  Repreaentatives  of 
boroughs,  and  not  of  counties.  If  the 
boroughs  thought  they  would  be  placed 
at  a  disadvantage  by  this  clause  oeing 
passed  in  its  original  form  —  if  they 
thought  that  the  County  Councils  would 
have  powers  given  to  them  which  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  boroughs — that 
was  no  reason  why  the  County  Canncils 
should  be  made  a  sham  and  a  farce. 
It  would  he  the  duties  of  the  boroughs 
Mr.  Cmghtart 


to  get  these  duties  transferred  to  them- 
selves  as  weU,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
that  there  was  any  reason  whatever  for 
the  line  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  East  "Wolverhamp- 
ton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  in  arguing 
in  favour  of  nie  Amendment,  why  tho 
county  should  not  have  that  which  would 
make  the  County  Council  a  reality  and 
not  a  aham.  It  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  right  hon.  QenUeman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Qoveroment  Board 
that  a  difficulty  would  be  created, 
because,  if  they  clothed  the  County 
Councils  with  the  powers  contained  in 
the  Bill,  they  would  have  no  efficient 
or  skilled  staff  to  carry  them  out.  He 
(Mr.  Couybeare),  however,  maintained 
that  that  was  not  the  case.  It  might  be 
that  at  the  present  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  all  the  skilled  and 
efficient  and  trained  staff  that  might  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  these  powers. 
Well,  wlkat  was  easier  than  to  place  the 
services  of  these  trained  officials  at  the 
disposal  of  the  County  Councils  ?  If  the 
powers  were  taken  away  from  the  Go- 
vernment Department  and  transferred 
to  the  County  Councils,  those  who  had 
hitherto  carried  out  those  powers  could 
follow  the  transfer  and  become  the  agents 
of  the  County  Gouncila,  as  they  bad 
hitherto  been  the  agents  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board  or  tho  Board  of 
Trade.  He  ventured  to  sav  that  they 
could  find  plenty  of  men  able  and  will- 
ing to  carry  out  these  powers  if  they 
were  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils. The  fact  that  the  counties  had  no 
such  trained  staff  at  this  moment  was 
a  sufficient  ground  for  refusing 
to  grant  the  powers  claimed  by  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people.  He 
wished  to  point  out  the  disadvantago 
of  adopting  either  of  the  Amendments 
under  considnration.  One  of  these 
Amendments  was  the  proposal  of  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  that  Orders  in  Council 
should  transfer  these  powers,  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  County  Council,  He  be- 
lieved hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
had  expressed  their  preference  that  Fro- 
isional  Order  Bills  in  the  transfer  of 
heae  powers  rather  than  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. So  far  as  ho  was  concerned,  he  did 
not  care  which  was  adopted,  as  he  be- 
lieved that  either  would  be  very  mis- 
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ing  that  tbey  regarded  this  measure — 
and  had  always  regarded  a  measure  of 
this  bind — as  &  necesaary  measure  of  de- 
central  izatioa — to  relieve  the  Boards  of 
OuardiauB,  and  to  take  over  the  various 
functions  exercised  by  Government  De- 
partmeuts,  and  vest  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  local  districts  in  the  hands 
of  elected  representatives  of  those  dia- 
tricts.  He  objected  to  a  measure  which 
would  throw  on  their  ehoulders  a  vast 
deal  more  business  than  they  bad  to 
perform  at  the  present  time.  On  these 
grounds,  as  well  as  on  the  ground- 
though  he  was  sorry  to  say  Bome  of  his 
own  Party  rather  repudiated  it — on  the 
ground  that  they  wished  to  rejmBe  every 
oonfidence  in  the  representatives  of  the 
people  on  these  County  Councile,  ho 
objected  to  limiting  and  hedging  about 
and  destroying  the  powers  to  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Councils,  before  they  were 
brought  into  existence,  by  the  Amend- 
ment under  disouseion. 

Me.  fuller  (Wilts,  Westbury) 
said,  he  wished  to  remind  the  Committee 
of  the  fact  that  in  almost  every  county 
in  England  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
had  been  moat  carefully  considered  by 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and,  ao 
far  as  he  could  gather  from  reading 
reports  of  their  proceedinga,  not  cue  of 
them  had  expressed  any  feeling  of  dis- 
trust or  fear  in  any  way  that  the  County 
Councils  would  uot  be  con^etent  to 
discharge  these  functions.  This  point 
under  oonsideration  waa,  he  thought,  a 
most  important  one,  iuvolving  the  most 
important  of  the  powers  to  be  trans- 
ferred by  Section  6  of  the  Bill.  If  the 
section  had  not  been  generally  approved 
of  by  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Seasions 
titroughout  the  country,  there  would 
have  been  some  clear  expression  of 
opinion,  on  the  part  of  thoae  Bodiea,  to 
the  effect  that  the  County  Councils 
would  not  be  the  proper  Bodies  to 
entrust  with  the  discharge  of  these 
functions.  He  was  sorry  that  there 
should  be  any  doubt  on  thia  subject; 
and  in  regard  to  the  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing the  machinery  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  Section  S,  they 
must  remember  that  the  machinery 
could  not  well  be  created  until  soma 
decision  had  been  arrived  at  aa  to  the 
work  that  was  to  be  expected  of  it  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  a  great  misfortune 
that  the  Government  Lad  retreated  on 
tbia  point,  and  had  not  at  once  decided 
[^Eighth  Kight-I 
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chievoua.  Practically  no  one  was  aware 
of  what  waa  being  done  when  measures 
of  this  kind  were  passed.  Provisional 
Order  Bills  were  placed  on  the  Table  at 
the  time  of  Private  Business ;  nothing 
was  said  about  them  and  hardly  anybody 
knew  what  they  were.  He  would  illus- 
trate that  by  pointing  to  what  had  taken 
place  this  Seseion  in  regard  to  a  Bill 
connected  with  piers  and  harbours,  pro- 
noted  by  the  Torquay  Local  Board. 
Hardly  anyoue  knew  the  effect  of  that 
Bill,  and  nothing  might  have  been  heard 
of  it  if  it  had  not  been  that  certain  events 
which  had  occurred  and  with  which  the 
House  was  familiar.  The  people  in  the 
districts  affected,  that  wss  to  say,  the 
ratepayera,  were  not  consulted  with  re- 
gard to  these  Bills,  and  did  not  know 
what  was  going  on  in  oonnoction  with 
them ;  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  vigil- 
ance of  some  Members  of  the  House,  it 
was  poBsibIa  that  in  moat  oases  nothing 
would  be  known  of  these  meaeures  until 
they  had  become  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
practically  irrevocable.  To  suppose  that 
the  important  functions  of  these  County 
Councils  should  be  left  over  and  not 
transferred  to  them,  and  then  be 
smuggled  into  existence,  as  he  might 
Bay,  in  the  form  of  Provisional  Order 
Bills,  was  reducing  the  whole  question 
to  a  farce  and  an  absurdity.  As  a  sin- 
cere admirer  of  the  effort  of  genius  of 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  who  lad  pro- 
duced this  Bill,  he  was  most  anxious  that 
it  ehould  be  made  a  reality  and  not  a 
mere  sham.  There  was  one  other  rea- 
Bon  why  they  should  protest  against  this 
proposed  abnegation  of  their  powers  as 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  was,  that  the  one  principal 
reason  why  they  bad  been  so  desiroua  of 
seeing  a  Bill  of  this  kind  passed,  was  in 
order  to  relieve  the  House  of  Commons 
of  a  great  deal  of  unneceesary  work. 
He  and  his  Friends  supported  the  Bill 
as  a  measure  of  decentralization.  Ifany 
powers  were  to  be  conferred  by  Fro- 
vieional  Order  Bills 

Mb.  HOWOETH  (Salford,  S.) ;  I  beg 
to  claim  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

T&E  CHAIBMAN ;  There  is  still  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  during  which  the 
debate  can  be  continued. 

Mr.  CONYBEABE  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  take  up  that  quarter  of  an  hour, 
but  as  the  Kepresentative  of  a  county, 
he  had  a  perfect  right  to  express  bis 
opinion  on  this  question.     He  was  say- 
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to  hand  the  powers  of  Section  6  over 
the  Count;  Oouncils,  belieWng,  as  he 
did,  that  they  would  be  perfectly  capable 
of  carrying  them  out. 

Sib  RIOHAED  PAGET  {Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  should  like  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Westbury  Division  of  Wilts  (M; 
Fuller).  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
discovered  that  at  any  meetings  of 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  exception 
had  been  taken  to  the  propoau  to 
transfer  the  powers  mentioned  in  this 
seotion  to  the  County  Councils.  He 
(Sir  Biohard  Paget)  would  like  to  call 
the  hon.  MembePs  attention  to  the  fact 
that  at  a  meeting  of  a  Society  consistiog 
solely  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions 
this  point  was  carefully  considered,  and  it 
was  there  agreed  unanimously,  without 
any  diOerence  of  opinion  whatever,  that 
it  would  be  in  the  highest  degree  unwise 
to  transfer  these  powers  to  the  Connty 
Councils.  He  wished  to  say  that,  be- 
cause whatever  difference  of  opinion 
there  might  have  been  at  the  meeting 
to  which  he  referred,  after  debate  on 
variouBOther  parts  of  the  Bill,  thia  was, 
at  any  rate,  a  point  upon  which  there 
was  unanimity.  In  the  future,  no  doubt 
it  would  be  well  to  transfer  the  powers 
to  a  Body  poasessing  all  the  necessary 
attributes;  but,  for  the  present,  it  was 
thought  unwise  to  transfer  them  to  the 
County  Councils. 

Mb.  STAN8FELD  swd,  that  before 
they  weat  to  a  Division  he  begged  leave 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  his  own  per- 
sonal position  in  the  matter.  He  had 
begun  his  last  speech  by  saying  that  he 
had  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  have  either  revised 
the  Bohednle  or  stated  that  he  would 
revise  tt.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  said 
— and  he  now  repeated  it  —  that  he 
thought  that  would  hare  been  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  taken  that  course, 
however.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  could 
quite  understand  that  the  right  hon.- 
Gentleman  had  been  tempted  and  easily 
induced  to  avail  himself  of  tlie  opportu- 
nity of  deferring  a  subject  which  would 
have  led  to  considerable  discusaion. 
That  was  intelligible,  whethi 


Qentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
because  he  was  opposed  to  Sub-section 
2.  His  objection  to  Sub-sectiou  2  was 
not  that  he  thought  these  powers  should 
only  be  dealt  with  by  legislation.  He 
thought  that  they  might  fairly  be  dealt 
with  by  Provisional  Order;  but  be 
imagined  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  contemplate  proceeding  by  Fro- 
visional  Order,  out  by  Orders  in  Council, 
which  were  not  made  the  subjects  of 
Bills  brought  in,  discussed,  and  passed 
into  law.  He  should  undoubtedly  di- 
vide against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  he  thought  he 
had  led  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
understand  that  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  proposal  with 
reference  to  Provisional  Orders.  He 
would  suggest  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  that,  in  place  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed,  the  words 
he  proposed  to  leave  out  should  remain 
in,  and  these  words  should  be  added — 

"  It  shtill  be  lawful  for  the  Local  OovemmGDt 
Bo&rd  to  make,  frem  time  to  tims,  FrorisioQal 
Orden  for  traiiBf erring." 

That  would  meet  the  difficulty  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  also 
the  desire  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin). 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  announcement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
that  he  would  vote  ag^at  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  was  clearly  understood 
by  the  Committee  that  the  proposal 
would  be  accepted  both  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  one  or  two  of  his  Colleagues  sitting 
near  him,  provided  that  the  suggestion 
of  the    Government   as  to   Provisional 


Orders,  which  had  just  been  announced, 

were    adopted. 

understanding. 


djust 
That 


really    was  the 


Mb.  STANSFELD  eaid,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  going  too  far  in 
saying  that  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  accepted 
this  proposal.  He  had  said  that  he 
should  have  preferred  another  course, 
and  he  had  passed  on  to  Sub-bead  2, 
with  reference  to  which  he  himself  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  He  there- 
fore had  not  committed  himself  to  the 
question.     In  any  case,  he  had  said  be 


proved  of  the  course  or  not.    He  had  \  should  wish  for  an  alteration. 


then  gone  on  to  say  that  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. ' 


Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  certainly  given  him,  and 
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almost  everyone  else  in  the  Committee, 
to  understand  that  he  accepted  the  pro- 
posal. This  Amendment  was  accepted 
hj  the  GoTernment  in  order  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Ha 
(Mr.  Ohaplin)  confeseed  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  second  paragraph  of 
Sub-seotion  2  was  sufficient.  He  should 
have  been  satisfied  with  that  paragraph 
himself ;  but  bb  he  understood  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  b;  the  Govern- 
ment  met  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  raise  no  objection 
to  it,  and  would  be  prepared  to  accept  it 
in  lieu  of  his  own. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  fi,  line  21,after  the  word  "day,"  intert 
the  wordi  "it  ihill  tie  lawful  for  the  Local 
OoTemment  Board  to  make  from  time  to  time 
ProTiKonal  Orders  for  transf erring."— (Jfr. 
RittMt.) 

Guestioa proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELET  (Newoastle- 
upon-Tyue)  said,  it  would  be  felt  by  the 
Oommittee,  that  a  new  issue  had  been 
raised  by  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  GovemmentBoud 
in  order  to  meet  his  (Mr.  Morley's)  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax. 
Having  regard  to  the  hour,  he  begged 
to  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (ifr.  John 
Jfbrfay.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  ashed  the  indulgence 
of  the  Committee  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  this  Motion.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  there  had  been  a  general 
understanding  arrived  at  as  to  the  ac- 
ceptance of  that  particular  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  and  his  Friends  sitting 
beside  him.  An  appeal  had  been  made 
by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
President  of  the  Lical  Government 
Board  asking  him  to  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  this  transfer  of  powers  should 
be  effected  by  Provisional  Orders  instead 
of  Orders  in  Council.  Did  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  deny  thatf  And  tbe 
appeal  was  made  in  such  a  way  as  to 
convey  the  impression  that  no  other 
arrangement  was  possible,  and  that  if 
the  proposal  was  assented  to  the  matter 
was  concluded  so  far  as  hon.  Gentle- 
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men  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were  concerned.  He  was 
speaking  now  of  what  was  heard  by  a 
great  numberof  people  in  the  Committee, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  put  a  different 
conatruotion  on  it.  If  they  were  to 
depart  from  understandings  of  that  kind, 
he  did  not  see  bow  they  could  hope  to 
go  on  amicably.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  said  he 
was  aware  of  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax, 
and  would  agree  to  an  Amendment  which 
would  remove  it.  The  question  was  in 
that  way  practically  dosed  and  settled, 
but  then  in  came  the  hon.  Member  for 
Launoeeton,  who  rushed  into  the  debate 
without  having  heard  a  word  of  what 
had  been  said,  aud  the  result  was  this 
long  wrangle. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
8URT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster] :  said,  he  desired  to  ap- 
peal to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  to  report  Progress 
and  the  Committee  generally  were 
anxious  to  make  progress  with  the 
measure,  and  he  would  ask,  therefore, 
whether  the  principle  of  that  Amendment 
had  not  been  very  fully  considered. 
There  had  been  speeches  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  which  showed  general  concur- 
lence  with  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  had  no  desire 
to  force  that  proposal  on  the  House ; 
but  they  were  naturally  desirous  of 
making  progress. 

Mk.  JOHN  MOELET  said,  ho  was 
sincerely  sorry  he  was  not  able  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gontleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  them  (the 
Opposition)  no  more  than  justice, 
when  be  said  he  believed  they  were 
anxious  that  progress  should  be  made 
with  the  Bill.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  Yes,  speak- 
ing for  himself,  he  was  anxious  to  make 
SrogresB  with  the  Bill.  He  wished  the 
ommittee  to  recall  to  its  mind  what 
happened  last  night.  When  the  Com- 
mittee got  to  a  certain  degree  of  heat — 
as  it  had  now — they  adjourned,  and  the 
subject  which  had  caused  the  confusion 
was  settled  that  day  in  daylight,  when 
they  met  to  go  on  with  the  Amendments, 
in  an  hour.  He  was  persuaded  that  if 
they  reported  Progress  now,  within 
half-an-hour  or  an  hour  on  Friday 
morning  they  would  be  able  to  see  their 
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way  out  of  the  present  difficultf ,  and  to 
airiTe  at  a  Batiefactorf  conclusion.  As 
to  what  vas  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
DiTision  of  Lincolnshire  (Ur.  Chaplin) 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  made  oom- 
plaint  of  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
OentlemoD  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Benches.  The  complaint  oonld  not  be 
a  Tery  formidable  or  serious  one,  inas' 
much  as  it  had  not  come  from  and  was 
not  endorsed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

Kb.  OHAPLIN  :  I  olaim  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  pnt." 

Thx  OHAIBUAN  :  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  any  economy  of  time  in 
putting  that  Question  at  this  hour. 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  that  he  would  intro- 
duce some  other  Amendments  dealing 
with  the  points  just  now  under  discus- 
sion on  some  other  clause.  When  those 
Amendments  were  put  on  the  Paper 
they  would  be  able  to  make  satisfactory 
progress  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wioh)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  when 
a  proposal  was  made,  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  change  the  Bill  in  a  vital  parti- 
cular from  a  compulsory  measure  into  a 
permissive  one,  a  motion  to  report  pro- 
gress was  thoroughly  justified.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin]  ought  to 
withdraw  tha  scalding  he  had  addressed 
to  the  Opposition  and  apologize  for  it. 

Mb.  HALLEY8TEWAST  said,  that 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  last  night  the  Committee  got  into 
a  muddle  from  which  it  was  extracted 
this  morning  in  a  very  short  time.  The 
Government  themselves  had  landed  the 
Committee  iu  a  muddle  this  afternoon, 
and,  therefore,  were  not  entitled  to  ask 
the  Committee  for  its  forbearance. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  last  observation  to  pass  with- 
out challenge.  The  Government  had 
landed  the  Committee  in  no  muddle  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  and  not  only  had  the 
Government  not  taken  that  step,  but  the 
Committee  was  in  no  muddle  whatever. 
The  issue  was  perfectly  plain  and 
simple  to  those  Members  who  bad  been 
in  the  House,  and  fae  thought  he  was 
J/r.  Jain  Morlfy 


right  in  saying  that  the  proposal  which 
the  Government  had  accepted  had  been 
accepted  after  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  meet  with  the  entire 


onthat(theOppoBition)aideof  the  House 
believed  that  the  alteration  now  pro- 
posed was  one  of  priaoiple  and  not  of 
form.  They  did  not  believe  that  the 
Board  of  ^ade,  or  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board,  would  be  likely  to  cut  its 
own  throat,  and  put  an  end  to  itself 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  having  it* 
work  done  by  County  Councils.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  a  very 
dangerons  one,  and  should  be  seriously 
and  fully  debated. 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Committee  report  Piogreea;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


bishop's  AtnHOBITT  BEOUUTIOR  BILL. 
On  UotioQ  of  Colonel  S&ndjs,  Bill  to  ttga- 

Ikte  ProoeediDsa  under  "The  Choreb Disoipline 
Act,  1840,"  and  "  The  Publio  Warshio  Kf^la- 
Uon  Act,  1874,"  and  to  nmeiid  Uio  same, 
erdtred  to  lie  brought  in  by  Oolonel  Sandys, 
Ur.  Wkrdle,  Hi.  Joicejr,  ana  Colonel  Saaoder- 

BilljirfMnM, snd read th«flnrt  time.  [Bill 300.] 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
dock,  the  House  snspended  its  Sitting. 

The  House   resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 

MOTIONS, 


COLONIAL  QOVEBNHBNT  S£OUIlITIES. 
BxsoLnrioM. 
SiB  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  said,  the  Motion 
he  had  to  bring  forward  that  evening 
was  of  a  far-reaohing  and  very  import- 
ant character.  It  referred  to  a  subject 
with  which  he  was  very  familiar,  and 
he  should  not,  therefore,  have  to  detain 
tho  House  at  undue  length  in  explain- 
ing it.  The  question  be  was  about  to 
deal  with  was  very  anxiously  watched 
by  our  Colonies  and  b^  those  in  England 
interested  in  them.  It  was  also  watched 
with  equal  anxiety  by  those  persons 
in  the  United  Kingdom  who,  as  trustees 
or  beneficiaries,  were  concerned  in  the 
investment  of  trust  money.  He  thought 
it  would  be  interesting  to  the  House  if 
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he  gave  one  or  two  details  on  three 
points  which  aeemed  to  him  moat  im- 
portant in  conneotion  with  the  subject 
of  his  Besolntion.  One  of  those  waa  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  action  in  the 
direction  in  which  he  wished  the  House 
to  travel;  the  second  point  was  with 
regard  to  the  actual  value,  from  a  finan- 
cial  point  of  view,  of  Colonial  Govern- 
ment Securities  ;  and  the  third  and  last 
point,  which  he  would  deal  with  very 
briefly,  would  be  the  facilities  for  action 
in  the  direction  which  he  advocated. 
He  would  premise  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  advocate  the  laying  down  of 
any  positive  law,  but  that  he  merely 
wished  that  permissive  power  should  be 
given  both  to  Colonial  Oovernmonts  and 
to  trustees  and  others  who  were  in 
charge  of  trust  monies.  He  might  add, 
that  he  wished,  ao  far  as  he  could,  to 
give  effect  to  the  results  of  the  discussion 
which  took  place  upon  the  subject  at 
the  Colonial  Conference  of  last  year.  In 
the  first  place,  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity for  action  in  this  direction,  they  had 
absolute  proof  that  such  action  was 
necessary,  and  they  also  had  relative 
proof  in  the  legislation  which  had  al- 
ready taken  place  in  recent  years.  The 
absolute  proof  was,  that  while  the  wealth 
of  the  country  placed  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  was  on  the  increase,  the  oppor- 
tunities for  investment  of  these  trust 
monies  was  on  the  decrease.  There 
were  various  indications,  and  a  great 
many  statistics  oonld  be  brought  for- 
ward to  prove  that  the  trust  wealth  of 
the  country  was  very  rapidly  increasing. 
He  Gould  mention  that  death  properties 
for  the  last  15  years  had  increased  from 
the  annual  vslue  of  £120,000,000  to 
£180,000,000  ;  and  they  also  knew  that 
new  aecurities  admitted  to  quotation  last 
year  amounted  to  £175,000,000.  These 
statistics  proved  that  there  had  been 
almost  a  fabulous  increase  in  the  relative 
wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  he 
should  not  be  far  wrong  in  saying  that 
during  the  last  30  years  the  amount  of 
that  wealth  had  increased  by  something 
like  70  or  BO  per  cent,  and  it  was  no 
unfair  assumption  to  say  that  the  amount 
of  money  entrusted  to  trustees  for  ia- 
vestment  had  increased  in  like  propor- 
tion. When  they  turned  to  the  securi- 
ties available  for  the  investment  of  trust 
monies,  they  found  there  had  not  been 
anything  like  a  proportionate  increase 
in   available   securities.      Consols  and 
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other  fnnds  under  Government  control 
had  decreased  by  £100,000,000,  roughly 
speaking,  within  the  last  30  or  35  years. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  his  great  Conversion 
Scheme,  which  had  met  with  so  well- 
merited  and  such  universal  success,  had 
relieved  this  country  of  a  further  burden 
of  £100,000,000  of  debt.  He  reminded 
the  House  that  at  the  time  of  the  con* 
version  taking  place  he  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  which  he  had  not  moved, 
because  he  did  not  wish  to  do  anything 
which  would  in  any  way  endanger  the 
success  of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman'  He  would  now  allude  only  ' 
to  one  other  security  in  which  trustees 
invested  their  monies,  and  that  was 
land ;  hon.  Members  would  know 
that  in  landed  securities  there  has 
been  a  great  decrease  in  value,  and 
that  there  were  trustess  at  the  pre- 
sent time  who  would  certainly  not  in- 
vest in  landed  securities.  Therefore, 
the  range  of  investment  available  for 
trustees  had  decreased;  while  on  the 
other  hand  the  trust  monies  had  very 
largely  increased.  He  now  came  to  the 
relative  proof— that  was  to  say,  the 
change  which  had  been  effected  by 
recent  legislation  in  connection  with 
this  subject.  There  were  a  variety  of 
Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
Chancery  Court  or  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  were  empowered  to 
make  general  lists  of  securities  in  which 
trustees  could  invest.  Until  quite  re* 
cently,  those  general  lists  included  Con- 
sols, the  Stock  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the 
Stock  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  about  which  latter  he  would 
say  nothing,  because  the  case  of  the 
Board  was  tuhjudiet  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. The  Select  Committee,  in  1683, 
added  to  the  list  ffrst-class  railway  de- 
bentures; then,  at  about  the  same 
period,  a  list  was  made  of  the  securities 
in  which  capital  monies  raised  under 
the  Settled  Land  Act  could  be  invested, 
and  that  included  Chancery  Securities, 
bonds,  mortgages,  debentures  or  deben- 
ture stock  of  any  railway  company  of  the 
United  Kingdom  which  had  paid  a 
dividend  for  10  years.  Shortly  before 
that  time,  they  had  passed  the  Trust 
Act  for  Scotland,  which  provided  that 
trustees  might,  unless  specially  pro- 
hibited by  the  constitution  or  terms  of 
the  trust,  invest  funds  in  East  India 
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Stock  or  the  Stock  of  any  Ckilonial  Oo- 
vernment  apptoTod  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  or  the  Court  of  Seaaion,  and 
alao  in  the  bonds  of  any  Colonial  Oo- 
Temment  approved  ae  aforesaid,  pro- 
vided sucli  stocks  or  bonds  were  not 
payable  to  bearer.  Xoir,  in  one  reapeot 
that  was  precisely  what  he  desired  to 
see  made  legal  in  the  United  Kingdom ; 
but  in  another  respect  it  was  not  what 
he  wanted.  It  met  with  his  approval  in 
respect  of  the  fact  that  the  list  included 
the  Inscribed  Stock  of  any  Colonial  Go- 
vernment; but  he  objected  to  it,  because 
.  it  fixed  on  the  Chancery  Court  or  the 
Court  of  Session  in  Scotland  the  duty 
of  deciding  whether  any  particular  Stock 
was  a  fit  subject  for  the  investment  of 
trast  monies.  They  knew,  on  the  very 
highest  authority,  that  tliis  Act  had 
been  inoperative,  because  it  threw  ou 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the  Court  of 
Session  the  duty  of  deciding  between 
particular  Stocks,  which  necessitated 
ezpeusivs  inquiry  at  the  cost  of  those 
wishing  to  invest ;  but  he  believed  the 
Judges  also  felt  that  in  excluding  any 
Stock  apecifioally  they  were  doing  an 
injury  to  the  security  which  it  might 
not  deserve.  He  had  pointed  out  the 
necessity  irhich  existed  for  increasing 
the  means  of  investment  tor  trustees, 
and  he  had  shown  that  recent  legisla- 
tion had  tended  in  the  direction  which 
he  thought  desirable.  He  now  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  he  might  term  the  iutrinaic  value 
of  Government  Securities  for  trust  in- 
vestments, and  that  was  a  point  on 
which  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  many 
hon.  Members  were  better  informed 
than  himself — among  them  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Ghilders),  whom  he 
was  glad  to  see  in  his  place.  He  would 
mention  a  few  facts  which  he  believed 
vould  be  interesting  to  the  House.  In 
the  first  place,  these  Ooverument  Secu- 
rities were  of  great  magnitude  at  the 
present  time.  He  had  made  out  a  list  of 
tiecuritiea  which  showed  that  the  total 
value  of  British  Government  Securities 
was  £640,000,000;  the  total  value  of 
British  Local  Corporation  Securities, 
£78,000,000;  Colonial  Gkivemmeut  Secu- 
rities and  Inscribed  Stock,  £1 15,000,000, 
and  Foreign  Government  Stock, 
£7H,000,000.  From  that  they  would 
eeethat  Colonial  Stock  had  already  taken 
a  prominent  place  in  the  6eld  of  invest- 
iSiV  Gtorgt  Badm-PowtU 


ment.  These  Colonial  Government  Secur i- 
tieB,he  would  pointout, represented  money 
lent  to  the  Colonies,  and  chiefly  supplied 
to  the  Colonies  from  the  hoarded  capital 
of  the  Uuited  Kingdom.  He  might 
mention  incidentally  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  received  in  taxes 
and  stamps  on  these  Colonial  Govern- 
ment loans  a  sum  which  already  ex- 
ceeded £800,000,  so  that  the  Exchequer 
of  the  country  had  benefited  to  that  ex* 
tent  directly  from  loans  made  to  Colo- 
nial Govemmenta.  But  those  loans  had 
a  greater  and  more  direct  value  with 
regard  to  the  United  Kingdom.  It  had 
been  calculated,  on  the  high  authority 
of  the  Agent  General  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
that  no  less  than  85  per  cent  of  Colonial 
loans  were  expended  on  the  products  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  especially  in  ma- 
chinery, rails  and  other  manufactures. 
Then  he  need  hardly  enlarge  on  the  fact 
that  those  loans  opened  up  our  Colonies 
for  trade  and  for  the  people  ;  and  were 
it  not  for  those  loans,  which  amounted 
to  £230,000,000,  the  Colonies  would  not 
now  be,  as  they  were,  the  moat  profitable 
openings  for  investment  and  commerce. 
Another  point  which  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  was  the  rapid 
growth  of  the  Colonial  loans.  They  had 
inoreaaed  in  less  than  35  years  from 
£5,000,000  to  nearly  £230,000,000.  In 
the  Australian  Colonies,  in  I85I,  there 
was  a  total  borrowed  capital  of  £56,000; 
now  there  was  a  borrowed  capital  of 
£140,000,000.  The  Crown  Colonies  in 
the  year  185L  had  a  total  borrowed 
capital  of  £6SO,000,  and  now  the  total 
stood  at  £6,000,000.  In  North  America 
there  was  a  total  borrowed  capital,  in 
1851,  of  £4,000,000,  and  the  total 
borrowed  capital  now  was  £54,000,000. 
In  South  Africa,  in  1851,  there  was  no 
Public  Debt,  whereas  lasiyear  the  Pub- 
lic Debt  amounted  to  £26,000,000.  He 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  curious  and  interesting 
facts  in  connection  with  Colonial  loans. 
With  regard  to  the  Income  Tax,  ho  had 
only  been  able  to  get  Betums  relating  to 
the  1 1  years  from  1B72  to  1883.  Those 
Beturus  told  them  that  of  the  Incomes 
under  Schedule  C,  returnable  for  Income 
Tax  from  what  he  might  call  roughly 
Government  Securities,  had  remained  at 
about  £21,000,000  sterling;  the  incomes 
from  Goverumeut  Security  in  India  had 
also  remained  equal  at  about  £7,000,000. 
laoomes  derived  from  Foreign  Govera- 
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mant  Securities  were,  in  1873,  £9,000,000, 
and  they  had  fallen  in  IBSS  to 
£6,800,000,  a  fall  of  no  less  than 
£2,000,000.  He  did  not  know  whether 
this  fall  in  the  incomes  derived  from 
Foreign  QoTemment  SeouritieB  was  due 
to  anything  in  the  nature  of  repudia- 
tion, or  non-payment  of  interest,  or  to 
the  dislike  which  the  British  public  had 
to  invest  in  foreign  Hecuril^ias ;  but  he 
said,  while  the  income  from  foreign 
securities  had  fallen  by  £2,600,000  in 
11  years,  the  income  from  Golonifd 
Securities  had  risnn  by  no  less  a  sum 
than  £3,600,000,  and  they  stood  in  1888 
at  £6,700,000,  and  that  increase  he  be- 
lieved was  still  going  on.  He  thought 
he  had  shown,  at  all  events,  that  the  in- 
Testing  public  had  acquired  oonfidenoe  in 
Colonial  Oovernment  Seoarities,  as  op- 
posed to  the  aeourities  of  Foreign  Qo- 
vemments.  They  had  beard  frequently 
that  the  Colonies  were  piling  up  euor- 
mons  Debts,  although  they  had  no 
European  wars  to  provide  for ;  and  that 
in  some  Colonies  tne  Debt  represented 
something  like  £40  per  head  of  the 
population.  That  was  looked  upon  by 
some  as  a  matter  of  great  grief.  It 
seemed  to  him  that,  in  considering  that 
fact,  they  should  bear  in  mind  three 
things.  In  the  first  place,  they  should 
consider  what  were  the  prospects  of  the 
Colonies.  They  knew  that  tbe  Colonies 
were  in  process  of  enormously  rapid 
g^wth.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  details,  but  to  arrive  at  an 
index  number  thoy  mirht  add  together 
millions  of  external  trade,  internal  trade, 
shipping,  and  population.  If  those  ele- 
ments of  prosperity  were  added  together, 
they  would  find  that,  in  1851,  the  pros- 
perity of  the  Colonies  was  represented  by 
75,  and  that  it  had  in  30  years  increased 
fivefold,  and  was  now  represented  by 
S70.  That  rapid  growth  had  not  ceased, 
but  was  still  in  active  progress.  Again, 
they  must  remember  that  in  natural 
wealth  our  Colonies  had  resources  which 
had  notyet  been  by  any  means  fully  de- 
veloped ;  there  was  the  fertile  soil  and 
genial  climate,  and  therewere,  as  inSouth 
Africa,  besides  mineral  wealth  many 
other  resoarces.  To  those  natural 
advantages  they  should  add  alt  the  arti- 
ficial advantages,  suoh  as  railways,  tele- 
p;raphe,  and  other  works  of  civilization, 
in  which  the  Colonies  had  made  enor- 
mous strides.  The  second  point  was 
that  our  Colonies,  espeoially  tlie  self- 


governing  Colonies,  were  controlled  by 
Englishmen,  who,  above  all  things, 
were  practical  men  and  knew  that 
they  were  trusted  at  home,  because 
of  the  enormous  mass  of  private  capital 
sent  out  from  this  country  to  carry  on 
various  industrial  enterprizes  in  the 
Colonies.  The  third  observation  he  had 
to  make  was  that  they  should  aak  them- 
selves on  what  these  Colonial  loans  had 
been  expended.  He  had  been  into  this 
subject  in  great  detail,  and  he  must  ask 
the  House  to  take  on  trust  the  result  he 
was  now  able  to  lay  before  them.  He 
found  that  of  the  total  of  £'230,000,000 
of  Debt,  £146,000,000  had  been  ex- 
pended on  railways;  £56,000,000  on  har- 
bours and  other  directly  remunerative 
works;  and  something  like  £7,000,000 
or  £6,000,000  in  introdaoing  population 
to  the  Colonies.  Boughly  speaking,  90 
per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of  loans 
made  to  our  Colonies  by  this  country 
had  been  expended  on  what  he  might 
call  directly  remunerative  works.  There 
•remained  about  £25,000,000  which  had 
been  expended  on  suoh  unremuneratlve 
objects  as  deficiencies  in  revenue,  war 
expenses,  and  the  floating  of  loans.  He 
reminded  the  House  that  the  Chancery 
Lists  of  Trust  Investments  included  the 
Stocks  of  Unnioipalities  in  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
no  Uunioipality  could  show  so  excellent 
a  record  of  remunerative  expenditure  as 
our  Colonies  could  produce.  If  they 
required  further  proof  than  that,  they 
had  only  to  look  to  the  Money  Uarket 
for  the  value  placed  on  Colonial  Se- 
curities, and  they  would  find  that  in  the 
last  15  years  interest  had  fallen,  on  an 
average,  from  G  to  4  per  cent.  They 
would  also  find  that  many  4  per  cent 
Colonial  Securities  now  stood  at  £105  hi 
£106 — that  was  to  say,  at  a  premium  of 
from  £5  to  £6  per  cent.  A  recent 
Canadian  loan,  issued  at  92},  now  stood 
at  nearly  96.  He  found  that  all  the 
Colonial  4  per  Cent  Stocks  stood  at  above 
£106,  except  the  New  Zealand  Stock, 
which  was  at  99.  On  the  other  haad, 
the  price  of  4  per  Cents,  5  per  Cents, 
and  5}  per  Cents  in  the  great  countries 
of  Europe  did  not  exceed  £100,  except 
in  the  cose  of  French  Stock,  which  stood 
at  £104.  The  Argentine  Bepublio  Stock 
stood  at  £96,  and  United  States  4  per 
Cent  Stock  stood  at  a  premium  of  £I29 
per  cent.  He  hoped  be  had  said  enough 
to  sljow  thftt  while  there  was  aueoessi^ 
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for  increasing  the  field  of  inTOBtment  for 
truBteea,  Colonial  GoTemment  Securities 
were,  at  all  events,  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. He  now  came  to  Ms  third  subject. 
It  might  be  asked,  if  these  securitiea 
were  as  good  as  they  were  represented 
to^be,  how  was  it  that  they  had  not  yet 
appeared  on  the  list  of  the  CTourt  of 
Chancer}'.  That  matter  had  been  fully 
gone  into  at  the  Colonial  Conferenae  of 
last  year,  and  at  the  oommeucement  of 
the  discussion  there  were  laid  before  the 
delegates  two  objeotiona  ntade  some 
years  ago  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
Those  two  objections  were  very  per- 
tinent and  veiy  practical,  the  first  of 
them  being  that  there  was  no  means  in 
this  country  of  suing  a  Colonial  Oovem- 
roent^  and  the  second  objection  was 
that  there  was  no  limit  of  issue  to  Colo- 
nial loans.  The  first  objection  that 
there  was  an  entire  absence  of  the 
means  for  holders  of  Colonial  Stock  of 
enforcing  their  claims  for  interest  or  re- 
payment against  Colonial  Qovernments 
in  this  country  waB  an  objection  which, 
althoiigh  serious,  had  been  grappled 
with  by  the  Colonial  Conference,  and  he 
could  state  that  it  no  longer  existed, 
because  every  Colonial  Government  was 
perfectly  willing  to  take  such  measures 
as  would  render  its  Agent  easily  suable 
in  England  in  respect  of  the  interest  or 
the  repayment  of  the  loans.  Then,  as 
to  there  being  no  limit  of  issue,  which 
was  a  more  grave  matter,  the  value  of 
Government  Stock  depended  ultimately 
on  the  solvency  of  the  nation  raising  the 
loan,  and  trustees  would  have  to  depend 
on  the  solvency  of  the  Colony  in  whoee 
stocks  they  invested.  But  there  was  a 
remedy,  and  he  ventured  to  say  a  prac- 
tical one,  in  this  case — namely,  that  in 
any  Act  of  Parliament  which  should 
authorize  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  ad- 
mit Colonial  Government  Secarities  to 
the  list  of  Trust  Investments,  it  would 
be  possible  to  state  that  those  invest- 
ments might  be  made  in  the  case  of  any 
particular  Colony,  the  stock  of  which 
—for  instance,  its  Four  per  Cent  Stock 
' — was  at  par.  That  would  have  the 
effect  of.  establishing  an  automatic  rule 
leaving  the  solvency  of  the  Colony  to  be 
judged  on  the  London  Stock  Exchange. 
But  he  had  not  proposed  to  suggest  any 
remedy  of  his  own  ;  he  merely  alluded 
to  that  to  show  that  there  was  an  auto- 
matic means  of  settling  the  point.  He 
would  like  to  mention  briefly  another 
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objection  which  had  been  urged,  which 
was  that  by  increasing  the  credit  of  the 
Colonies,  as  they  would  do  by  such  a 
measure,  they  would  be  interfering  with 
the  Government  Funds  of  this  oountry 
in  respect  of  their  market  value.  He 
did  not  think  that  would  be  an  unmixed 
evil.  If  there  were  a  large  demand 
for  our  rapidly  diminishing  Public 
Securities,  some  who  had  money  in 
Consols  would  get  more  interest  for  the 
price  they  paid  for  those  Consols.  But 
even  if  they  did  some  small  damage  to 
the  credit  of  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
imagined  that  its  credit  would  be  on  so 
high  a  pedestal  that  the  damage  would 
be  trifling  as  compared  with  the  good 
they  woulddo  totheCoIonies.  Hetrusted 
he  had  given  reasons  to  justify  his 
hope  that  eventually  the  Le^isfatura 
would  take  such  steps  as  might  be 
neceasaiy  to  realize  the  object  of  the 
Resolution  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 
He  Thought  that  by  adopting  his  pro- 
poaal,  they  would  be  conferring  an 
advantage  upon  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  upon  our  fellow- subjects 
in  the  Colonies ;  they  would  be  supply- 
ing trustees,  and  above  all  the  bene- 
ficiaries under  trusts  with  a  much  needed 
channel  of  investment,  and  they  would 
certainly  be  doing  something  to  pro- 
mote the  credit  and  trade  of  the  Colo- 
nies. His  object  was,  however,  to  ven- 
tilate this  subject,  and  to  lay  this 
statement  before  the  House  rather  than 
to  suggest  any  particular  method  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  He  had  heard 
that  legislation  of  this  kind  might  soon 
be  proceeded  with  in  "another  place," 
and  he  believed  that  that  was  a  proof 
of  a  tendency  to  act  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestion  contained  in  his  Heaolu- 
tion,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  that 
House  would  before  long  proceed  in  the 
same  direction.  He  saw  in  their  places 
hon.  Friends  who  were  much  given  to 
writing  and  speaking  on  the  subject  of 
Imperial  Federation,  and  who,  he  felt 
sure,  would  support  his  Besolution,  be- 
cause the  only  foundation  for  a  united 
Empire  was  that  its  material  interests 
and  resourcea  should  be  consolidated 
and  utilized.  For  those  reasons  he 
would  now  move  the  Besolution  stand- 

g  in  his  name. 

M«.  OSBOENB  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the 
Resolution  which  had  been  introduced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  in  so  able  and  ez- 
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haustive  a  epeech.  He  would  ask  the 
Souae  first  to  look  upon  the  question 
purely  from  the  invMtor's  point  of 
-view.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
what  waa  called  conTersioa  of  the 
National  Debt,  although  admirable  for 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  fell 
oa  a  certain  clastt  of  individuals  verj 
heavily.  It  meant  to  a  oertaia  class  of 
persoDB  that  their  whole  income  was 
reduced  at  one  fell  swoop  from  £400 
to  £350  a-year,  which  might  involve  the 
low  of  a  certain  number  of  small  com- 
forts, and  in  a  certain  sense,  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  It  was,  therefore,  only 
natural  that  they  ehouldaeek  to  find  some 
reasonably  secure  investments  which 
would  give  a  higher  rata  of  interest  than 
those  in  which  trustees  were  now  allowed 
to  invest.  There  appeared  to  him  to  bi 
a  general  demand  for  that ;  and  he 
would  point  out  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  by  no  means  without  precedents 
for  his  Eeeolution.  Thirty  years  ago, 
Lord  St.  Leonards  had  brought  in  a 
Bill  vhioh  eavs  powers  to  trustees  to 
invest  in  India  Four  per  Gents,  and  cer- 
tain other  aecurilies,  and  that  Bill  which 
passed  into  law  waa  followed  in  1S71  by 
an  Act  which  enabled  trustees  to  inveat 
in  the  Stock  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  the  principle  of  the 
present  Motion  was  admitted  in  the 
Scotch  Trusts  Act  of  1885.  It  would, 
of  course,  be  contended  that  these 
oassB  were  not  on  all  fours  with  the 
present;  and,  no  doubt,  in  the  case  of 
the  India  Four  per  Gente,  it  might  be 
urged  that  Indian  finance  was,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  under  the  control  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  which  waa  not  the 
case  with  any  Colonial  Securities.  But 
the  difference  was  more  apparent  than 
real.  Although  Parliament  exercised 
■ome  control  over  Indian  finance,  be  had 
never  been  able  to  ascertain  precisely 
what  the  control  was.  He  had  some- 
times come  down  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session  and  listened  to  a  discussion  on 
what  was  called  the  Indian  Budget, 
when  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  made  a  speech  to  a 
seleot  audience  of  10  or  12  Members, 
halt  of  whom  were  asleep,  on  the  very 
difficult  subject  of  Indian  finance ;  but 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  that  sort 
of  control  was  of  very  little  value.  There 
was,  of  conrae,  the  other  difficulty  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  referred — 
namely,  that  there  was  ao  power  to  sue 


a  Colonial  Oovemment  in  this  country, 
as  they  could  the  Metropolitan  Board  gf 
Works,  in  case  of  default.  But  was 
there  any  real  danger  in  that  respect  ? 
£ven  the  smallest  South  American 
State  now  knew  that  if  it  made  default 
in  respect  of  the  interest  or  principal, 
its  name  would  be  wiped  out  of  the 
Stock  List  of  every  nation.  He  believed 
that,  with  the  exception  of  Turkey  and 
two  or  three  Central  American  Repub- 
lics, there  waa  hardly  a  State  of  the 
World  in  default ;  and  as  to  the  danger 
of  Colonial  Qovernmenta  making  default 
in  the  payment  of  interest  on  their  loans, 
they  might  as  soon  expect  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  make  default  in  re- 
spect of  the  interest  of  the  National 
Debt.  As  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  the  Debts  of  the  Colonies  were  not, 
as  in  the  caae  of  European  loans,  incurred 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  bloated 
armaments,  but  for  remunerative  pur- 
poses, Mr.  Deakin,  the  representative 
of  Victoria  at  the  late  Colonial  Oonfer- 
enoe,  said — 

"  In  Tictoris,  we  have  loaroely  sny  Debt  at 
all ;  wa  have  borrowed  it  ii  true,  £30,000,000, 
but  three- quarters  of  that  U  mveated  in  rail- 
roads, ood  tbese  railnwdi  ore  paying  full  in- 
terest on  the  ioireetmsat  and  also  a  sorpliu  into 
the  Treatury,  ao  that  on  three-qnartsn  of  the 
money  ire  simply  leceire  iater«tt  and  pay  it 
out  again.  The  remainder  of  our  loons,  with  a 
small  exception,  it  invested  in  waterworka, 
which  pBT,  or  before  long,  will  pay,  the  full 
amoant  of  interest.  Henoe  there  is  ptactioally 
no  National  Debt,  though  there  are  great 
national  aoeto-  The  money  is  invested  in  com> 
mercial  enterprizes  which  pay  their  own  in. 

The  same  might  be  said  of  the  other  great 
Colonies.  But  could  it  be  said  of  the 
Debts  of  the  great  European  countries  ? 
Could  it  be  said  of  the  Debt  of  France, 
which  was  incurred  entirely  for  war  pur- 
poses ;  or  even  of  our  own  Debt,  on  which 
we  paid  interest  to  the  amount  of  more 
than  £20,000,000  a-year,  and  which 
was  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  bloody  and  too  often  barren  wars? 
It  might  be  said  that  the  condition  of  the 
Colonies  might  be  changed  ;  but  he  held 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  mathema- 
tical seearityin  any  investment.  One  of 
the  securities  moat  approved  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery  used  to  be  mortgages 
on  freehold  estates ;  and  ho  could  point 
out  numerous  caees  in  which  trustees  had 
invested  money,  as  they  were  empowered 
to  do  by  law.  in  freeholds,  and  had  lost 
not  only  the  mterest,  but  more  than  one- 
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half  of  their  iecurityin  consequence  of 
the  vell-known  depreciation  of  land 
due  to  agricultural  depresaion.  He  could 
qnoto  the  caae  of  Lord  Eldon  to  ahow 
how  the  moat  prudent  of  men  might  be 
deceived  in  a  matter  of  that  kind.  Jjord 
Bldon  was  the  most  oantions  of  Judges, 
of  whom  he  believed  Lord  Oampbeli 
said  that  he  doubted  for  a  whole  month 
whether  there  was  anything  to  doubt 
about.  That  most  cautioua  Judge,  in 
two  cases,  only  allowed  trustees  to 
deviate  from  the  elegant  simplicity  of 
"the  Three  per  Gents,"  as  he  called  it. 
In  one  ease  he  allowed  the  trustees  to 
invest  iu  turnpike  bonds,  because  "no- 
thing could  ever  supersede  roads;"  in 
another  case  to  invest  in  the  purchase 
of  a  rotten  borough,  "because  rotten 
boroughs  would  last  as  long  aa  England 
iteelf."  That  showed  that  the  most 
cautious  of  men  were  liable  to  be  misled 
inthematterof  investments.  He  believed 
that  Lord  Halsbury  and  Lord  Hersohell 
approvedtheprincipleof  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion,  which  he  might  say  was  also 
entirely  approved  by  one  of  the  Judges, 
and  he  would  go  farther  and  say  that 
every  well-drawn  deed  contained  the 
powers  in  question.  He  had  himself 
several  times  inserted  such  a  clause  both 
in  deeds  and  wills,  and  he  took  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  enable 
trustees  to  do  what  prudent  trustees 
would  do  if  they  had  the  power.  But 
there  was  a  broader  and  more  general 
ground  on  which  he  asked  the  House  to 
accept  the  Besolution.  He  had  the 
honour  of  occupying  for  some  six  months 
the  position  new  so  worthily  filled  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  and  he  was  able  to  say  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Besolution  would 
undoubtedly  tend  to  improve  the  rela- 
tions between  the  Colonies  and  the 
Mother  Country.  No  one  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Colonial  Conference  could  fail  to  see 
how  deeply  interesting  this  question  was 
felt  to  be  by  the  colonies,  who  he  was 
convinced  would  regard  such  action  as 
was  here  proposed  as  a  graoeful  recog- 
nition of  their  statu*.  There  was  not  a 
steamer  which  discharged  its  cargo  on 
the  shores  of  our  Colonies,  there  ^as 
not  a  letter  sent  home,  not  a  telegram 
which  flashed  its  tale  of  joy  or  sorrow 
from  the  Mother  Country  to  her  chil- 
dren, that  was  not  an  additional  link 
to  the  bonds  whioh  bound  our  Colonies 
Mr.  Otbome  Morgan 
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to  us,  and  he  believed  that  nothing 
would  tend  more  to  promote  that  Impe- 
rial unity  which  they  all  desired,  than 
the  knowledge  that  the  Motion  of  hta 
hon.  Friend  had  been  accepted  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  the 
Buitability  of  Colonial  Government  iDscribed 
Ijtocbi  for  Trait  inveitmenta  ahonld  ba  mora 
adoqaatoly  recognised," — f.%-  Ottrgt  BaitU' 
Potcell.) 

TheCHANOELLOHoftmEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Oosghen)  (St.  George's, 
HanoverSqnare)said,  be  approached  the 
consideration  of  this  subject  with  every 
desire  to  do  justice  to  the  efforts  which 
the  Colonies  Qad  made  to  maintain  their 
credit.  It  was  a  sign  both  of  the 
honesty  of  our  Colonies  and  of  their 
strength  and  vitality  that,  in  the  com- 
paratively short  term  of  their  existence, 
the  credit  in  which  they  stood  was 
superior  to  that  of  most  European  coun- 
tries. He  felt  how  fully  they  de- 
served the  position  which  they  held  in 
the  money  market,  and  no  remark  would 
foil  from  him  which  could  in  the  slightest 
degree  detract  from  the  gratifioation 
whioh  every  memberofthe  Empire  must 
feel  that  not  only  our  own  finances  were 
in  a  satisfaotory  state,  but  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  Colony  whose  finances  did  not 
rest  on  a  secure  foundation.  Our 
Colonies  had  borrowed  rapidly  and 
freely.  His  hon.  Friend  pointed  almost 
with  pride  to  the  rapid  strides  with 
whioh  they  bad  competed  in  that  respect 
with  Foreign  States;  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  magnitude  of  their  debt 
was  one  of  the  arguments  which  would 
commend  itself  to  theHouse  of  Commons. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  for  one 
moment  would  depreciate  the  sentimen- 
tal aspect  of  the  question.  He  qnite 
understood  that  the  Colonies  attached 
importance  to  the  legislative  position  of 
their  loans.  It  was  not,  therefore,  from 
any  want  of  sympathy  that  he  spoke. 
But  we  were  bound  to  took  at  this  ques- 
tion not  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
present  only ;  we  must  look  at  it  with 
regard  to  the  future  and  to  all  the  in- 
terests at  stake.  Bis  hon.  Friend 
admitted  that  his  proposal,  if  adopted, 
might  do  some  small  damage  to  the 
credit  of  this  country.  As  temporary 
guardian  of  that  credit,  he  should  be 
extremely   jealous   of  anything  whictt 
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TOtild  trench  eren  in  the  sliglitest  degree 
upon  it.  It  was  apparent  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  at  all  times  a  tendency 
to  borrow  from  the  State ;  and  looking 
to  the  vast  number  of  objects  for  which 
it  waa  desired  to  have  recourse  to  Im- 
perial  credit,  he,  as  OhanosUor  of  the 
£zchequer,  must  say  that  nothing  ought 
to  foe  done  which  could  in  any  way  tend 
to  bring  about  the  result  which  his  bon. 
Friend  was  able  to  contemplate  with 
equanimity — namely,  a  reduction  in 
the  price  of  Britislk  Stocks.  It  was 
his  duty  to  look  to  the  interest  of 
the  credit  of  the  State,  and  to  point 
out  that  we  must  have  regard  to  the  tre- 
mendous demands  which  might  yet  be 
made  upon  the  credit  of  the  State,  and 
that  not  in  emergencies  only,  when  a 
difference  of  1  per  cent  in  the  price  of 
Consols  might  be  of  importance  to  this 
country.  Not  only  might  we  have  to 
borrow  in  great  emergencies,  but  there 
were  many  occasions  when  the  State 
ought  to  lend  for  useful  purposes. 
Whatever  view  might  be  taken  of 
the  Motion,  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to 
dismiss  from  their  minds  that  part  of 
the  argument  which  went  to  show  that 
by  adopting  it  we  should  not  tamper 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  the  borrow- 
ing power  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
Bis  hon.  Friend  spoEe  of  the  difficulty 
which  trustees  experienced  in  finding 
facilities  for  investment.  He  did  not 
sea  that  there  was  that  difficulty  which 
his  hon.  Friitnd  seemed  to  think,  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  what  was  the  essence 
of  the  case.  The  House  was  not  asked 
simply  to  authorize  investments  b^  trus- 
tees in  Colonial  Funds.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  was  that  where,  by  will, 
trustees  had  been  precluded  from  in- 
vesting in  Colonial  Funds  the  State 
should  set  that  aside  and  authorize  the 
inclusion  of  Colonial  Fnnds.  It  had 
been  said  that  in  every  well-drawn  trust 
Colonial  Stocks  ought  to  be  included. 
He  certainly  thought  the;  ought  to  be. 
If  he  had  to  establish  trusts  himself 
he  would  probably  include  a  por- 
tion of  the  Colonial  Stocks.  But  it 
was  a  different  thing  to  say  that  where 
a  will  had  been  made  and  trusts  created, 
and  where  Colonial  Stocks  had  been  ex- 
cluded, we  should  step  in  and  say  that 
they  ought  to  be  included.  That  was 
T6Mj  what  was  asked.  It  was  asked 
that  we  should  establish  these  securi- 
ties in  a  position  which  was  not  an- 
YOL.  OCOXXVn.    [thihd  essraa.] 


ticipated  by  those  who  made  the  trusts. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  proposal,  if 
adopted,  would  have  any  great  practical 
effect.  But  he  would  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to  some  circumstances  which  might 
ultimately  produce  friction.  With  re- 
gard to  die  action  already  taken  by  the 
Courts  of  Law,  he  believed  that  various 
options  had  been  given  to  trustees.  For 
instance,  thsy  were  allowed  to  invest  in 
Ifunioipal  Stocks,  but  the  Courts  had 
found  it  extremely  dif&oult  to  arrive  at 
any  conclusion,  and  the  Act  had  come  to 
be  inoperative  in  r^ard  to  those  Stocks. 
With  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Scotch 
Courts,  it  had  been  found  so  difficult  to 
establish  what  would  be  a  safe  Colonial 
Stock  that  in  this  case,  too,  the  law  had 
been  practically  inoperative.  If  we 
legislated  in  the  direction  recommended 
by  his  hon.  Friend  and  vested  the  dis- 
cretion in  the  Courts,  the  Courts  would 
probably  be  averse  to  undertake  it,  and 
the  law  would  be  entirely  inoperative. 
Ho  had  referred  to  the  possibility  of 
friction,  and  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion it  must  be  remembered  that  we 
must  put  all  Colonies  on  the  same  foot- 
ing. It  would  not  be  possible  to  draw 
up  a  Schedule  of  Colonies,  and  say  that 
the  credit  of  this  one  and  of  that  one 
was  good  enough,  but  that  the  credit 
of  a  third  was  not  good  enough  to  he 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  Consols. 
His  hon.  Friend  behind  him  had  given 
instances  of  some  Colonies  which  were 
as  safe  as  possible,  and  whose  credit 
stood  BO  high  that  there  could  be  no 
question,  at  all  events  for  many  years, 
of  their  absolute  solvency.  But  we 
must  judge  not  by  the  best  Colonies, 
but  also  by  the  weakest.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  draw  up  a  list.  Was  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  then,  to  consider  the 
credit  of  ail  the  various  Colonies  ;  were 
the  Judges  to  meet  and  say  what  was 
the  borrowing  power  of  each  Colony  P 
With  the  greatest  reverence  for  those 
august  gentlemen,  he  doubted  whether 
Uiat  was  a  task  for  which  they  were 
properly  qualified.  His  hon.  Friend 
bad,  with  great  ingenuity,  invented  an 
automatic  process  by  whioh  it  could  be 
decided  whether  the  Stocks  of  a  Colony 
were  to  be  admitted  or  not.  He  had 
proposed  that  when  the  Four  per  Cent 
Stock  of  a  Colony  stood  above  par 
investment  should  be  permitted  in  its 
funds,  and  eim  vend.  But  he  would  ask- 
the  House  to  remember  that  the  Tny 
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object  of  tiuats  waa  to  give  a  permanent 
security.  Why  was  money  put  under 
trust  at  all  ?  Simply  in  order  to  give  a 
more  permanent  oharaoter  to  the  invest- 
ment than  could  bs  givea  to  it  other- 
wise. If  they  were  to  judge  any  Stock 
by  its  value  at  a  given  moment,  they 
would  be  applying  a  test  which,  in  the 
end,  would  be  misleadiiig.  A  Stock 
might  be  above  par  at  issue  and  then 
f^  below  it.  The  hon.  Member  had 
compared  the  value  of  these  Stocks  with 
those  of  foreign  countries,  and  had 
shown  that,  greatly  to  the  credit  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  communities,  their  Stocks 
stood  higher.  But  none  of  these  foreign 
Stocks  were,  or  ought  to  be,  included  in 
trusts.  They  stood  in  the  category  of 
those  Stocks  which  might  be  invested  ' 
if  the  testator  chose  to  select  them,  but 
no  Farliament  would  assert  that  it  was 
right   to  include   the   Stocks   of   any 


foreign  country,  however  ^at  and 
powerfiil,  among  those  in  which  perma- 
nent investments  shoiild  be  made.  By 
his  comparison,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  show  that  the  Stocks 
of  those  communities  should  be  included 
in  trusts.  Allusion  had  been  made  to  an- 
other difficulty  with  regard  to  Colonial 
Stocks — namdy,  that  we  had  no  control 
over  them.  That  was  certainly  a  very 
strong  objection  to  dealing  with  these 
Stocks  in  the  manner  suggested.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  bad  said  that 
we  had  only  a  shadowy  control  over  the 
finances  of  India,  but  we  had  a  much 
greater  control  over  the  finances  of 
India  than  over  those  of  our  Golonii 
The  finances  of  India  were  administered 
by  a  Secretary  of  State  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Imperial  Oovemment. 
While  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  long 
before  the  ties  between  us  and  any  of 
oar  Oolonies  were  severed,  it  waa  clear 
that  those  ties  were  not  of  the  same 
character  as  those  which  bound  us  to 
India.  We  had  no  control,  for  instance, 
over  the  finances  of  Australia ;  we  could 
not  limit  their  issues  in  any  degree. 
What  Oovemment  would  venture  to 
veto  any  financial  proposal  made  by  one 
of  our  self-governing  Oolonies  7  They 
were  asked  to  put  on  the  same  footing 
with  secnrities  now  induded  in  trusts 
funds  which  were  well  deserving  of 
credit,  but  over  which  that  House  had 
absolutely  no  oontrol,  and  to  vary  trusts 
in  order  to  do  this  was  a  step  far  ia  ad< 
Jfr.  &Mehm 


vanoe  of  anything  which  they  had  yet 
done.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  in  any  case  they 
might  make  mistakes,  and  he  had  shown 
that  securities  had  been  included  in 
trust  investments  which  could  became 
dangerous,  such  as  mortgages  on  land, 
which  had  been  deemed  a  safe  security 
at  one  time.  But  there  were  two  in- 
ferences which  might  be  drawn  &om 
this ;  on  the  one  hand,  they  might  give 
up  the  idea  of  placing  a  definite  limit 
on  trust  investments  because  they  were 
not  far-seeing  enough ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  might  confine  their  trust 
securities  to  those  with  regard  to  which 
they  had  absolute  confidence  that  thsy 
would  be  safe  in  all  conditions.  They 
had  such  absolute  confidence  with  regard 
to  British  Funds ;  but,  in  spite  of  uieir 
belief  in  the  Colonies,  they  had  scarcely 
advanced  so  far  that  their  Stocke  could 
be  put  on  entirely  the  same  footing. 
They  should  be  careful  before  they 
widened  the  area  of  those  securities 
which  ought  to  be  included  in  trusts. 
There  were  two  other  objections  which 
had  been  raised.  One  was  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  sue  the  Colonies ;  and 
the  other  was  that  we  had  no  control 
over  the  amount  of  issues.  They  had 
been  told  that  they  were  to  be  able  to 
sue  the  Agent  General  of  a  Colony  in 
this  country ;  but  if  there  were  to  be 
such  a  thing  as  a  repudiation,  he  did  not 
expect  that  there  would  be  such  assets 
with  the  Agent  General  in  this  countiT 
as  would  afibrd  much  security  in  such 
disappointing  circumstances.  Hethought 
that,  at  all  events,  there  should  be  simul- 
taneous action  on  the  part  of  the  Colonies, 
and  that  the  Cclonies  should  agree  to 
propose  means  to  enable  the  holders  of 
their  Stock  to  sue.     With  regard  to  any 

gower  of  limitation  of  the  issues  of  the 
olonies,hiahon.FneudhadalmoBtgiven 
up  that  queetion  ;  nor,  indeed,  was  it  de- 
sirable that  their  issues  should  be  limited 
so  long  as  they  were  employed  in  re- 
munerative and  excellent  work.  He 
placed  before  the  House  in  no  dog- 
matic spirit  these  coneiderations,  wbiim, 
at  all  events,  ought  to  be  present  to  their 
mindi  before  they  advanced  on  the  road 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
had  not  said  one  word  which  was  dis- 
paraging to  the  credit  of  our  Colonies, 
or  wanting  in  sympathy  for  their  de- 
velopment, both  financial  and  industrial. 
He  felt  to  the  full  what  had  been  said  by 
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the  hon.  Uember,  that  the  fact  of  this 
country,  as  far  as  possible,  assiatiiig  the 
Colonies  by  its  Money  Market  was  a. 
ciToumstance  which,  would  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  bonds  which 
existed  b«tw»en  them  and  this  country. 
Bat  Bometimee,  when  the  Colonies  were 
irritated —  and  they  were  Irritated  at 
causes  which  we  occasionally  thought 
somewhat  slight — at  those  moments  they 
were  apt  to  forget  the  advantages  which 
they  dsrived  from  their  connection  with 
the  Mother  Country.  Although  their 
high  credit  was  due  in  the  main  to  their 
industry,  goad  management,  and  buai- 
nese-like  qualities,  on  the  olber  hand, 
he  believed  that  it  was  also  largely  due 
to  the  fact  that  they  were  able  to  come 
as  Colonists  and  fellow- subjects  to  the 
London  Money  Market,  and  to  find 
greater  facilities  and  greater  readiness 
to  lend  tbaa  they  would  find  in  any 
other  Money  Market  in  Europe,  or  than 
they  would  find  if  they  were  to  out 
themselves  adrift  and  to  become  inde- 
pendent oommunitteB.  Beferenoe  had 
been  made  to  the  extraordinarily  low 
rate  of  interest  at  which  Canada  had 
lately  been  able  to  borrow  money ;  but 
he  had  the  highest  authority  for  saying 
that  that  was  in  part  due  to  the  oonver- 
sion  which  had  lately  taken  place,  and  to 
the  fact  that  the  rate  of  interest  had 
been  generally  lowered.  What  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  Imperial 
Funds  had  reacted  on  others,  and  Canada 
had  thus  derived  great  support  from 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  National  Debt  of  this  country.  He 
thought  it  would  prove  extremely  agree- 
able to  the  Colonies  that  this  Motion  had 
been  bronght  forward,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  would  be  gratified  by  the  tone  of 
the  debate.  He  trusted,  especially  as 
the  Motion  did  not  suggest  any  practical 
steps  and  was  simply  an  abstract  pro- 
position, that  it  would  be  withdrawn, 
and  not  pressed  to  a  Division. 

Babon  DIM8DALE  (Herts,  Hitohin), 
in  supporting  the  Besolution,  said,  he 
thought  it  very  desirable  that  the  powers 
of  trustees  should  be  enlarged,  that  they 
should  not  be  limited  and  confined,  as 
they  now  were,  to  the  old  funds,  but, 
where  it  was  advisable,  they  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  investing  in  these 
new  trusts. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  (Leicester;)  said, 
that,  as  he  had  spent  many  years  in  the 
Australian  Colonies,  be  desired  to  a&y 


one  or  two  words.  The  Australian 
Colonies  and  the  House  had  every  right 
to  be  thankful  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Sir  George  Saden- Powell) 
for  bringing  this  question  forward.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  very  properly  said 
they  were  all  satisfied  as  to  the  security 
offered  by  the  Oolonies  for  any  iuveat- 
ments  of  this  kind.  He  (Mr.  A. 
M'Arthur]  was  frequently  asked  by  per- 
sons as  to  the  Colonial  Securities,  and 
his  invariable  answer  was  that  they 
were  quite  as  good  and  safe  as  the  Bank 
of  England.  It  had  been  said  we  had 
not  yet  touched  the  bottom  of  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies.  He  thought  we  had 
scarcely  touched  the  surfaoe  of  them. 
Tbere  was  an  amount  of  mineral  and 
vegetable  wealth  in  those  Colonies 
which  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
exaggerate.  While  ho  admitted  the 
truth  of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  Colonies  owed  much  to 
tnis  country,  this  country  owed  a  very 
great  deal  to  the  Colonies  for  the  out- 
let for  English  capital  which  they 
afforded.  He  had  great  pleasure  in 
supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  adoption  of  whose  sug- 
gestions would  be  of  great  benefit  to 
this  country  and  the  Colouies. 

Sib  filCHARD  TEMPLE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Evesham)  said,  he  rose  for 
the  pnrpose  of  rectifying  a  mistake 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  appeared 
to  have  made.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the 
finances  of  India  were  really  not  under 
the  control  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
When  that  statement  was  very  justly 
challenged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that,  at  all  events,  the  control  was 
shadowy.  He  begged  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  s  pardon  ;  the  control 
was  real.  He  assured  the  House  that  the 
Indian  finances,  from  beginning  to  end, 
from  top  to  bottom,  in  general  and  in 
detail,  were  under  the  fullest  control  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was,  oa  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  responsible  to 
this  House.  Certainly,  India  had  aa 
interest  slightly  adverse  to  the  Be«olu- 
tion  of  his  hoq.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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he  Kirkdale  Division  of  Liverpool  (Sir 
Oeorgo  Baden- Powell),  because  the 
investing  in  Colonial  secarities  would 
pro  tanlo  divert  oapitaliats  from  the  In- 
dian eecuritiea  pertaining;  to  railways 
and  caualn  in  India.  Still,  we  were 
hound  to  consider  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land also.  Now,  of  late,  English  in- 
vestments had  been  narrowed — landed 
securities  had  been  inevitably  depre- 
ciated, and  now,  by  the  recently  success- 
ful operations  of  Qovemment,  even  Con- 
sols were  less  valuable  to  investors  than 
they  were.  Therefore,  we  must  look 
further  afield  to  our  Colonies  ;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  prosperoas  cose 
arrayw  by  his  hon.  Friend's  statistics,  he 
must  admit  the  Besolution  was  worthy  of 
acceptance  in  Indian  circles  and  in  all 
other  ciroles. 

Mb.  EVANS  (Southampton)  said,  he 
rose  to  address  the  House  for  the  first 
time  with  great  deference,  because  he  felt 
that  his  want  of  knowledge  of  the  for- 
malities of  the  House  might  cause  him 
to  transgreee  some  of  them.  When  he 
came  down  to  the  House  he  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  of  taking  part  in  the 
debate,  and  he  only  rose  to  do  so  be- 
cause, when  be  read  the  Besolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool,  he  interpreted  it  to 
mean  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
authority  for  trustees  to  invest  their 
trust  funds  in  Colonial  Securities.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  placed  a  somewhat 
different  interpretation  upon  the  Reso- 
lution, and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkdale  would  state  the 
exact  meaning  of  his  Besolution.  If  the 
Resolution  meant,  as  he  supposed  it  did, 
that  trustees  should  have  the  right  to 
invest  their  trust  funds  in  Colonial  Go- 
vernment Securities  when  no  such  direct 
authoritywasgiven  in  the  trust,  heshould 
oppose  the  Besolution  to  the  very  last, 
tfnder  such  circumstance s,  he  should  be 
sorry,  in  the  first  place,  for  the  benefi- 
ciaries under  the  trust,  in  the  second  place 
for  the  Ooloniets  themselves,  and  in  the 
third  place  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  intimated  that  there 
was  a  danger  which  was  certainly  familiar 
to  him  (Mr.  Evans),  and  which  must  be 
familiar  to  all  those  who  knew  Colonial 
Governments  well — there  was  a  danger 
which  arose  from  the  facilities  to  borrow. 
Sir  Sifhard  Tmplf 


Steuritiet. 


There  were  connected  with  the  Colonial 
Governments,  ae  there  were  in  this 
country  and  in  every  country,  a  certain 
set  of  people  who  loved  to  borrow  money 
without  any  thought  as  to  the  way  they 
were  to  expend  it.  He  was  familiar 
with  several  of  the  Colonies  of  this 
country,  perhaps  more  familiar  than 
most  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  knew  from  experi- 
ence that  loans  were  obtained  without 
any  olear  understanding  as  to  the  way 
in  which  the  money  was  to  be  expended. 
Many  loans  were  not  originated  as  they 
ought  to  be — for  some  great  exploit  or 
some  great  expansion  of  the  countryfur 
which  the  money  was  borrowed.  They 
often  originated  in  the  wish  of  certain 
financiers  to  borrow  first,  and  find  the 
means  of  spending  the  mone^  afterwards. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  ^rkdale  pro- 
posed this  Besolution  with  the  view  of 
the  investment  of  tiiut  funds  in  the  way 
he  (Mr.  Evans)  had  described,  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  debate  should  be 
carried  on  much  longer,  in  order  to  show 
— certainly  he  would  undertake  to  show 
— the  many  fallacies  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  market  price ;  but 
market  price  was  something  by  which 
no  one  ought  to  be  guided.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  of  the  United  States 
Four  per  Oents  being  at  £29  premium. 
Within  the  last  20  years  he  (Mr.  Evans) 
had  bought  that  Stock  at  62  discount. 
How  could  they  take  that  as  a  proof  of 
the  value  of  Colonial  Securities  r  It  was 
utterly  f  alladouB.  Again,  it  waa  neces- 
sary to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  all  these  improvements 
in  the  Colonies  were  really  commercial 
enterprizes.  If  they  applied  the  test  of  the 
Market,  the  lenders  of  money  could  well 
examine  the  enterprizes,  and  if  they 
found  them  worthy  of  support  they 
would  lend  the  money  at  a  fair  rate.  If, 
however,  the  promoters  could  torn  to 
trustees — the  majority  of  whom  were 
quite  unable  to  investigate  the  securities, 
and  quite  unable  to  form  an  opinion 
whether  the  securities  were  good  or  sot 
—they  would  have  the  trustees  trying  to 
persuade  the  Colonisie  to  borrow  their 
money.  When  the  Colonists  had  bor- 
rowed the  money  they  would  try  to 
spend  it  in  some  way  or  other,  a  pro- 
ceeding  unlikely  to  result  favourably 
for  either  party.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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bad  gone  so  oompletely  over  the  ground 
that  he  would  not  further  trespass  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House. 

Ub..  gray  (Essex.  Maldoa)  said, 
that  if  the  House  would  allow  him,  he 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  remarks 
upon  the  subject  under  diaousaion.  He 
was  very  much  indebted  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkdale  (Sir 
George  Baden-Fowell)  for  having  called 
the  attention  of  the  Houae  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  although  he  (Mr.  Gray]  appre- 
ciated all  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  the 
Chanoelior  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  as 
to  the  necessity  of  treating  with  the 
greatest  care  the  powers  given  to 
trustees,  he  desired  to  point  out  that 
there  was  another  side  to  the  question, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  the  interest 
of  the  annuitants.  At  the  present  time 
land  was  looked  upon  somewhat  sus- 
piciously as  an  iuvestment,  and  although 
the  Conversion  Scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  be  said  to  have  been  brought 
to  a  Buooessful  issue,  there  were  many 

Seople  in  England  who  felt  that  that 
cheme  had  not  been  an  altogether 
brilliant  piece  of  legislation  for  them. 
He  alluded  now,  of  course,  to  the  annui- 
tants. He  had  heard  from  many  annui- 
tants that  their  incomes  had  been  so  re- 
duced by  the  Conversion  Scheme  that 
they  found  it  was  very  difficult  to  make 
ends  meet.  There  was  one  class  of 
annuitants  who  bad  felt  the  Conversion 
Scheme  more  severely,  perhaps,  than 
any  others,  and  they  were  the  annuitants 
who  received  their  incomes  from  Chan- 
cery held  property.  It  seemed  to  him 
very  hard  that  the  law  should  say  to 
these  people — "You  must  invest  your 
money  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,"  and 
that  that  should  be  supplemented  by 
legislation,  which  said — "and  we  will 
give  you  just  what  we  like  for  your 
money."  He  hoped  that  although  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Besolntion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber tor  Kirkdale,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man woald  oonsider  tbe  question  and 
deal  with  it  before  long,  perhaps  in  a 
modified  form. 

Ma.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  only  rose  in  consequence  of  the 
very  extraordinary  declaration  of  tbe 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  tbe 
Evesham  Division  of  Worcester  (Sir 
Bichard    Temple)   that  the  House  of 


Commons  bad  complete  control  over  tbe 
finances  of  India  from  top  to  bottom. 
As  far  as  his  experience  went,  the  only 
opportunity  they  had  of  even  alluding 
to  tbe  finances  of  India  was  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  the  introduction  of 
the  Indian  Budget.  That  Budget  was 
generally  introduced  when  the  rest  of 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  disposed 
of,  and  when  tbe  House  was  compara- 
tively empty.  It  was  not  true  that  they 
had  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  as  they  had 
of  dealing  with  other  Secretaries  of 
State,  because  his  salary  did  not  appear 
in  tbe  Estimates.  The  control  which 
Parliament  exercised  over  the  finances 
of  India  was  really  limited  to  the  risk 
of  the  ballot. 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN -POWELL 
said,  he  bad  a  difficulty  to  find  anything 
to  reply  to,  because  all  that  had  been 
said  substantially  supported  bis  Besoln- 
tion. The  only  objection  urged  against 
automatic  regulation  was  that  there  was 
no  security  against  a  fall  in  value  ;  but 
all  Funds  were  liable  to  fall  in  value, 
and  therefore  the  objection  was  not 
specially  applicable  to  Colonial  Securi- 
ties. He  wished  to  see  legislation  which 
should  include  such  securities  and  enable 
trustees  to  invest  money  in  securities 
which  were  not  as  yet  open  to  trustees  ; 
but  he  supposed  the  legislation  would 
not  be  retrogressive  and  would  not  affect 
existing  trusts.  He  thought  the  House 
was  with  him,  and  therefore  he  asked 
leave  not  to  press  the  Besolntion  to  a 
Division. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (El^n  and  Nairn] 
said,  he  did  not  think  such  a  conclusion 
would  be  at  all  satisfactory.  It  was  an 
extraordinary  thing,  if  the  House  were 
in  favour  of  the  Besolution,  to  surest 
that  it  should  be  withdrawn.  Ha  had 
moved  a  similar  Amendment  to  the 
Budget,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Ooschen)  then  said  that  the  proposal 
should  be  favourably  considered  by  the 
Government  and  facilities  given  for 
legislation  this  Session.  He  understood 
that  a  Bill  bad  been  introduced  into  the 
other  House,  and  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  assented  to  the  principle  of 
this  Besolntion.  He  did  not  think  the 
Resolnlion  should  be  withdrawn,  ex- 
cept upon  the  understanding  that 
there    would    be  legislation  tbia  Sea- 
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The  CHANCELLORofthk  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschsk)  (St.  Gao^e'a, 
Hanover  Square)  §aid,  that  accepting 
the  hon.  Member's  interpretation  of  his 
ovn  Beeolution,  that  it  was  not  to  in' 
voire  the  setting;  aside  of  trusts,  ii 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  it  in  view 
of  the  legislation  pending  in  "another 
place." 

Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

ECCLESIASnOAL  ABSESSUENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND).—RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  HTJNTEE  (Aberdeen,  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  assessment 
of  property  in  Scotland  for  eocIesiaBtical 
purposes  ;    and  to  move — 

"That,  in  ths  opinion  of  thit  Hoaw, 
inexpedient  that  Aueaamsnta  for  Eccleaiaitical 
porpoaea  in  Scotland  ahonld  be  maintained, 
and  that  in  lien  thet-eof  an  equiralent  annnal 
aaBesament  oaght  to  be  made  for  auiiting' 
Saoondarj'  Education  in  Scotland," 
■aid,  he  might  best  explain  tho  subject 
to  English  Members  b;  saying  that  the 
nearest  parallel  which  he  could  find  to 
it  was  the  controversy  that  some  years 
ago  excited  great  interest  in  this  coun- 
try— namely.  Church  rates.  It  might 
be  asked  how,  in  Scotland,  where  the 
friends  of  religious  equality  and  the 
supporters  of  the  Liberal  Party  were 
stronger  than  in  England,  there  should 
be  any  question  of  Church  rates  so  long 
after  the  question  had  been  settled  in 
England;  and,  in  mentioning  this,  be 
pointed  out  that  the  question  was  settled 
in  England  without  inTolving  the  larger 
question  of  Disestablishment.  The  rea- 
son why  Church  rates  continued  in  Bcot- 
]aQd  was  that,  while  in  England  they 
were  paid  by  the  occupier,  in  Scotland 
they  were  paid  by  the  owner  of  land. 
In  Scotland  the  payments  for  eccle- 
siastical purposes  were  a  hereditary 
burden  upon  land  ;  and  he  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Glasgow 
and  Aberdeen  UniTersitiee,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  hia  intention  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Motion.  While 
the  Motion  involved  two  very  different 
propositions — each  of  which  he  ought  to 
be  in  a  position  to  prove — one  of  those 
propositions  had  been  removed  by  the 
hoD.  Member  for  the  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities,  who  stated  in  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  that  these  aesessments  "had 
been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time 
immemorial."    There  were  four  obliga- 


tions imposed  by  the  old  Statutes  of 
Scotland  on  the  owners  of  land — namely, 

(1)  to   build   and   maintain  churches; 

(2)  to  build  and  maintain  manses  in  the 
rural  districts  ;  (3)  to  provide  church- 
yards ;  and  (4)  to  provide  schools  and 
pay  the  schoolmasters.  AH  these  obli- 
gations had,  for  the  last  itOO  years,  been 
n  first  charge  upon  land  in  Scotland, 
and  they  partook  rather  of  the  nature 
of  tithes  than  rates.  There  was  a 
difference  between  the  position  of  the 
larger  buighs  in  Scotland  and  rural  dis- 
tricts in  respect  of  these  assessments. 
In  the  large  burghs  the  question  was  so 
bound  up  with  other  questions  connected 
with  the  Established  Church  that  they 
could  scarcely  be  disentangled ;  but  in 
the  rural  districts  the  question  was 
totally  distinct,  and  the  obligatioa  was 
totally  distinct.  It  was  not  possible  for 
him  to  givo  the  House  the  exact  amount 
of  these  aesessments,  because  the  Be- 
tums  were  not  complete;  but,  from 
1879-80,  they  had  continuous  Beturns 
for  seven  years,  and  he  found  that  ia 
the  rural  districts,  and  in  the  districts 
partly  rural  and  partly  urban,  tha 
amount  registered  for  these  assessments 
during  the  seven  years  was  £406,741, 
or  an  average  of  £S8,100  a-year.  That 
was  a  very  large  sum^much  larger 
th.ia  would  be  spent  if  those  who  used 
the  churches  had  to  provide  the  money 
themselves.  Inasmuch  as  the  clergy 
themselves  in  their  Presbyteries  were 
the  authority  that  determined  how  much 
money  should  be  spent,  he  need  hardly 
Bay  that  they  charged  on  a  princely  and 
liberal  scale.  Therefore,  the  amount 
raised  was  extravagant.  The  first  ob- 
jection to  this  hereditary  burden  was 
that  the  demands  made  upon  the  laud- 
lords  were  beyond  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  In  the  second  place,  these 
burdens  were  of  a  peculiarly  irritating 
character,  because  they  were  most  irre- 
gular in  their  incidence.  Sometimes  10 
years  elapsed  and  no  demand  was  made 
upon  the  heritors,  and  then  suddenly 
£2,C0O  or  £3,000  might  be  demanded 
in  a  single  year.  He  was  aware  that  in 
IS62  an  Act  was  passed  mitigating  the 
inconvenience  of  this  assessment  by  pro- 
viding that  in  the  case  of  new  churches 
the  expenditure  might  be  spread  over  a 
period  of  10  years.  There  was  another 
grievance  which  was  felt  very  much  in 
"e  small  towns  and  villages  of  Scotland 

■namely,  that  the  feuars  had  been  held 
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Maoy  of  these  ieoars  were  compara- 
tivel;  poor,  and  there  could  be  no  donbt 
that,  although  under  Sootch  law  they 
were  liahle,  it  had  been  felt  by  the  land- 
lords themBelTSB  in  most  parts  of  Soot- 
land  that  it  was  a  hardanip  to  charge 
an;  of  this  aueesnieDt  upon  the  feuani. 
In  the  Amendment  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen 
Universities  had  given  Notice,  he  was 
not  quite  right  in  auggesting  that  those 
aaaessments  vere  for  churches  alone. 
They  were,  as  be  had  said,  for  manses, 
and  for  ohurohyards  as  well.  It 
vaa  upon  the  fact  that  these  burdens 
were  of  a  hereditary  and  of  an  ancient 
oharaoter  that  he  based  his  areum.ent 
that,  whatever  was  to  be  done  with  the 
proceeds  of  these  assessments,  they  were 
a  burden  upon  the  landlordfromwhiohhe 
ought  not  to  be  relieved.  The  landlord, 
at  all  events,  had  no  claim  on  any  portion 
of  this  assessment,  whatever  was  to  be 
done  with  it.  The  question  between  the 
hon.  Uember  and  himself  was  not  one 
of  relief  to  landlords,  but  one  as  to  the 
nses  to  which  this  money  should  be  ap- 
plied. What  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  do  was  to  declare  that,  instead  of  this 
irregular  and  somewhat  vexatious  use, 
the  assessment  ought  to  be  employed  for 
the  purposes  of  secondly  or  technical 
education  in  Scotland.  He  was  glad  to 
find,  from  the  Amendment  of  which  No- 
tice had  been  given  by  Me  hon.  Friend, 
that  he  would  not  deny  that,  if  this 
money  was  to  be  applied  towards  any 
Mcolar  purpose,  there  was  none  more 
deserving  than  that  of  secondary  or 
technioaleducation  in  the  rural  districts 
of  Scotland.  A  sum  of  £60,000  a-year 
wonld  probably  go  far  to  supply  the 
defioienciea  of  the  rural  districts  in  Scot- 
land in  regard  to  these  two  branches  of 
eduoal/on,  because  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  the  large  towns  would  have 
no  large  claim — or,  perhaps,  no  claim  at 
ail — on  the  fund.  The  whole  of  this 
money  would  be  available  for  the  deve- 
lopment of  secondary  and  technical  edu- 
cation in  the  rural  districts  of  Scotland. 
Supposing  this  contribution  were  con- 
Terted  into  an  annual  assessment,  wonld 
it  be  a  serious  imposition  on  the  land- 
lords ?  He  was  not  in  a  position  to  give 
the  azoot  figures  to  the  House,  because 
there  was  a  lock  of  accurate  in- 
formatioD  as  to  the  distribution  of  this 
burden ;  bnt  he  found  that  the  valuation 


roll  of  the  rural  districts  in  Scotland 
amounted  to  £12,000,000,  and,  at 
111.  in  the  pound,  that  would  give 
£50,000.  It  was  probable  that  the 
aiaessment  required  to  be  imposed  in 
view  of  this  burden  might  not  exceed 
Id.  in  the  pound — that  was  to  say,  that 
a  landlord  deriving  an  annual  income 
of  £1,200  would  only  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  £5  a-year.  This  would  not 
be  any  serious  burden  on  the  landlords, 
and  it  would  be  a  relief  from  an  irregu- 
lar and  obnoxione  tax.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  purposes  to  which  this  money 
should  be  applied.  The  hon.  Member 
contended  in  his  Amendment  that  this 
money  should  be  applied  to  the  purposes 
to  which  it  was  at  the  present  moment 
applied.  This  was  a  tax  upon  land,  and 
he  (Mr.  Hunter)  contended  that  thepro* 
duct  of  a  tax  was  the  property  of  the 
people,  and  he  altogether  denied  that  It 
was  right  that  the  property  of  the  com* 
munity  should  be  devoted  to  the  main- 
tenance of  one  of  the  numerous  religious 
denominations  into  which  Scotland  was 
divided.  There  was  a  time  in  the  his- 
tory  of  Scotland  when  this  tax  was  im- 
posed— there  was  a  time  when  there 
was  so  much  religious  unity  in  Scotland 
— so  much  unity  of  worship — that  it 
was  right  and  reasonable  that  the  main, 
tenance  of  the  churches,  as  the  main- 
tenance of  schools,  should  be  parochial 
burdens.  But  everyone  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  history  of  the  Church 
of  Sootland  knew  that  by  a  series  of  sne- 
cessive  seoessions  there  remained  now 
only  a  small  part  of  that  which  was  once 
the  whole  Church  of  Sootland,  and  it 
was  totally  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality — inoonsistent 
with  the  principle  of  eqoal  rights — that 
the  property  which  belonged  to  all  should 
be  applied  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of 
a  few.  It  might  be  said  that  the  Church 
of  Scotland  would  be  put  to  some  inoon- 
venienoe  by  the  withdrawal  of  this 
money.  But  it  would  be  in  no  worse 
position  than  any  other  of  the  denomi- 
nations. Besides,  nothing  would  be  bo 
beneficial  to  that  Ghnnth  as  to  be  oom- 
pelled  to  rely  for  repairs  to  plaoes  of 
worship  and  other  snch  expenditure 
upon  the  Christian  liberality  of  its 
people;  and, by aocustoming  themselves 
to  support  Ute  religious  ordinances  of 
their  own  Churches,  they  would  be  ^re- 
poring  themselves  for  the  inevitable  time 
when  theconneotion  between  Church  and 
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State  must  entirely  oaase.  Only  a  small 
addition  would  be  made  to  the  olaimB  on 
members  of  the  Churoh  if  this  souroe  of 
revenue  was  rsmoved,  and  a  great  and 
lasting  benefit  would  be  conferred  on  the 
oaase  of  seoondary  and  technical  educa- 
tion, which  the  hon.  Gentleman  theMover 
of  the  Amendment  himself  would  reoo^ 
nize  had  th«  best  claim  to  this  fund  if  it 
were  to  be  deroted  to  secular  purposes. 
For  these  reasons,  he  begged  to  submit 
the  Heeolntion  which  stood  in  his  name 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Mk.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  seconded  the 
Uotion. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  ia  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  ia 
inezpedient  that  Aseeagnienta  for  Ecclesiaatical 
puipoieti  in  Scotland  should  be  maintaioed,  and 
that  in  lieu  thereof  an  equivalent  annual  asses*- 
ment  ought  to  bt  mad*  for  agisting  SeoondaiT 
EduofttioQ  in  Scotland."— (Jfr,  Buntir.) 


Ma.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Olasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities],  in  rising  to 
move  as  an  Amendment — 

"  That  aa  the  EccleoiaaticBl  Assesamenta  have 
been  a  burden  upon  land  from  time  iiainemorial 
for  the  ereotion  and  repair  of  ohuroti  buildings 
in  the  old  parishes  of  Scotland,  this  House,  in 
tba  absence  of  anv  grievance  connected  there- 
with, except  in  t^e  cue  of  feuats,  for  whose 
relief  a  Bill  ia  now  before  Parliament,  declines 
to  entertain  a  proposal  to  alienate  these  assess- 
ments to  locnlar  uses," 

said,  that  the  hou.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter]  was  right  ia 
presuming  that  he  did  not  find  any  fault 
whatever  with  the  object  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  would  apply  this  money, 
so  far  as  regarded  that  object  itself. 
He  had  no  objection  to  secondary  or 
teohnioal  schools;  bat  h«  did  object 
to  the  proposal  that  these  should  be 
assisted  with  money  intended  for  an 
altogether  different  purpose.  These 
aasesaments  had  existed  for  three  oeu- 
turiea.  They  represented  a  burden 
upon  the  land  of  Scotland,  which  was 
ezprassly  recognized  and  thoroughly 
understood  by  every  landowner  when- 
ever any  property  was  bought  or  sold. 
This  bi:rden  was  taken  into  account  in 
the  price  given  for  properties,  so  that  it 
was  really  no  huraen  upon  the  laud* 
owner,  but  a  trust  which  he  held  for 
the  Church.  The  expreiaion  "ehurch 
buildings"  in  the  Ameadmant  was 
meant  to  bare  a  general  reference  to 
manses  and  glebes  as  well  as  to  ohurohea. 
Ih*  Church  rates  of  Englasd,  whioh 
weitt  dealt  with  by  legiilatioD  some 
Mr.HtoUtr 
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years  i^^  were  not  at  all  of  the  same 
nature  as  these  eoclesiastioal  assess- 
ments in  Sootland.  The  Ohuroh  rates 
were  imposed  by  the  votes  of  the  ooca- 
pants  of  a  parish ;  but  the  Church  of 
England  had  no  property  in  these  rates. 
In  Sootland,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
churches,  manses,  and  glebes  which 
were  maintained  by  these  aasessmenta 
were  the  property  of  the  heritors  who 
paid  the  assessments,  and  the  assess- 
ments were  the  recognized  endowments 
of  the  Church,  not  depending  in  any 
way  upon  the  vote  of  the  parish.  This, 
no  doubt,  was  an  important  question 
for  the  rural  districts,  for  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  see  how  the  churches  and  mansea 
could  be  maintained  in  some  parts  of 
Scotland  if  this  statutory  provision  waa 
withdrawn.  From  the  very  nature  of 
the  case  the  burden  must  be  irregular 
in  its  inoidence,  as  it  was  not  every- 
day that  repairs  ware  wanted,  or  that 
a  new  churoh  was  required  in  substitu* 
tion  of  the  old  one ;  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  very  difficult  to  substitute  aa 
equivalent  yearly  assessment  for  this 
burden.  There  was  no  grievance  be- 
yond that  admitted  in  the  Amendment 
with  respect  to  that  class  of  heritors  wbo 
were  known  as  feuars.  There  was  a 
peculiarity  in  their  case,  and  there  was 
a  Bill  now  before  Parliament  to  relieve 
these  feuars  of  their  aeknowledged  griev- 
ance. While  they  were  an  extremely 
numerous  class,  their  proportion  of  the 
total  amount  of  the  assessments  was 
very  small,  and  &om  an  analysts  of 
typical  districts  of  Sootland,  including 
three  divisions  of  Lanarkshire,  the  coun- 
ties of  Perth,  Mid  Lothian,  and  Rox- 
burgh, it  was  found  that  though 
these  feuars  were  77  per  cent  of  the 
number  of  heritors,  Uie  amount  of 
assessments  paid  by  them  was  only  13-7 
per  cent  of  the  whole;  so  that  while 
there  might  be  some  grievance  as  to 
14  per  cent  of  the  aseeesmente,  whioh  it 
was  proposed  to  remedy,  there  remained 
86  per  cent  of  the  assessments,  as  to  whioh 
therewas  no  ground  of  complaint.  Butthe 
real  meaning  of  the  Motion  was  shown  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Eunt«r),  for  he 
diverged  from  ecclesiastical  assessments 

gthe  queaden  of  Disestablishment  and 
isendowment.  This  Motion  was  really 
a  proposal  for  a  measure  of  Disendow- 
ment.  He  thought  this  was  scarcely 
ihe  opportunity  for  entering  into  the 
larger  questicHi  of  Diaestabliwrneat  and 
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Diaendowment,  espeoiall;  when  there 
WU  a  Hotion  on  the  Paper  for  Fridar 
night  vhioh  would  deBnitel;  raise  it. 
He  would  only  aay  that  while  it  might 
be  argned  that  the  Churoh  of  Bootland 
yraa  only  a  part  of  what  it  formerly  was, 
and  wlule  it  could  not  be  denied  that 
there  had  been  important  Beoeseions,  the 
faon.  Member  omitted  to  Bay  that  the 
Churoh  of  Scotland  was  etill  a  growing 
Church,  stronger  at  this  moment  than 
erer  before,  and  embraoing  within  its 
borders  aa  lai^e  a  numher  of  people  as 
all  the  other  PrSBbyterian  Ghurohea  in 
Scotland  put  together.  Theae  matters 
might  be  considered  beside  the  question, 
but  what  he  would  submit  to  the  House 
was  that  an  arrangement  which  had 
been  in  existence  for  300  years  ought 
not  to  he  hastily  set  aside,  and  that  they 
ought  not  now,  for  the  sake  of  secondary 
education  or  technical  schools,  to  dis- 
endow, to  some  extent,  the  National 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 

SraCHAHLES  DALETMPLE  (Ips- 
wich), in  aeoonding  the  Amendment, 
said,  he  had  listened  with  considerable 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen,  and  he  must  say  that 
he  bad  seldom  heard  a  weaker  advocacy 
of  a  great  change.  And,  as  if  to  gire  a 
greater  air  of  unreality  to  the  proceeding, 
uie  Hotion  was  seconded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth),  whose 
acquaintance  with  the  ecclesiBBtical 
a&ira  of  Scotland  must  be  of  a  very 
recent  date.  He  recognized  in  the 
speech  a  movement  in  favour  of  Diaen- 
dowment,  and  one  reason  given  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Motion  was  that  Churoh 
rates  in  England  had  been  aboliahed. 
But  he  almost  immediately  stated  that 
Church  rates  in  England  and  Church 
aeBeasments  in  Bootland  were  a  totally 
different  thing.  Then  he  (Sir  Charles 
Dalrymple]  had  always  been  under  the 
impreaaion  that  the  amount  derived  from 
Church  asBeasments  in  Scotland  was  very 
small ;  and  he  thought  even  £56,000 
was  so  modest  a  sum  to  be  derived  from 
that  aouroe  that  it  was  hardly  worth  the 
hon.  Member*a  while  to  covet  it.  No 
doubt  a  laudable  motive  lay  at  the  root 
of  the  Motion.  It  waa  to  dud  funds  for 
secondary  education  in  Scotland.  In 
that  desire  they  all  sympathiEed;  but  he 
wished  that  the  hon.  Member  had  looked 
elsewhere  in  order  to  satisfy  his  very 


laudable  desire.  He  ventured  to  aay 
that  there  was  no  grievance  whatever 
connected  with  the  ecclesiastical  assess- 
ments in  the  old  parishea  of  Scotland, 
and  if  there  was  a  grievance  in  the  case 
of  the  feuara,  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
those  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  that  it  had  not  been  remedied 
before  the  present  time.  He  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  bon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hunter)  had  any  authority  to  speak  for 
theae  feuars,  and  whether  they  would  be 
prepared  to  give  an  equivalent  annual 
assessment  for  scoondaiy  and  technical 
education  f 

Mb.  HUNTEB,  interrupting,  said,  he 
expressly  stated  that  he  thought  the 
asBeasment  ought  not  to  bo  home  by  the 
feuare. 

Sib  CHASLES  DALRYMPLE  said, 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
expressly  stated  that  it  was  in  contem- 
plation to  relieve  the  feuars  from  eccle- 
siastical assessment,  ae  they  alone  had  a 
^ievanoe  on  the  subject.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  dealt  fully  with  the  subject, 
and  he  would  therefore  content  himself 
with  saying  that  the  Cburch  of  Scotland 
now  needed  endowments  more  than  it 
had  ever  done,  because  it  was  doing 
more  work  than  it  had  accompliahed  in 
past  years. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  frum  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Quegtion,  in  order  to  add  thewordi 
"  »■  the  EcoloiiaBtical  ABUBunents  haTa  been 
a  burden  npon  land  from  time  immemorial  for 
the  erection  and  repair  of  aharch  buildings  in 
the  old  paiishM  ofScotliuid,  thU  House,  in  the 
abaeooo  of  any  griflTance  connected  therewith, 
except  in  the  cue  of  fenan,  for  whoie  lelisf  a 
Bill  ii  now  before  Parliaiaeiit,  deeliaea  to  en- 
tertain a  proposal  to  alienate  theie  aweeementa 
to  secular  uaei." — (Mr.  lamt*  Campifll.] 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  Deleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  a.  B.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  he  waa  anxiouB  to  support  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  He  waa 
bound  to  say  it  appeared  to  him  a  little 
unnecessary  to  recall  to  Members  of  the 
House  exactly  what  was  the  object  and 
purpose  of  the  system  of  ecclesiastical 
Bssessments  now  existing  in  Scotland. 
ThefactwasthattheScottishEstabliBbed 
Church  differed  from  all  other  Churches 
in  the  United  Xingdom,  established  or 
free,  in  this — that  a  special  provision  was 
made  by  law  for  the  repair  of  the 
chucohee  and  bnildingaof  tbeEstablish- 
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ment  and  of  the  manBea  of  th«  clergy. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  he 
maintained  did  not  exist  aB  regarded  the 
Bstabliehed  Church  of  England,  and  did 
not  exist  as  regarded  the  DieeBtabliahed 
Church,  now  the  Voluntarj  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  did  not  exist  in  regard  to 
any  other  religious  denomination  what- 
ever in  the  Dnited  Kingdom.  The  state 
of  things  whioh  their  now  impugned  as 
regard^  the  Scottish  EetabUshment  had 
existed  in  former  days  as  regarded  the 
Established  Church  in  £agland,  because 
prorision  was  at  that  time  made  by  law 
in  England  for  the  support  of  the  fabrics 
of  the  Established  Church.  That  state 
of  things,  however,  could  not  exist 
conformity  with  the  state  of  opinion 
which  began  to  rule  in  this  country  a 
generation  ago ;  and  he  thought  it  in- 
cumbent upon  those  hon-O-entlemen  who 
supported  the  existing  state  of  things 
to  justify  the  exception.  What  they  had 
toshow  was  the  right  and  title  of  the  Scot- 
tish Establishment  to  enjoyan  advantage 
which  was  not  enjoyed  by  any  otbsr 
Church,  oatabliehed  or  disestablished,  in 
the  land,  and  he  maintained  that  neither 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  nor  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  just  been  put  had,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  justified  to  the 
House  the  special  position  in  which  the 
Church  of  Scotland  stood.  He  knew 
that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  draw 
a  diatinction  Between  Church  rates  in 
England  and  the  provision  made  for  the 
Established  Church  in  Scotland ;  but, 
after  all,  the  distinction  was  a  skin-deep 
one.  By  law  a  provision  was  made  for 
the  support  of  the  Church  fabric  in  Eng- 
land, and  by  law  a  provision  was  made 
for  the  support  of  the  Church  fabric  and 
the  ministers'  bouses  in  Scotland.  It  was 
true  that  in  England,  following  the  uni- 
versal plan,  the  rates  were  levied  on  the 
occupiers,  and  that  in  Scotland,  following 
the  almost  universal  plan  in  that  coun- 
try, the  money  was  raised  not  by  a  rate 
on  the  occupier,  but  by  a  charge  on  the 
owners  of  the  land, but  these  were  merely 
matters  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  money 
was  raised.     As    to    the    fundamental 

Srinciple,  the  question  was,  whether  by 
iw  they  should  raise  out  of  the  land 
provision  for  one  denomination — whe- 
ther that  which  existed  in  Scotland  now, 
which  was  a  parallel  to  that  which 
existed  in  England  before  the  com- 
pulsory Church  rates  were  abolished, 
Mr.  A.  S.  D.  Elliot 


should  continue?  It  was  only  natu- 
ral that  there  should  have  been  some 
allusioa  to  the  fact  that  this  matter 
was  no  new  thing  in  this  House, 
and  in  this  country,  as  regarded  the 
ecclesiastical  assessment  qnestion  in 
Scotland.  This  matter  had  been  before 
the  House  several  times,  and  what  had 
happened  f  The  House  had  on  two 
oooosione,  if  not  oftener,  resolved  in  con- 
demnation of  the  continuation  of  the 
principle  of  the  ecclesiastical  system  in 
Scotland.  They  had  decided  the  matter 
upon  a  Bill  which  was  brought  forward 
year  after  year  for  the  abolition  of  the 
ecclesiastical  assessments  in  Scotland. 
Hon.  Members  had  resolved  in  that 
House,  by  a  considerable  majority,  that 
that  system  should  not  exist,  and  they 
had  resolved  again  on  a  separate  occa- 
sion— and  that  as  lately  as  1884 — on  a 
Besolution  he  himself  had  brought 
forward  in  opposition  to  a  Bill  promoted, 
he  thought,  by  the  hon.  Uember  for  the 
University  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell).  He  himself  had  brought 
forward,  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  which  he  had  referred,  a  Motion 
almost  substantially  the  same  as  that 
put  before  the  House  that  night,  which 
Motion  amounted  to  this — that  it  was 
contrary  to  pnblic  policy  at  the  present 
moment  that  a  special  provision  should 
be  made  by  law  for  raising  out  of  the 
national  resources  a  fund  for  the  main- 
tenanoe  of  any  special  denomination  in 
the  country.  That  was  the  broad  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  stood,  and  he  wished 
to  put  that  view  strongly  before  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  night. 
He  knew  that  in  days  gone  by  it  would 
have  been  hopeless  to  appeal  to  the  Con- 
servative Party  on  such  a  topic  as  this ; 
but  he  knew  that  now  things  had 
changed,  and  that  there  were  men  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  who,  on 
this  question,  were  as  Liberal  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  that  (the  Opposition)  aide, 
and  he  asked  them  to  consider  what 
justification  could  there  be  for  making 
a  special  provision  for  a  favoured  de- 
nomination that  was  established?  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Glasgow  Univer- 
sity said  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
thriving  Church,  and  when  somebody 
se  said  that  in  the  main  as  to  free 
quarters  and  resources  the  Church  of 
Scotland  depended  now,  as  other 
Churches  did,  on  the  enthusiasm,  the 
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love,  and  tb«  yolnntary  asBistance  of  its 
members.  Then  he  ssid  he  thought  all 
that,  vhioh  he  believed  to  be  thoroughly 
tme,  reboiuided  against  the  argument 
thej  were  now  setting  before  the  House. 
Ee  maintained  that  it  was  beneath  the 
dignitjr  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  the 
National  Church,  looking  at  the  sym- 
pathy which  a  great  body  of  the  people 
bad  always  felt  towards  it,  to  come  to 
the  State  to  ask  it  to  repair  its  own 
fabrics  and  enlarge  the  housea  of  its 
ministors,  spending  upon  it  a  sum  which, 
after  all,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Scotland,  amounted  to  no 
more  than  £40,000  a-year.  But,  at  any 
rate,  if  hon.  Members  had  looked  at 
statistics  in  this  matter,  and  had  looked 
at  the  Behims  moved  for  in  1S81  by 
Lord  Balfoar,  and  by  hon.  Members  in 
this  House,  they  would  see  how  un- 
reasonable it  was  to  suppose  that  it  was 
in  any  way  necessary  for  a  popular 
Church  to  nave  any  each  assistasce  as 
this.  It  eTinced  no  animosity  on  the 
part  of  anyone  towards  the  Church  of 
Scotland  to  show  that  this  was  an  in- 
vidious law.  He  believed  there  were 
many  thousands,  nay,  he  knew  there 
were  hundreds  of  thousands  of  members 
of  theChurch  of  Scotland  who  were  almost 
ashamed  to  claim  such  a  privilege  as  this 
when  they  knew  that  they,  as  well  as  the 
Free  Church,  and  as  well  as  various  other 
Churches  in  Scotland,  could  trust  to  the 
voluntary  efforts  of  their  members  to 
keep  their  fabrics  in  repair,  to  build 
new  school  houBSs  when  required,  and 
to  support  the  houses  of  the  Scottish 
ministry.  This  question  was,  be  knew, 
a  question  of  principle,  and  he  knew  it 
might  be  said  that  it  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  a  question  of  religious  endow- 
ment. It  was  a  question,  there  was  no 
dispute  about  it,  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  more  expedient  and  more  just  to 
ask  those  who  were  new  Members  and 
who  supported  that  particular  denomi- 
nation to  carry  out,  at  all  events,  the 
evory-day  enpenses  of  the  Establish- 
ment. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  it  would  be  more  just  and  more 
expedient,  and  that  it  would  cense  no 
injury  whatever  to  the  Church.  He  did 
not  wish  now  to  enter  upon  other  matters 
which  were,  no  doubt,  more  or  less  re- 
motely connected  with  that  with  which 
they  were  now  dealing,  which  matters 
would  come  before  thorn  more  properly 
next  Friday ;  but  it  was  hardly  possible 


to  pass  over,  on  such  an  occasion  as  this, 
the  fact  that  in  many  parts  of  Scotland 
— in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  particu- 
larly—they were  imposing  a  parochial 
rate  npon  the  parishes,  and  imposing  a 
rats  to  support  an  Established  Church 
and  the  manses  of  its  ministers,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  worshippers  of 
the  congregations  were  so  few  as  hardly 
to  need  any  oonsideration  ;  he  meant  to 
aay  that  where  they  had  a  parish  con- 
taining a  population  of  some  thousands, 
and  where  the  oommunioants  of  the 
Established  Church  were  only  some  six 
or  seven,  it  was  absurd  by  law  to  make 
provision  to  keep  ap  the  fabric  and  the 
manse.  It  was  absurd  to  make  this 
provision,  when  the  whole  population, 
practically  speaking,  went  to  a  church 
where  precisely  the  same  religion  was 
to  be  found  administered  by  the  same 
class  of  ministers,  and  where  a  precisely 
similar  system  of  worship  was  main- 
tained by  voluntary  effort.  This  was  a 
matter  he  wished  to  press  very  strongly 
not  only  on  that  (the  Opposition),  but 
also  on  the  Qovernment  side  of  the 
House.  He  thonght  hon.  Uembers 
opposite  should  acquaint  themselves 
with  these  matters,  and  he  did  think 
that  it  would  be  a  thing  to  be  deeply 
deplored  —  seeing  that  Conservative 
Members  had  now  arrived  on  thia 
question  at  a  more  advanced  position 
than  they  bad  ever  previously  attained 
to,  and  looking  at,  to  use  a  Scotticism, 
their  recidal  from  the  old  position  they 
Tised  to  occupy— if  now  for  the  first  time 
for  many  years  they  should  decide  in 
favour  of  a  principle  which  had  been 
abandoned  in  ztgard  to  the  Church  of 
England.  He  asked  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  consider  these  matters, 
and  to  think  vary  seriously  indeed  be- 
fore they  wont  back  behind  the  decisions 
of  the  Parliament  of  1870,  and  even 
behind  those  of  the  Parliament  of  1874, 
when  the  then  Lord  Advocate  in  a  Con* 
servatire  Ministry  induced  an  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Church  rate  by  stating 
that  the  Government  themselves  were 
dealing  with  this  Bubject.  He  thought 
that,  BO  far  as  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Besolution  went,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  it  was  perfectly  right  in  say- 
ing that  this  provision  should  not  any 
longer  be  made  for  the  advantage  of 
a  special  religious  denomination  in 
Soofland,  and  he  (Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot) 
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thought,  further,  that  the  hon.  Member 
waa  perfectly  ri^hC  in  saying,  or  imply- 
ing by  hie  Motion,  that  the  landlords 
bad  no  right  to  appropriate  to  them- 
selvea  the  funde  which  had  hitherto 
been  appropriated  to  what  had  been 
coDsidered  a  public  purpose.  But  he 
did  think  it  doubtful  whether  the  House 
of  OommoDB  ought  now  to  resolTe  that 
the  proper  purpose  to  which  to  devote 
these  national  funds  was  secondary  edu- 
cation in  the  country.  He  did  not  feel 
that  that  was  the  right  way  to  deal  with 
the  matter.  It  might  be  the  right  way, 
but  that  eeented  to  him  to  be  a  subject 
for  Bubseq^uent  and  separate  considera- 
tion. It  must  be  remembered  that 
these  were  parochial  funds,  and  did  not 
belong  to  the  Church  at  large  or  to  the 
country  at  large,  but  belonged  separately 
to  each  pariah.  He  doubted  very  much 
indeed  whether  they  oug^t  now  to  pledge 
themselves  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
saying  that  a  fair  method  of  dealing 
with  these  funds  was  to  devote  them 
to  the  purpose  of  secondary  education  ; 
but  as  regarded  the  main  principles  of 
the  Motion  he  was  thoroughly  in  accord 
with  his  hon.  Friend's  view,  and  could 
only  say  that  if  he  would  withdraw  that 
portion  which  invited  the  House  to  make 
a  certain  application  of  theae  funds,  he 
should  have  no  hesitation  whatever  iu 
going  into  the  Lobby  with  him  in  sup- 
port of  hia  proposal. 

Sib  AECHIBAID  CAMPBELL  {Ren- 
frew, W.)  said,  he  was  obliged  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Roxburgh 
(Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot)  for  having  made 
a  Disestablisbmeut  speech  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  hon.  ana  learned  Member 
had  evidently  anticipated  the  delivery  of 
a  epeech  he  was  about  to  make  on  a 
future  occasion,  and  he  (Sir  Archibald 
Campbell)  was  much  obliged  to  him  for 
having  told  the  House  his  views  on  the 
question  of  all  endowments.  But  when 
he  came  to  look  at  the  Motion  moved  by 
the  bon.  Member  tor  North  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Hunter)  he  found  that,  at  all  events, 
he  recognized  the  justice  of  the  assess- 
ments not  only  to  the  owners,  but  also  to 
the  feuars,  for  in  his  speech  he  told 
them,  from  the  commencement  to  the 
end,  that  ha  proposed  to  appropriate  the 
money  now  given  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland  to  other  purposes — ^f  or  what  be 
called  secondaty  education.  Now,  so 
farassecondaryeducation  was  concerned, 
be  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell),  for  one, 
Air.  A.  B.  J).  Elliot 


would  be  very  glad  to  see  that  given  to 
Scotland ;  but  he  should  be  sorry  to  see 
it  done  at  the  expense  of  the  higher 
education  given  by  the  Church,  that 
education  without  which,  as  tbey  all 
knew,  all  other  education  waa  of  no 
worth  at  all.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learued  Member  for  Boxburgh  waa 
a  remarkabls  one ;  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  the^courage  of  his  opinions; 
but  surely  he  must  know  and  must  feel 
that  it  was  not  altogether  right  that 
endowments  which  were  admitted  to  be 
just,  which  were  admitted  to  be  right, 
and  which  it  was  admitted  that  the  land 
ought  to  pay,  and  which  it  was  admitted 
were  devoted  to  a  good  purpose — for  no 
one  could  say  that  they  had  not  been 
devoted  to  a  good  purpose— should  be 
taken  away  for  another  purpose.  Ha 
must  say  be  admired  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  courage  extremely  on 
this  occasion.  Let  them  consider,  for 
one  moment,  the  way  in  which  these 
assessments  were  made.  Tbey  had  been 
~  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aber* 
deen  that  they  were  often  very  excessive ; 
that  they  were  more  than  the  Presbyters 
3  entitled  to,  and  were  very  much 
e  than  were  needed.  Well,  at  all 
events — aa  he  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell) 
had  aomethiog  to  do  with  the  rural  part 
of  Scotland — he  knew  perfectly  well 
this — that  ©very  one  of  these  proposi- 
tiouB  for  assessment,  when  they  came  to 
the  Presbyteries,  had  to  pass  through 
the  bands  of  the  heritors,  and  were  care- 
fully scanned  by  akilled  men.  Every- 
thing that  was  done  for  the  Church  waa 
carefully  looked  into,  and  not  one  far- 
thing more  than  was  necessary  was 
paid  for  the  work.  He  did  not  think 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  sum  an- 
nually charged  for  the  maintenanoe  of 
the  Church,  the  assessment  upon  the 
the  land  could  ever  he  called  excessive, 
because  it  was  carefully  looked  into 
by  those  men  who  had  to  pay  it ;  and, 
at  all  events,  bis  countrymen  might 
claim  credit  for  this — that  tiiey  were  not 
in  the  habit  of  paying  more  money  for 
a  thing  than  there  was  absolute  neces- 
sity for.  Then,  another  point  was,  was 
there  any  eause  for  this  proposed  change  7 
Well,  in  1885,  when  he  had  the  honour 
to  contest  the  county  which  he  repre- 
sented, the  election  turned  largely  upou 
the  question  of  Disestablishment,  and 
be  might  say  that,  during  the  whole  of 
that  time,  no  question  ever  cropped  np 
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in  referdDoe  to  these  asBesaments.  He 
knew  perfeotl;  well  that  there  was  a 
grievance  with  regard  to  the  feoars,  but 
that  grievanoe  had  always  been  met  by 
hon.  Qentlemeu  on  the  Miaieterial  eide 
of  the  House;  and  the  delay  which  had 
been  caused  in  getting  rid  of  that  grier- 
ance  had  been  owing  more  to  the  oppo- 
Bite  side  of  the  House  tl;an  to  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  they  would  have  heard  plenty  on 
this  subject  in  his  contest  had  there 
really  been  any  crying  grievance  in  the 
matter.  But  what  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case?  Why,  he  waa  supported 
quite  as  much  by  those  who  belonged 
to  other  Ohurchea  in  his  position  as  re- 
garded the  Established  Church  of  Soot- 
iand  as  by  those  who  were  communicants 
of  the  Church  itself.  The  most  valuable 
support  he  received,  and  some  of  the 
best  men  who  assisted  him  as  chairmen 
of  his  committees,  were  gentlemen  who 
belonged  to  other  Ghurohes.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  there  was  very 
little  JBolouay  indeed  amongst  the  laity 
on  either  side,  whether  they  belonged 
to  the  Established  Church,  the  Eiee 
Ohuroh,  or  the  United  Presbyterian 
Churah.  He  believed  that  the  question 
was  used  for  political  purposes  by  those 
who  held  certain  political  views— they 
bad  hit  on  this  particular  grievance, 
tbough  there  was  no  movement  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  its  being  brought  up 
on  this  occasion.  He  was  sure  of  this, 
however— that  if  it  were  desired  to  take 
away  the  property  of  the  Ohuroh  in 
Scouond  and  deliver  it  over  for  the 
benefit  of  some  aecnlar  project,  they 
would  find  a  feeling  roused  in  that 
country  vrhiofa  would  not  be  easily 
allayed  by  such  speeches  of  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
it  waa  with  much  satisfaction  that  he 
bad  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Koxburgh  (Mr. 
A.  B.  D.  Elliot],  and  he  must  lay 
that  the  speech  which  followed  it  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Ben&ew  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell)  bora 
out  a  belief  which  many  of  them  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
had  held  for  some  time.  Whenever  his 
hon.  Frienda,  and  that  majority  of 
Scottish  Liberal  Members  wiUi  whom 
he  was  assooiated,  took  up  an  attitude 
in  the  least  in  advance  of  that  which 
Tas   adopted  amongst  hon.  Qentlemen 


opposite,  they  heard  a  loud  and  violent 
protest,  and  found  the  opinions  of  the 
hon.  aud  learned  Member  for  Boxburgh 
promptly  repudiated  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  West  Eenfrew. 
They  knew  that  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Boxburgh  were 
not  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  TTniversities 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell),  and  they  knew 
that  these  were  opioions  which  were 
distasteful  in  the  sight  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Sir 
Charles  Dalrymple),  and  therefore  they 
were  face  to  face  with  this  fact — that  the 
appeals  made  to  the  Tory  Party  to  ad- 
vance and  take  up  subjeots  which  would 
really  be  popular  in  Bootland,  such  as 
the  question  of  secondary  education  and 
Church  reform,  were  appeals  which  vere 
addressed  to  the  deafest  of  deaf  ears. 
There  was  an  aspect  of  this  question 
which  was  raised  m  the  speeches  of  the 
three  hon.  Members  opposite  and  who 
had  addressed  the  House.  They  had 
told  the  House  that  these  asaesaments 
were  asseasments  which  in  some  way  or 
other  might  be  looked  upon  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  and  that  it  waa 
robbery  and  spoliation  to  divert  theae 
endowments,  which  had  been  given  to 
the  Church  by  a  legal  title,  from  the  pur- 
poses to  which  they  had  been  destined, 
and  they  asked  the  House  to  look  on 
this  question  not  merely  on  the  ground 
of  that  higher  ecclesiastical  education 
for  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Benfrew  appealed,  but  also  on 
the  ground  of  the  vested  rights  of  pro- 
perty. He  thought  it  was  high  time 
that  in  the  House  and  outside  the 
House  those  principlea  should  be  dearly 
recognized  and  defined  on  which  for  the 
future  they  were  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion of  charitable  endowmsuta  and  the 
diversion  of  them  to  pnblic  purposes. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  auperatidon  that 
these  charitable  endowments  and  these 
particular  properties  were  to  be  re- 
garded as  on  the  same  footing  as,  or  as 
having  some  analogy  to,  private  pro- 
perty. He  ventured  to  think  that  no- 
thing was  more  plain  than  that  there 
was  not  the  smallest  analogy  between 
the  two  coses.  When  property  was  given 
to  a  corporate  Body,  such  as  the  Ohuroh 
— the  only  justification  for  whose  exist- 
ence in  a  corporate  capacity  was  that  the 
public  desired  its  maintenance — they 
were  face  to  iace  with  the  fact  that  the  • 
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oame  fsce  to  face  with  the  wisheB  of  the 
Smyttish  people,  they  found  them  Baying 
that  they  did  not  deeire  the  Church 
property  and  Ohurch  aeeesamenta  applied 
to  purposes  which,  after  all,  only 
ooQcerned  a  small  section  of  the  oom- 
munity.  Those  who  brought  forward 
and  supported  this  Uotion  did  not  pro- 
pose to  stop  short  without  defining  some 
kind  of  purpose  to  which  these  eocle- 
siaatical  asseesmonts  were  to  be  applied. 
They  did  not  want  them  to  cease.  They 
were  not  there  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  principle  that 
they  should  make  apresent  of  the  assess- 
ments to  the  landowners  out  of  whose 
land  they  issued.  The  land  was  held 
subject  to  these  burdens ;  and  they 
wanted  to  see  this  property  applied  to 
purposes  which  commended  themselTes 
to  the  minds  of  the  Scottish  people ;  and 
it  was  because  they  found  those  purposes 
in  education,  and  because  there  ims  no 
other  purpose  which  they  knew  of  which 
found  popular  support,  that  they  were 
thereto  insist  on  thediversion  of  this  pro- 
perty,  which  ought  no  longer  to  be  held 
as  at  present,  to  the  purposes  pointed 
out  in  the  Motion  of  hie'hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  mark  3TEWAET  {Kirkcud- 
bright), in  supporting  the  Amendment, 
said  that  this  Motion  appeared  to  be  a 
proposal  for  partial  disendowment,  and 
probably  had  been  brought  forward 
because  its  Mover  thought  that  the 
opportunity  on  Friday  night  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  discuss  the  whole 
queatioD  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment. He,  therefore,  now  pro< 
poeed  to  hare  Disendowment ;  and,  no 
doubt,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  ask 
on  Friday  for  Disestablishment.  If  such 
were  their  tactics,  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site might  do  their  worst.  It  was  neces- 
sary for  them  to  be  always  agitating  the 
public  mind  ou  these  qnestions,  for  un- 
less they  did  so  their  seats  would  not  be 
worth  anything  at  the  next  Election. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  make 
the  Disestablishment  and  Disendowment 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  the  issue  at 
the  next  Qeneral  Election,  the  Oonserra- 
tive  Members  for  Scotland  would  be 
returned  in  a  much  larger  proportion 
than  they  were  at  present.  Between  this 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  and  himself  there  was  upon  the 
question  a  great  gulf  fixed.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  regarded  secondary 
eduoatioa  m  of  deep  importaaoe,     84 


public— in  the  present  case  the  Scottish 
pnblic— were  the  only  partiesconcerned. 
The  public  were  the  beneficiaries  for 
whom  the  endowments  existed,  and  if 
the  public  chose  to  say  that  these  en- 
dowments were  to  be  diverted  to  some 
other  purpose,  then  he  should  like  to 
knowwhawasentitledtooomplain.  Cer- 
tainly, no  complaint  could  be  put  for- 
ward on  the  footing  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty. Then  the  question  remained  as 
to  what  obligation  they  were  really 
subject  to.  They  had  got  thus  far— he 
thought  there  was  an  obligation,  and  a 
binding  obligation,  which  they  must 
bear  in  mind  in  this  matter.  They 
must  remember  that,  after  all,  they  who 
adminietered  these  things  were  trustees 
not  only  for  this  generation,  but  for 
future  generations.  They  must  remem- 
ber in  diverting  the  Church  property, 
or  any  other  property,  to  be  care- 
ful lest  the  purpose  for  which  they  did 
make  that  diversion  was  a  purpose 
which  benefited  only  the  generation 
in  which  they  lived,  and  they  must 
see  that  it  would  be  a  purpose  which 
would  he  recognized  by  tnose  who 
came  after  them  as  a  proper  one 
to  which  to  apply  the  property  with 
which  they  were  dealing.  He  (Mr. 
Haldane)  supported  most  cordially  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen,  because  he  reoognized  the 
purpose  to  which  in  his  Motion  he  pro- 
posed to  devote  these  assessments  as  one 
which  future  generations  would  support 
and  approve  of.  Anyone  who  knew  the 
etate  of  feeling  in  Scotland,  and  who 
had  observed  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  iu  public  opinion  in  that 
country,  would  know  that  the  desire  for 
Disestablishment  had  grown  at  such 
pace  that  even  now  the  Establiahment 
was  well-nigh  at  an  end.  The  great 
majority  of  the  Scottish  Bepreeentatives 
were  more  or  less  pledged  to  principles 
of  Disestablishment.  Wherever  they 
went  in  Scotland,  even  amongst  Liberu 
Churchmen,  they  would  fina  the  same 
opinions  prevailing,  and  they  would  find 
a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the  people  to 
recognize  more  and  more  dearly  every 
day  that  the  only  reason  which  had 
hitherto  withheld  some  of  them  from 
throwing  in  their  lot  with  the  Party  of 
Disestablishment  was  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  appear  to  set  themselves  in  an- 
tagonism to  the  Establishment  for  eccle- 
uastical  reasons;  bat  whenever  they 
Mr.  Sttldant 
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did  he ;  but  he  regarded  teligions  edu- 
cation 08  of  more  importanoe  etill.  Thia 
proposal  for  Becondary  education  would, 
no  doubt,  benefit  the  towns,  but  it 
would  be  but  of  small  advantage  to 
the  oountiy  diatriota,  which  would  lose 
the  benefits  of  their  endowmeata  de- 
voted to  religious  education.  He  alto- 
gether differed  from  the  view  that 
these  funds  should  be  diverted  to  put- 
poses  alien  to  the  objects  and  wishes  of 
the  founders.  Whether  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  disestablished  or  not,  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  stand  to  it. 
He  admitted  the  force  of  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  with  regard  to  High- 
land parishes,  and  some  reform  in  regard 
to  these  might  be  necessary,  but  the 
Church  ought  not  be  judged  by  excep- 
tional circumatauces.  The  Church  of 
Scotland  had  as  a  whole  done  excellent 
work,  and  the  parish  schools  had  proved 
under  her  auspices  most  eucceseful. 

Sm  GEOHGE  TEKVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  that  this  was 
really  a  debate  of  very  limited  scope. 
The  question  before  the  House  wae  not 
that  of  the  Disestablishment  or  Disen- 
dowment  of  the  Oburoh  of  Scotlaud.  As 
to  whether  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
stand  by  the  Established  Church,  that 
would  be  seen  on  Friday  night,  when 
the  voice  of  their  Representatives  was 
asked.  The  House  was  now  discussing 
a  question  on  the  principle  of  Church 
rates.  In  Ireland  that  question  was 
settled  fiO  years  ago  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  now  sought  to  settle  it  in  Scotland, 
and  in  England  it  was  settled  20  years 
ago.  The  House  had  also  voted  on  two 
occasions  that  the  question  should  be 
similarly  settled  in  Scotland.  The  ques- 
tion was  simply  this  :  Wiiile  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Free  Churoh,  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  other 
voluntary  Churches  of  Scotland  built  and 
repaired  their  own  churches  out  of  funds 
supplied  by  themselves,  without  asking 
anything  from  their  neighbours,  was  it 
fair  to  expect  the  genered  community  to 
^  OB  contributing  funds  for  the  biuld- 
ing  and  repairs  of  the  churches  of  one 
partioular  denomination — namely,  the 
Established  Church?  This  Besolution 
was  directed  against  a  special  ecclesias- 
tical privilege,  and  did  not  touch  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  and  Dis- 
endowment,  and,  as  such,  he  trusted  that 
every  hon.  OenUeman  on  his  side  of  the 
House  would  vote  for  it.    It  had  been 


said  that  as  times  were  very  bad  the 
Oburoh  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
surrender  part  of  its  existing  advan- 
tages. But  in  bad  timea  surely  the 
first  luxury  which  a  person  would  wish 
to  dispense  with  was  the  luxury  of 
making  a  compulsory  payment  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  the  Church 
buifdiugs  of  a  denomination  to  which 
be  did  not  belong.  He  agreed  that 
there  wae  a  marked  difference  between 
the  Eegtish  Church  ratee  and  ecolesias- 
tioal  assessments.  These  ratee  were  a 
burden  upon  the  land,  and  the  House 
would  do  very  wrong,  as  the  custodian 
of  the  national  property,  should  it  allow 
the  charge  to  be  simply  remitted  to  the 
landlords.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
landlord  in  this  matter  held  a  trust  for 
the  Church,  but  he  and  those  who 
thought  with  him  believed  that  the 
landlord  held  a  trust  for  the  nation.  He 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  not  be 
misled  by  the  allusion  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  to  remedial  legisla- 
tion in  relief  of  those  who  suffered  under 
these  ecclesiastical  assessments.  All  he 
would  say  about  that  Bill  now  was  that 
be  never  saw  a  measure  on  which  he 
should  be  more  willing  to  move  that  it 
should  be  read  Uiat  day  three  months. 
There  were  some  names  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill  which  he  respected,  and  in 
which  he  had  confidence ;  but  there 
were  others  of  which  he  would  say 
that  he  liked  not  the  security.  The 
Bill  wa^-  %ie  of  those  aggressive  mea- 
sures which  had  been  brought  in  from 
time  to  time  not  so  much  in  the  interests 
of  the  persons  whom  thev  were  supposed 
to  affect  beneficially  as  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  the  voluntary  Churches.  He 
would  be  prepared  to  prove  that  when 
the  proper  time  cam.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  Friend  would  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  sli^tly  altering  his  Besolution. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  be  more 
than  unwilling  to  vote  for  an^  Besolu- 
tion which  specifically  appropriated  any 
part  of  the  funds  that  presently  go  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  to  any  special  pur- 
pose, and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  consent  to  put  in  some  words 
which  would  imply  that  these  assess- 
ments should  be  exchanged  for  an 
annual  assessment  to  be  levied  for  the 
purpose  of  benefiting  the  entire  oom< 
muoity.    Perhaps  words  .such  as  "fot 
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Bome  unseotarian  purpose  ia  Scotland  " 
would  meet  the  irisbee  of  everybody 
who  would  be  inoliaed  to  vote  for  the 
Besolution ;  and  certainly  by  Buch  a 
change  he  would,  at  any  rate,  lose  no 
votes,  except  the  rotes  of  those  who  dis- 
agreed with  the  main  object  ot  the 
Besolutioa. 

Ha.  HUNTER  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly agree  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentlcman. 

Tk8  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdottald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universitiee)  SEud,  that  the  right 
hon.  Qflntleman  who  bad  just  addressed 
the  House  had  succeeded  in  doing  what 
everybody  else  bad  etudionsly  avoided — 
namely,  in  introducing  the  word  "  eeo- 
tarian  "  into  the  debate.  He  thought  it 
would  have  been  well  had  the  debate 
been  allowed  to  proceed  without  the  in- 
troduotioii  of  such  an  element ;  but  the 
tight  hon.  Qentleman  in  the  epeecb 
which  he  had  made  had  plainly  indi- 
cated that  tlie  object  and  intention  of 
the  Uotion  was  to  have  the  principle  of 
Disendowment,  so  far  as  the  Motion 
went,  established  by  the  vote  of  the 
Hdubs  to-night.  It  was  as  plain  as 
possible  that  the  whole  object  and  pur- 
pose of  bringing  forward  this  question 
on  the  present  oocasion  was  to  have  a 
reoonnaissance  in  force  with  a  view  to 
the  general  engagement  which  was  to 
follow  on  Friday.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  also  indicated  his  horror 
that  the  Bill  bad  not  been  brought  in 
for  Party  reasons,  and  that  bis  confi- 
dence in  his  own  Friends,  whose  names 
were  on  the  bach  of  the  Bill,  was 
shahen  when  he  found  them  in  the 
company  of  three  such  terrible  Qentle- 
men  as  the  Members  for  the  Universities 
of  Aberdeen  and  OUegow,  the  Member 
for  Peebles  and  Selkirk,  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcudbright.  He  should 
have  thought  that  when  the  names  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Friends  were 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  he  should  have 
told  them  what  he  objected  to  in  its 
contents. 

Sib  GEOEGE  TREVBLTAN  (inter- 
rupting) said,  he  would  not  have  been 
in  Order  in  doing  so,  and  would  have 
been  stopped. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
in  that  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  not  have  referred  so  pointedly  to 
the  outside  of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  questioning  what  was  in  it,  when  he 
Sir  Otorgt  li-nelgm 


knew  that  if  he  had  made  any  direct  al< 
lusion  to  the  contents  he  would  not  have 
been  in  Order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  was  doubtless  actuated  by  the 
best  of  motives  in  introducinghis  Amend- 
ment, because  he  told  the  House  that  the 
effect  of  his  Motion,  if  carried,  would  be 
very  good  for  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
If,  however,  that  were  accepted  aa  trne 
by  many  Friends  of  his,  it  would  pro- 
bably not  he  a  ground  in  their  opinion 
for  giving  any  support  to  the  Motion  at 
all ;  and  it  had  been  brought  out  very 
clearly  that  the  aim  rather  was  to  move 
in  the  general  direction  of  Diseatablisb- 
ment  and  Disendowment.  It  had  been 
clearly  shown  that  there  was  no  strongly 
expressed  desire  on  the  part  of  any  sub- 
stantial portion  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land for  applying  these  assessments  as 
proposed  by  the  Motion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Roxburgh  bad  re- 
minded the  House  that  this  question 
had  been  before  it  on  several  occasions, 
but  he  omitted  to  state  that  it  then  fell 
dead  and  had  been  dead  ever  since.  It 
would  be  foand  that  Mr.  M'Laren  on  a 
previous  occasion  withdrew  his  Motion 
because  he  thought  that  people  were  be- 
coming more  in  favour  of  Disestablish- 
ment. Everything  showed  that  the 
people  of  Scotlsnd  had  never  in  any 
way  indicated  the  slightest  interest  in 
this  matter.  His  hon.  Friend  behind 
him  had  stated  that  the  question  bad 
never  been  raised  in  election  contests, 
and  his  own  experience  in  1874,  1878, 
and  1880  was  to  the  effect  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Church  assessment  had  never  on 
any  single  occasion  been  raised.  To 
talk,  therefore,  of  this  question  as  one 
which  was  now  agitating  the  pul>lio 
mind  in  Scotland  waa  an  extravagance. 
It  was  not  a  question  raised  by  the 
people  of  Scotland ;  it  was  a  subject 
raised  by  politicians  as  a  stalking-horse 
for  another  and  a  more  important  ques- 
tion. There  was  veiygood  reaeon  why 
the  public  of  Scotland  ehould  take  no 
interest  in  it.  If  the  Church  of  Boot- 
land  were  asking  the  State  for  money 
to  rebuild  churches  and  repair  manses 
he  could  understand  that  the  question 
should  be  raised.  But  such  was  not  the 
case.  These  assessments  had  been  de- 
voted for  hundreds  of  years  to  purposes 
of  religion,  and  the  Scottish  people  had 
never  made  any  complaint.  The  fact 
that  there  was  an  admitted  grievance 
on  the  part  of  the  small  fenars  waa  an 
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indication  that  there  was  no  geneiftl 
grievaaoe.  No  oaae  had  been  mentioned 
iDwhich  the  proprietora  or  any  other  than 
the  amall  feuars  had  made  the  smallest 
oomplaint.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  ol  GlasB^w  con- 
tended that  in  these  hard  times  the 
laxuryofpaying  these  asseeamentB  should 
be  dispensed  with.  But  it  waa  not  pro- 
posed by  the  Motion  to  abolish  the 
BBsessments.  On  the  ocmtra^,  secondary 
education  was  to  be  assiated  out  of  the 
money  to  be  dravn  from  these  pro- 
prietors and  fenars.  The  only  people 
who  were  to  hare  nothing  to  say  to  the 
disposal  of  this  money  were  those  from 
whom  it  was  to  be  wrung.  Nothing 
oonld  more  plainly  show  that  this  Motion 
was  only  a  preliminaiy  skirmish  for 
aoother  question.  The  money  went  in 
aid  of  a  OhuToh  which  inculcated  and 
taught  the  same  doctrines  in  morals  and 
Christian  faith  as  were  held  by  the  great 
mass  of  the  population  of  Scotland,  and 
if  they  were  to  devote  it  to  secondary 
education  they  would  do  an  act  of  the 
greatest  injustice.  "Was  it  proposed 
that  the  poor  districts,  where  secoodary 
education  could  not  reach,  should  con- 
tinue to  pay  this  assesament,  and  that  the 
money  should  be  applied  to  secondary 
education  in  the  large  towns?  Any- 
thing more  unjnst could  not  be  conceived. 
Hia  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  the 
demands  made  upon  the  landlords  in 
respect  to  these  assessments  were  ex- 
travagant and  were  peculiarly  irritating 
because  they  were  intermittent.  5^ 
asked  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  was  a 
mandatory  for  the  landlords  of  Scotland 
in  order  to  tell  the  House  what  were  their 
grievances  in  that  matter.  If  the  land- 
lords of  Scotland  were  selecting  a  person 
to  act  as  their  representative  on  that 
question  he  thought  that  they  would  put 
his  hon.  Friend  down  last  on  the  list  of 
those  whom  they  would  choose  to  t^eak 
for  them.  One  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of  those  assessments  as  robbery  and 
spoliation,  but  he  would  remind  those 
who  need  that  language  of  the  words  of 
B  gentleman  now  in  a  distant  country, 
Mr.  Anderson,  formerly  Member  for 
Glasgow,  who,  when  that  matter  was 
disonsaed  before,  stated  his  reaaons  for 
voting  against  such  a  Beeolution  as  the 
present,  and  declared  "  that  it  was  not 
only  wrong  but  very  stupid,  in  his  opi- 
nion, for  the  Dissentera  to  go  in  tor  that 
piece  of  Ohnroh  robbery."  He  knew 
yOL.  OOOXXVp;.  I  im^p  BgEna.] 


tbey  were  to  have  a  great  battle  on  Fri- 
day, and  no  one  doubted  that  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  prac- 
tically embraced  in  that  which  was  to 
be  disposed  of  on  Friday.  Objection 
was  taken  to  these  aseesaments  on  the 
ground  that  Church  ratee  had  been 
abolished  in  England,  but  there  was  no 
analogy  between  the  rates  in  England 
and  these  assessments  in  Scotland.  In 
eonclusion,  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  reject  the  RiBeolution  of  his  bon. 
Friend,  which  would  lead  to  no  practical 
result.  When  the  real  issue  came  to  he 
fought  it  would  he  fought  on  the  general 
question  which  was  to  be  raised  on  Fri- 
day night.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
satisfiod,  as  they  professed  to  be,  that 
Scotland  was  with  them  on  this  question, 
then  let  them  stick  to  the  real  fight,  and 
not  raise  aide  issues  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  M'LAGAN  (Linlithgow)  aaid, 
the  Besolntion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  contained  two 
distinct  propositions.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  proposed  to  abolish  assessments 
for  eccleeiaatical  purpoaes,  and  then  fol- 
lows a  proposal  to  divert  the  assess- 
ments to  a  different  purpose  altogether. 
The  first  of  these  propoaals  waa  identical 
with  that  in  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
late  Mr.  M'Laren,  whose  object  was  the 
abolition  of  Church  rates,  and  hie  Bill 
was  drafted  on  the  same  lines  as  the  Bill 
abolishing  oompnlsorv  Church  rates  in 
England.  The  whole  machinery  was 
left  the  same  as  if  the  Church  ratee  were 
in  existence,  but  they  ware  to  be  paid 
voluntarily,  inataad  of  oompulsorily. 
He  voted  on  every  occasion  for  that  Bill, 
and  he  did  so  for  certain  reasons ;  be- 
cause he  considered  that  ecclesiastical 
assessments  in  Scotland  were  most  un- 
just to  the  feuars.  He  saw  no  way  to 
remedy  that,  and  therefore  considered  it 
his  duty  to  take  the  best  way  of  meeting 
it ;  but  he  had  always  qualified  his  vote 
by  hia  opinion  in  favour  of  ecclesiastieal 
aeaeesmenta  being  capitalized  for  the 
Established  Church,  so  far  as  there 
waa  an  Established  Chunrfi,  and  after- 
wards for  any  purpose  Parliament  might 
think  proper.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  had  directed  his  Motion  solely 
to  the  abolition  of  Ghureh  rates,  then 
he  should  have  been  bound  in  oonsia- 
tency  to  vote  for  it ;  but  as  in  the  seoond 
port  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  devote 
the  rates  to  aditferentpurpoee,  hemnst 
vote  against  the  Besolation.  He  thought 
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meat  the  Houw  would  now  divide,  Mid 
of  ooane  if  ttiat  Amendment  should  be 
carried,  it  would  be  unueceesai;  to  go 
any  further;  but  if  the  Amendmeat 
ahould  be  defeated,  he  would  anggest 
that  words  be  introduoed  Buoh  as  those 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  TTairersities. 
Then,  a  word  on  ths  Amendment.  It 
was  a  groat  mistake  to  say  this  was 
the  DisestabliBhineat  Question.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  Diseatafaliahment 
UuestioD  includod  Ohnreh  aseanmentB; 
the  greater  includes  the  less,  not  the 
leas  uie  greater. 

Da.  OAMEBON  (Qlasgow,  OoUege] 
said,  that  this  form  of  putting  the 
Question  would  shut  out  aubaequent 
Amendments.  Oonld  not  the  first  half 
of  the  If  otion  be  put  ? 

Mb.  SPEAEEB:  That  is  not  poa- 
sible ;  the  Forms  of  (he  House  will  not 
admit  of  it. 


it  right  to  mahe  these  remarks,  else  his 
action  might  be  considered  open  to  the 
charge  of  inconaieteac;. 

8m  QEORQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hunter)  was 
disposed  to  alter  his  Motion.  He  felt 
reluctant  to  pledge  himself  to  the  pur- 
pose to  which  the  latter  portion  of  the 
Motion  would  devote  the  fund,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  expedient  to 
divide  the  House  upon  it  now.  The 
appropriation  of  the  .rates  to  one  par- 
ticular Church  was  a  very  irritating  part 
of  the  Establishment,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  get  rid  of  that  aouree  of  irrita- 
tion ;  hut  if  he  voted  with  bis  hon. 
Friend,  it  would  not  be  for  the  latter 
part  of  ths  Sesolution. 

Thi  under  SEORBTAET  ox 
STATE  Foa  FOREION  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaubs  FEaoussow)  (Manchester,  N.E.] 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  hou.  Member 
for  Linlithgow  (Mx.  M'Lagan)  would  be 

Suite  consistent  if  he  were  to  vote  for 
le  first  part  of  ths  Resolution — namely, 
that  assessmenta  of  property  for  Church 
pnrposea  should  cease,  aeeing  that  he 
was  quite  willing  to  assent  to  the  con- 
tinuation of  these  assessments,  provided 
they  were  voluntary.  But  the  Resolu- 
tion provided  for  absolute  abolition. 
Whereaa  the  hon.  Member  in  former 
times  consistently  voted  for  voluntary 
rates  as  in  England  instead  of  compul- 
sory, voting  for  the  Resolution  now 
would  be  voting  for  abolition  alto- 
gether.         

Mb.  hunter  said,  before  the  House 
went  to  a  Division,  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  point  that  had  been 
raised.  In  framing  the  Resolution,  he 
was  anxious  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  olaima  of  aecondary  educa- 
tion in  the  rural  districts  of  Scotland.  The 
right  hou.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
had  entirely  misapprehended  the  point 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed 
be  contemplated  the  applioatiou  of  funds 
derived  from  rural  ^triots  to  towns. 
That  was  not  hie  intention  at  all ;  towns 
were  well  able  to  look  after  themselves 
in  the  matter  of  secondary  edueation,  it 
was  the  rural  districts  he  was  desirous  of 
helping  in  this  matter.  But  having 
brought  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  he  had  no  desire  to  make  that 
an  essential  part  of  the  Motion,  and 
would,  thereiore,  at  once  aeoept  the 
proposal  made.    It  was  on  the  Amend- 


Question  put. 

The   House     dieidtd :  —  hjoa    111,; 
Noea,  146  :   M^ority  37. 

AYES. 


riok,  W.) 

FarqahanoQ,  Dr.  B. 

Allison  R  A. 

Fanwick,  C. 

Anderwn,  C.  H. 

Aahar.  A. 

riynn,  J.'  G. 

Barbour.  W.  B. 

Fowfjr,  right  hon.  H 

Biekford-Smith,  W. 

Bolton,' J.' 0.' 

H. 

Fuller,  O.  P. 

Gana,  J.  L. 

BruGfl,  hon.  B.  P. 

Qilhooly,  J. 

Burt,T. 

Orshani,  R.  C. 

Buiton,  a.  G. 

Haldane,  R.  B. 

C(«ii(iwn,0. 

Harrington,  E. 

Csmsron,  J.  H. 

Hayden,  U  P. 

Campbell,  BIr  O. 

Hayne,  C.  Seals- 

HoidBO,  I. 

CsrewTj^L. 

Ohsmborliin.  R. 

Hooper,  J. 

Ohanning;,  P.  A. 

Joioey,  J. 

Childen,  right  hon.  H 

Jordan,  J. 

0.  E. 

Kaany,  0.  S. 

Clanoy,  J.  J. 

Kenny,  M.  J. 

Clark.  Dr.  Gt.  B. 

Kilbnde,  D. 

Commins,  A. 

LawBon,  Sir  W. 

Conmiy,  M. 

Lawjon,  H.  L.  W. 

Conybesre,  G.  A.  V. 

Corbatt,  A.  C. 

Lyell,  L. 

M'Donald,  P. 

Coaahain,H. 

M'Ewan,  W. 

Co..  J.  H. 

M'Lagan,  P. 

Crawford,  D. 

M'Lareo,  W.  8.  B. 

Cttanor.  W.  B. 

CriUy,  D. 

B. 

Deaiy,  J. 

Uenziei,  R.  8. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 

MoIIoy,  B.  0. 

EUiot,  hon.  A.  B.  D. 

Morlay,  A. 

EUis,  J. 

Mnrphy,  W.  M. 

Ellii,T.E. 

NolKi,Ook»ei;.  P. 
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Nolsn,  J. 
O'Brion,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Briuii,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O-Hsa.  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
•Pttfkw,  0.  S. 
Paroell,  O.  S. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Poaw,  H.  F. 
Pinherton,  J. 
Po»eU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
PrOTand,  A.  D, 
Pjne,  J.  D. 
Qainn,  T. 

Ttedmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Boberti,  J. 
Roscoe,  Kr  H.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 


Addiaon,  J.  B.  W. 
Ambroae.  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T, 
AoBtruthor,  H,  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Badeo-Powell,  Sit  Q. 

8. 
Butley,  G,  0.  T. 
Sasa,  H. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinob,  rt.  bn.  Q.  0 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
fiethell,  Commander  Q. 

B. 
Biikbeck,  Sir  B. 
Bond,  O.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Oampbell,  Sir  A. 
Cannarthen,  Marq.  of 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  Q. 
Coddington,  W. 
CokUU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J.  0.  R. 
Cooke,  0.  W.  B. 
Corry,  Sir  3.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Carson,  hon.  Or.  N. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
l>o  Cobsin,  B.  S.  W. 
DeLiBle,E.J.L.M.P. 
Do  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  K. 
DouKlas,  A.  Alters- 
Dogdale,  3.  S. 
Srhe,  riglit  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Bbrington,  Viscoant 
EKorton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Eacho,  Lord 
Gwing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Ejre,  Colonel  H. 
FeildsD,  Lt.-aen.  R.  J. 
Fellowea,  A.  E. 
FerKoesoD,  right  boo. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E, 
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Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  ban.  P.  J. 
Staveneon,  J.  0. 
Stewart,  H. 
SuUivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Trevelyan,  right  hoo. 

Sir  O.  0. 
TuiU,  J. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wanoington,  C.  H. 
Will,  J.  S. 
WilliamsoD,  J. 
WiUoo,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 


Fiocb,  Q.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 

Fitzgerald,  R.  D.  P. 
Fiti-Wygram,  Oeneral 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscouut 
Porwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Oent-DaTis,  R. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Qoldswortby,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  G. 
Goflcheo,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  0.  W. 
GrimBton,  Viscount 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Banbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Uardcestle,  F. 
Heathcote,  Capt,  J.  H. 

Edwarda- 
HeatoD,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.w: 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth.SirW.H. 
Holder,  J.  H.  C. 
HubhflJd,  hon,  E. 
Hughes  -  HaUett,  Col. 

P.O. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Knowles,  L. 
Eyooch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawranca,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W,  F- 

Lewisham,  right  hoa. 

Viecount 


Ruuell,  Sir  Q. 
Rnisell,  T.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw.Stewart,  H.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J,  W, 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 


LlaweUyri,  E,  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 

Macartney,  W.  Q.  E. 
Macdooald.  rt.  hon.  J 

H.  A. 
Uaclure,  J.  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,  rt.  hon.  Sir    Stanhope,  rt.  hon. 

W.T.  Stewart,  M.  J. 

tfatthewB,  rt.  hon.  H 
Uattiosott,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  SirH.E, 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C, 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 


Talbot,  J.  G. 

Tapling,  T.  K 

Temple,  Sir  R. 

Theobald,  J. 

Thorbum,  W. 

ToUemaohe,  H.  J. 
Morgan,  hon,  F.  Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 

Mowbray,  R.  O.  C.  Vernon,  hon.  Q.  R. 

MuQtz,  P.  A.  Vincent,  0.  E.  H. 

Newark,  Viscount  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H, 

Noble,  W.  Walah,  hon.  A.  H,  J. 

Norton,  R,  Wateon,  3. 

O'NeiU,  hon.  R.  T.  Webster,  Sir  R.  B. 

Parker,  hon.  F.  Webster,  R.  G. 

Pearca,  Sir  W.  'Wharton,  J.  L. 

Piowden,  Sir  W.  0.         Whitley,  E. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D,  E.    Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Plonkett,  hon,  J.  W,       Wodehouse,  E.  R. 


Wood,  N, 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 


Raikee,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 

Richardson,  T. 

Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 

Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 

Robinson,  B.  tbllb«s. 

Round,  J.  Campbell,  J.  A. 

Royden,  T.  B.  Dalrymple,  Sir.O. 

Slain    Question,    as   amended,   pro- 


De.  CAMERON  eaid,  after  the  Divi- 
sion just  taken,  be  should  not,  under 
ordinary  ciroamstances,  think  it  right  to 
challenge  a  Division  on  the  Amend- 
ment. But  this  was  a  reaotionar; 
Amendment;  it  was  not  merely  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  a  matter  before 
the  House,  it  was  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion, overturning  previous  liesolutions 
of  the  House  in  a  most  reactionary 
manner.  It  committed  the  House  to  a 
Bill  many  Members  thought  objection- 
able, and  which  had  vet  to  be  discussed. 
Indeed,  he  thought  it  might  have  been 
raised  aa  a  point  of  Order,  whether  a 
Besolution  referring  thus  to  a  Bill 
before  the  House  was  exactly  within 
the  spirit — it  was  within  the  letter,  no 
doubt — of  Parliamentary  Bules  in  re- 
gard to  Bills  and  Besolutions?  It  waa 
their  duty,  lie  thought,  to  divide  against 
the  Besolution,  because  it  affirmed  an 
altogether  reactionary  proposal ;  it  was 
a  Besolution,  in  fact,  affirming  the  de- 
sirability of  keeping  up  these  aeaess- 
menta  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church.  These  assessments  had  no- 
thing to  do  wiUi  Disestablishment  Ihey 

?  A  ? 
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Scotch  Uemben  bad  been  weighed 
dovn  by  the  iafluence  of  votes  irtkich 
he  and  hie  GoverDment  hod  been  able 
to  oppose  to  Scotoh  opinion.  The  hen. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
O-lasgov  waa  perfectly  oonsistent,  and 
more  than  that  it  would  hare  been  dere-  ' 
liction  of  duty  on  hia  part  if  he  had  not 
insisted  on  another  DiTision,  to  make 
it  more  clear  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
that  in  that  House  it  waa  not  the  voice 
of  Sootland  that  was  respected,  but  that 
it  waa  bj  those  an  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  who  were  responsible  for 
Ch>Temment,  that  the  voice  of  Sootland 
was  Byatematically  defied  oa  all  matters 
in  which  the  feeling  and  mind  of  Scot- 
land  was  interested,  and  that  it  was 
only  in  matters  of  small  detail  that  a 
pretence  was  made  of  respecting  the 
opinion  of  Scotland.  It  was  important 
that  a  second  Diviuon  should  be  taken 
in  order  that  the  fact  he  had  indicated 
might  a  second  time  be  signally  illus- 
trated, and  no  one  knew  that  batter 
than  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  himself,  than  whom  no  per- 
son was  more  happy  when  by  the  assist- 
ance of  hie  Friends  from  England  he  waa 
able  to  bear  down  the  opinion  of  the 
country  he  nominally  represented. 

Mb.  a.  fi.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  that,  as  one 
who  had  gone  into  the  same  Lobby  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken, 
and  should  vote  with  him  arain,  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  declaring 
that  he  entirely  disagreed  in  every 
respect  from  the  language  the  hon. 
Member  had  used.  In  that  Lobby,  he 
recognized  a  large  number  of  Members 
who  had  no  direct  interest  with  Scotch 
affairs,  and  amone  them  he  was  glad  to 
see  a  majority  of  welrish  Members.  He 
waa  aware  that  there  were  hoD.  Mem- 
bers who  were  so  excited  on  certain 
questions  that  they  found  it  impossible 
to  discuss  a  particular  question  simply 
on  its  merits;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  on  both  aides  to  reject 
the  present  proposal  on  its  merits.  It 
was  a  retrograde  proposal,  receding 
from  the  poaition  several  times  affirmed; 
it  said  that  under  no  circumstances 
should  the  House  consent  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  a  system  under  which  a  public 
fund  was  now  devoted  to  a  single  reli- 
giouB  denomination.  On  the  merits  of 
uie  Question  he  appealed  to  the  Houso 
to  rejeot  the  Moti^u, 


were  abolished  in  England,  and  still 
the  Church  remained  established ;  they 
were  abolished  in  Ireland  long  before 
the  question  of  Disestablishment  was 
dealt  with.  It  was,  apart  altogether 
from  disestablishment,  a  grievance  pro- 
mised to  be  dealt  with  by  the  House  in 
quite  another  fashion,  and  in  regard  to 
which  Besolutions  of  quite  an  opposite 
ctiaracter  to  thia  had  repeatedly  been 
adopted  by  the  House.  They  could 
not  accept  this  Eeeolution  without  taking 
a  Division  against  it.  He  remembered 
the  history  of  the  question,  and  the  late 
Mr.  M'Laren's  efforts  to  get  the  griev- 
ance abolished.  It  had  been  truly  said 
that  he  gave  up  his  efforts  at  last, 
because  he  perceived  that  there  was 
a  strong  current  of  feeling  in  Sootland 
setting  in  in  favour,  not  of  dealing 
piecemeal  with  the  removal  of  griev- 
ances, but  towards  remedying  the  great 
grievance  in  eccleeiastioal  matters  by 
aboliahing  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State.  At  that  time,  the 
persona  who  opposed  all  reform  in  the 
matter  were  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  endeavoured  to  commit  the  House 
to  an  opinion  on  the  Bill  before  the 
House  referred  to  in  the  Besolution. 
He  and  his  Friends  were  bound  to  ex- 
preaa  their  protest  againat  this  Besolu- 
tion by  taking  a  vote  againat  it.  He 
hoped  they  vrould  have  a  strong  Divi- 
sion again  it,  for  he  was  perfectly  certain 
there  must  be  a  number  of  Members  on 
either  aide  who,  while  dissenting  from 
the  original  BeBolution,  must  find  this 
was  not  at  all  to  their  taste. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  thought 
the  hon.  Member  might  have  accepted 
the  amended  Besolution  with  his  usual 
amiability.  The  reasons  now  given  for 
pressing  the  Division  were  not  the  sug- 
gestions made  against  the  Amendment 
when  it  was  under  debate. 

Hb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  £.) 
said,  he  would  not  have  intervened,  and 
would  have  accepted  the  present  pro- 
posal, if  he  had  not  been  certain  that 
the  conclusion  the  House  had  just 
arrived  at  was  not  the  conclusion  of 
Sootch  Yotea,  and  no  one  was  more 
aware  of  that  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  Lord  Advocate. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  bfl  much  misinformed  on  the 
question  of  votes,  if  he  waa  aot  aware 
on  thia  matter  that  the  opinion  of 
Pr.  Cmurm 
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Hain  Question,  as  amended,  put. 
TbaKoute  diviiUd:— Ajmli3;  Noes 

104 :  Majority  89.— (Div.  list.  No.  166.) 

Bitolvtd,  That  M  the  Eocleuuticml  Aanw- 
menta  have  bem  ■  tntrdeiL  upon  land  from  Umn 
ImmeiDOTial  for  the  erection  and  repair  ot 
chnrch  buildingiuithealdpariBbeeof  SMtland, 
this  Home,  in  th«  abaenM  of  any  (riBTance 
connected  tharewitb,  except  in  the  case  of 
feuan,  for  whoae  relief  a  Bill  ia  now  betora 
Failiainent,  deolinea  to  entertain  a  prapoial  to 
alienate  these  aaaaavnenti  to  •eculwoiiM. 

And  it  bein^  One  of  the  dock  a.m., 
Ur.  Speaker  sdjounted  the  House  vith- 
out  Question  put.  , 


HOTTSE    OF    OOMMONB, 
W»dn4§day,  20fA  Jiuu,  188S. 


UINDTE8.]  —  FuBLio  Buj*  —  &mmitUt  — 

Oatha  [7]— H.p.  ;    Companie*  ClaaBW   Uon- 

Bolidation  Act  (IBiS)  Amendment  [23^— b.p. 
Ctntiilttt—Btporl — Diatreaa  foi  Bent  (Dnblin) 

[IBS]. 
Gmiidtrtd  ai  amtndid — Libel  Law  Amendment 

[2M]:    Hafonnatory     Schools    Act     (1866) 

Amendment  [131]. 
IFifMnHm-SchooI  Feea  (Tfoo-Fanpera)  [13]. 
Pbothiomu,    Obvix   BiLia — OrJtnd  —  Firtl 

Biding  —  Commons   Hegnlation    (Therfield 

Heath)  •  [301]. 
Third  SMding—Tnm-wKjB  (Ho.  2)  *  [212],  and 


O&DESa   OF  THE  DA  Y. 


LIBEL  LAW  AlIENDMBNT  BILL. 
{SirAlgmum  BoHhitiik,  Sir  Albtrt  BaUil,  Jfr. 
Lawnn,  Mr.  Jtimingi,  Dr.  Camtren,  Mr.  John 
Mtrtey,  Mr.  E,  Dwger  Graf.) 

[bill  294.]      OOITStDSKATIOV. 

Bill,  aa  amended,  tontiderad. 

lis.  LABOTJOHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  iriBhed  to  move  the  addition  of 
the  olanae  vhich  stood  in  his  name,  as 
foUovB ; — 

"  In  any  action  for  libel,  if  the  defendantcan 
■how  by  uGdavit  or  other  efidence  to  the  satis- 
faction of  a  judge  of  the  DiTitioa  of  the  High 
Court  otjD(tice  in  which  such  action  ii  brought 
that  th«  plaintiff  is  not  domiciled  within  the 
United  Eingdom,  the  judge  shall  have  powr- 
to  make  an  order  that  the  plaintiff  shall,  with: 
a  reasonable  time  therein  mentioned,  givs  full 
•ecurity  for  tha  defendant's  coita  to  the  satis- 
faction of  one  of  the  master*  of  inch  coart, 
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The  House  would  remember  that  vhen 
the  Bill  passed  the  second  readlDg  there 
was  a  olauae  of  far  wider  saope  of  the 
same  nature  as  this  in  the  Bill.  That 
clause  enabled  anj  defendant  to  go  to  a 
Judge  and  ask  him,  if  he  saw  no  cause 
against  it  and  if  the  plaintiff  had  no 
available  means,  to  call  upon  the  defen- 
dant to  give  seouritf  for  costs.  That 
clause  did  not  meet  with  the  approval 
of  the  Oommittce,  and  was  cut  out. 
Now  the  clause  he  was  proposing,  and 
which  he  wished  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
was  one  of  the  same  kind,  hut  of  a 
restricted  character.  His  clause  simply 
proposed  that  if  a  fore^ner  brought  aa 
action  for  libel  the  Judge  might  be 
allowed,  on  the  application  of  the  de- 
fendant, to  call  upon  each  foreigner  to 
five  seonrit^  for  costs,  should  he  not  ha 
omiciled  in  this  country.  Ho  had 
given  an  instanoe  in  Committee  to  show 
that  the  Judge  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
have  that  authority.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) had  aontflsted  his  law,  and  had  said 
uat  in  all  cases  the  Judge  had  a  right 
to  call  upon  a  plaintiff  to  give  seouri^ 
for  costs  if  he  was  not  a  resident  in  the 
country.  Well,  he  had  referred  to  a 
work  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  if  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
would  allow  him  (Mr.  Labouohere)  to 
say  BO  on  his  owu  authority,  he  would 
teil  him  that  he  was  wrong.  He  saw  in 
a  book  colled  Morgan^*  Chanter^  AtU 
these  words — 

*'  If,  howerer,  at  the  time  of  the  appliostion 
for  aecurity  for  costs,  the  pluntiff,  whether  an 
Englishman  or  a  foraig[ner,  ia  within  the  jurit' 
diction,  though  only  tamporarily  secority  can- 
not be  t«quirad." 

That  was  the  law — it  was  admitted  to 
be  BO,  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought 
the  right  has.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  bear  him  ont  that  that  was  just 
what  tha  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  did  not  say.  He  had  referred  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  0-entleman's 
work  in  order  to  arrive  at  hia  views.  It 
amounted  to  this,  that  at  the  present 
moment  a  foreigner  might  come  over 
to  England,  he  might  put  up  at  an 
hotel  in  Dover ;  he  might  brine  an 
action  against  a  newspaper  for  lihel, 
and  if  the  newspaper  proprietor  or 
editor  applied  to  the  Judge  to  require 
the  foreigners  to  find  security  for  costs 
the  Judge  could  not  oblige  the  foteignet 
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to  find  that  Hscurit;  ii  at  tbe  time  of  the 
applioAtioQ  the  man  happened  to  be  re- 
siding at  Buoh  hotel  in  Dover.  Then, 
having  hrought  his  action,  thia  foreigner 
mieht  go  away  and  disappear,  and  this 
unfortunate  nevspaper  proprietor  had 
to  go  into  Court  and  send  his  oonnsel 
into  Oourt,  the  foreigner  never  appear- 
ing on  the  Boene.  It  migbt  be  it  the 
plaintiff  did  appear  on  the  scene,  the 
action  went  against  him,  but  that  he 
had  no  means  of  paying  the  costs,  and 
went  back  to  his  own  country  whither 
there  was  no  means  of  following  him. 
He  (Ur.  Labouohere)  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentlemau  the  Attorney 
General  would  admit  that  hie  contention 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  that  in  this 
case  a  man  should  be  called  upon  to  give 
some  security  for  the  payment  of  costs. 
But  what  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Attorney  General  say 
against  the  proposal  ?  He  (Ur.  Lahou- 
ohere)  would  tell  the  House.  He  would 
say,  "It  is  quite  right,  no  doubt,  but 
you  must  wait  for  a  large  measure ; 
why  are  you  to  do  thia  in  the  case  of 
libet  and  not  in  all  other  cases?" 
Well,  everyone  in  this  world  must  look 
after  himself.  Newspaper  proprietors 
must  look  after  themselves.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  the  Attorney 
General  would  bring  in  that  general 
law  they  would  he  perfectly  ready  to 
vote  for  it,  but  he  (Ifr.  Labouchere) 
saw  nothing  on  the  horizon  to  lead  him 
to  suppose  that  any  such  general  law 
was  going  to  be  brought  in;  and  he 
should  like  to  point  out  that  in  the 
matter  of  libel,  the  law  was  different  in 
regard  to  procedure  than  that  in  any 
Other  case.  In  I8B2  they  had  a  measure 
called  the  "  Newspaper  Libel  Act "  be- 
fore the  House 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEHAL  (Sir 
EioHABD  Wbbstbb)  {IsIo  of  Wight) : 
No;  in  1661. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Well,  in  1881, 
that  Act  was  passed.  There  were  special 
provisions  in  that  measure  as  to  pro- 
cedure !d  cases  of  libel.  There  were 
special  enactments  in  the  Bill  not  only 
in  regard  to  libel,  but  in  regard  to  pro- 
cedure generally;  and  he  simply  asked 
that,  aa  they  happened  to  have  the 
present  measure  before  them,  they 
should  take  the  opportunity  to  remedy 
what  was  a  great  wrong  to  newspaper 
proprietors.  He  knew  perfectly  well 
that  there  was  very  little  sympathy  with 
Jfr.  Laiouehn-a 


newspaper  proprietors  in  this  House. 
There  was  only  one  period  when  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  affected  a  sympathy 
with  newspapers,  and  that  was  just  a 
little  before  a  General  Eiection,  and, 
oh,  then  the  newspaper  proprietors  were 
the  best  of  the  human  race,  and  every- 
thing that  newspaper  proprietors  pro* 
posed  was  listened  to  with  the  greateet 
attention  in  the  House.  But  he  (Ur. 
Labouchere)  did  not  desire  a  Bill  to  be 
brought  forward  under  each  conditions  as 
those.  He  did  not  ask  for  special  favour  ; 
he  wanted  fair  honest  justice.  That 
was  all  he  asked  for,  in  the  name  of 
every  newspapor  proprietor,  for  every 
newspaper  proprietor  in  thacounby  was 
in  favour  of  the  clause.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick),  on  the  Conserva- 
tive side,  had  put  in  a  clause  which 
would  cover  the  present  proposal,  and 
go  much  farther;  but  he  bad  struck  it 
out  because  the  Qovemment  were  op- 
posed to  it.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was 
sure  he  should  have  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  that  very  humble  clause 
which  he  now  begged  to  move  to  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Hew  clause  (Defendant  may  obtain 
security  for  costs  from  plaintiffs  not 
domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom,) — 
Mr.  LaboueheTe,)—hro»ght  vp,  and  read 
the  first  time). 

Motion  made,  and  Qneetion  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mk.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  regretted  that  that  proposed  new 
clause  must  be  opposed,  and  if  on  no 
other  grounds  upon  those  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Memberfor  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  himself 
stated.  He  (Mr.  Kelly)  held  that  the 
law  could  not,  or  should  not,  be  altered 
in  favour  of  a  single  class  of  individuals. 
If  the  proposal  was  to  alter  the  general 
law  BO  OS  to  do  away  with  the  injustice 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed 
out,  so  far  as  regarded  the  general  pub- 
lic as  well  as  the  newspaper  proprietors, 
it  would  be  a  totally  different  thing; 
but  he  did  not  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple newspaper  proprietors  were  to  be 
legislated  for  specially.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  clause  seemed  more  or  less  to 
regard  the  pecuniary  interests  of  this  one 
class.  The  point  was  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  if  a  foreigner  brought  aa 
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action  agamat  anybody  in  this  oountiy, 
there  was  a  power  to  stay  the  action 
until  security  for  payment  of  oosts  had 
been  given ;  but  that  provision  applied 
to  all  defendants  whatsoever  against 
vliom  actions  vere  brought  by  foreigners 
who  were  not  domiciled  in  this  country, 
whether  newspaper  proprietors  or  not, 
and  it  was  a  very  proper  provision  for 
the  protection  of  our  own  people.  But 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  prevent 
Buy  foreigner  from  bringing  an  action 
without  giving  security  for  costs  in  one 
particular  class  of  cases  only  if  the 
foreigner  was  not  domiciled  in  England. 
Tlie  protection  which  was  afTorded  to 
the  wnole  community  at  present  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Kelly)  to  be  sufficient;  but 
it  it  was  not,  then  let  proper  protection 
be  given  generally  to  all  classes.  The 
hon.  Member  talked  about  the  unfortu- 
nate newspaper  proprietors.  Well,  he 
iMr.  Kelly)  thought  there  were  very 
sw  in  that  House  who  would  not  like 
to  be  in  the  position  of  some  of  those 
nnfortunate  newspaper  proprietors.  The 
hon.  Member  said  these  gentlemen  were 
only  looking  'after  their  own  interests. 
Well,  it  was  re&eshing  to  hear  such  an 
admission.  The  House  would  accept 
the  statement,  and  would  bear  in  mind 
that  the  newspaper  proprietors  in  the 
House  were  looking  after  their  own  in- 
terests, and  not  those  of  the  public. 

Mr.  LABOnCHERE :  The  two  are 
identical. 

Ma.  KELLY  said,  the  bon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  in  the  plainest  terms  that 
newspaper  proprietors  were  only  engaged 
in  lo^ng  after  their  own  interests,  and 
BOthing  use. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  must 
explain.  He  had  never  said  that  news- 
pa^r  proprietors  were  looking  after 
their  own  interests,  and  nothing  else. 
He  had  said  that  they  were  naturally 
engaged  in  looking  after  their  own  inte- 
rests, and  all  the  more  so  because  their 
interests  were  those  of  the  public. 

Mr.  KELLY  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  Member  said  what  news- 
paper proprietors  were  looking  after — 
namely,  meir  own  interests,  and  it 
-was  also  clear  that  in  many  instances 
thev  were  looking  after  those  interests 
without  considering  the  interests  of  the 
public.  He  (Mr.  Kelly)  might  mention 
this,  that,  as  the  hon.  Member  knew 
very  well,  a  plaintiff  really  could  never 
\Aa%  an  actiou  and  then  run  away ;  be- 
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cauee  if  be  did  run  away,  the  action 
could  be  stayed  at  once,  unless  security 
for  oosta  was  given.  But  the  point  was, 
was  the  general  law  to  be  altered  in 
favour  of  one  particular  class,  and  that 
particular  class  the  libellers. 

Mr.  OSBOHNE  MOKGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  said,  it  was  always  dis- 
agreeable  to  be  convicted  of  being  in 
the  wrong,  hut  it  was  especially  dis- 
agreeable to  be  so  convicted  oat  of  one's 
own  mouth.  He  must  admit  that  he 
had  been  in  the  wrong  in  what  he  had 
stated  the  other  day,  but  it  could  hardly 
be  expected  of  him  that  he  should  carry 
BO  many  pages  of  printed  matter  in  his 
head  as  were  contained  in  the  book 
from  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  bad  quoted.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated,  that  if  a  foreigner 
took  up  his  residence  at  an  hotel  in 
Dover,  and  brought  an  action  against 
a  newspaper,  remaining  in  England  as 
a  temporary  resident  up  to  the  very 
day  when  the  action  was  heard,  and 
disappeared  as  soon  as  the  case  went 
against  him,  they  could  not  make  him 
give  security  for  costs.  Well,  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  that  that  was 
monstrously  unjust.  He  was  as  much 
opposed  as  any  man  could  be  to  these 
small  alterations  of  the  law  in  favour 
of  particular  classes,  and  if  there  was 
any  chance  of  their  being  able  to  bring 
about  an  alteration  of  the  law  generally 
in  this  respect,  he  should  agree  that  it 
would  be  better  to  proceed  by  way  of  a 
general  enactment ;  but  they  all  knew 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  chance 
of  that  this  Session,  and  he  thought  that 
that  waa  a  case  in  which  they  might 
go  out  of  their  way  to  obtain  what  Utile 
they  could,  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  was  dispoBed  to  support  the  proposed 
clause.  There  was  an  objection — a 
verbal  one— to  one  word  in  the  clause 
— namely,  to  the  word  "domicile." 
Every  lawyer  knew  that  that  was  a 
most  dangerous  word.  He  believed 
that  the  word  "domicile"  had  caused 
more  litigation  than  any  other  word  in 
the  Dictionary,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
propose  that  in  place  of  the  words, 
"the  plaintiff  is  not  domiciled  within 
the  United  Kingdom,"  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  use  some  auoh  words  aa 
these — "  the  plaintiff  has  no  permanent 
place  of  residence  in  the  United  King- 
dom." That  was  a  word  which  had 
received  a  reoognized  meaning  in  the 
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ConrtB,  and  vhioh  there  would  be  no 
diffioult;  wihateTer  in  conatruing.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  irillin^  to 
adopt  that  ■Iteration,  he  (Mr.  GeborDe 
Morgan)  would  feel  bound  to  support 
the  Sause. 

Mb.  COGHILL  (Newoaatle-under- 
Iifme)  said,  he  must  proteet  against 
this  special  exemption  whioh  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Labouohere)  was  attempt- 
ing to  introduce  (or  the  benefit  of  news- 
paper proprietors.  They  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  [Mr. 
Labouohere)  a  week  ago,  the  serioua 
expenses  be  bad  been  put  to  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  a  geotleman  bringing  an 
action  against  liim  having  no  pnvate 
domicile  in  this  country.  What  be 
should  like  to  know  from  the  bon. 
Member  was,  wbetber  be  thongbt 
actions  for  libal  were  at  the  end  of  the 
year  to  be  placed  to  the  profit  or  loss 
account  of  newepapers  ?  When  they 
remembered  the  large  number  of  libel 
actions  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  periodical  called  IVuth,  they  would 
probably  have  eome  notion  that  libel 
actions  had  been  a  very  good  advertise- 
ment for  that  paper.  The  arguments 
the  hon.  Member  brought  forwud  as  to 
these  actions  out  both  ways.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  a  foreigner  might  be 
staying  at  an  hotel  in  Dover,  and  might 
bring  an  action  against  a  newspaper 
and  disappear  before  costs  oould  be 
claimed  against  him ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  foreigner  who  was  only  making 
a  short  stay  in  the  country  might  be 
grossly  libeUed,  and  it  might  be  a  mat- 
ter of  serions  inconvenience  to  him  to 
have  to  remain  a  long  time  here  in  order 
to  bring  an  action  in  consequence  of 
that  libel.  Therefore,  the  hardsbip  was 
just  as  much  on  the  foreigner  as  on  the 
newspaper,  and  he  (Mr.  Coghill)  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
broueht  forward  this  clause,  that  the 
remedy  for  the  evil  of  which  he  com- 
plained was  very  easy.  Supposing  that 
a  person  who  would  otherwise  be  the 
subject  of  a  libel  had  no  visible  pro- 
perty and  no  permanent  residence  in 
this  country,  all  that  would  be  necessary 
to  do  in  order  to  avoid  an  action  would 
be  to  exerdse  more  care  in  writing  para- 
graphs. Before  libelling  a  gentleman 
staying  at  an  hotel  in  Dover,  the  news- 
paper proprietor  would  only  have  te 
mue  inquiries  to  find  out  the  gentle- 
mao's  residence,  and  on  discovering  that 
Xr.  Otiorrn  Mtrgtm 


his  stay  was  only  temporary,  he  oould  tear 
up  the  racy  paragraph  he  had  intended 
to  insert  in  his  paper,  and  put  it  in  the 
waste-paper  basket.  He  (Mr.  Coghill] 
objected  to  this  attempt  to  give  speoial 
seonrity  to  gentlemen  who  published 
these  paragraphs  in  newspapers  simply 
and  solely  for  their  own  benefit.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  afford  spe- 
cial  privileges  by  legielation  to  a  class 
of  gentlemen  who  were  chiefly  pro- 
moters of  society  journals. 

8m  ALBEKT  KOLLIT  (Islington,  8.) 
said,  the  chief  objection  to  this  clause 
seemed  to  rest  on  the  principle  that 
they  ought  not  to  legiBlate  especially 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Press.  He  would 
point  out  that  the  whole  Statute  they 
were  proposing  to  enact  was  essen- 
tially and  exceptionally  one  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Press,  and  why  ?  Because 
the  Press  stood  in  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion. It  was  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  the  Press  did  not  exist  merely 
for  the  advanoemeat  of  private  in- 
terests, and  when  the  hon.  Member  was 
taunted  with  the  statement  that  news- 
paper proprietors  were  simply  advo- 
cating their  own  interests  in  that  Honee, 
he  thought  the  statement  was  contrary 
to  the  faoU  of  the  case.  The  Press  had 
a  public  duty  to  perform,  and  he  oould 
not  help  thinking  that  in  the  past  it  had 
performed  that  duty  satisfactorily,  and 
had  watched  the  interests  of  the  public 
with  the  greatest  care.  He  oould  not  help 
thinking,  too,  that  it  deserved  well  of 
the  country  for  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  disseminated  truth  amongst  the 
people.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Oogbill),  in  the  remarks  he  had 
just  made,  seemed  to  have  lost  eight  of 
a  very  important  point.  He  said  that 
if  a  person  was  not  domiciled  in  this 
country,  more  oare  ought  to  be  exercised 
in  writing  a  paragraph  containing  any 
reference  to  him.  But  bow  was  an 
editor,  when  certain  information  had 
reached  him  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night 
or  an  earlj  hour  in  the  morning,  to 
make  inquiries  as  to  wbetber  tbe  person 
referred  to,  who  might  bring  an  action 
for  libel,  had  a  permanent  residence  in 
this  country  or  not?  If  an  editor  had 
to  allow  a  considerable  period  to  elapse 
in  order  to  make  such  inquiries,  the  in- 
formation he  might  be  desirous  of 
giving  to  the  public  might  cease  to  be 
news.  As  an  opportunity  seemed  to 
exist  for  doing  that  whioh  was  just  and 
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fair  towards  the  Fress,  wliich  he  oon- 
tended  merited  some  exceptional  treat- 
inent  on  the  grouDds  he  had  stated,  he 
trusted  that  the  claiue  would  be  ao- 
cepted  as,  at  all  events,  a  tentative 
remedy  for  an  exiatisg  evil. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  did  not  thinh  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Ur.  Labou- 
cfaere)  quits  understood  the  effeot  of  the 
olauHa  which  he  had  moved.  In  the 
first  plaoe  he  had  not  made  it  apply  to 
forei^ers.  There  was  nothing  about 
foreigners  in  the  clause,  but  as  it  was 
worded  it  would  apply  to  all  people — 
Englishmen,  Sootohmen,  and  Irishmen, 
who  did  not  happen  to  have  a  per- 
manent residence  in  the  United  King- 
dom. There  were  many  persons  living 
ia  England  who  were  not  domiciled,  in- 
cluding Scotobmen,  Irishmen,  French- 
men, and  Qermans.  Was  it  proposed  to 
treat  them  differently  from  English- 
men? He  oonsidered  the  clause  most 
dangerous,  containing  as  it  did  a  novel 
principle.  Probably  the  clause  as  it 
was  drawn  failed  to  carry  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  hon.  Uember.  At  the 
present  moment  the  law  would  require 
a  plaintiff  lo  give  security  for  oosts,  but 
the  clause  would  have  greater  effect 
than  that.  There  were  thousands  of 
persons  living  in  this  country  at  the 
present  moment  who  had  lived  here  for 
many  years,  but  who,  as  was  perfectly 
well  known,  were  not  domiciled.  Under 
the  clause  a  native  of  Scotland  who  had 
lived  in  London  for  years  might  not  be 
domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
should  certainly  oppose  any  Amendment 
of  the  Bill  as  euggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  because  he 
did  not  think  any  Amendment  oould  be 
proposed  which  would  not  interfere  with 
the  recognived  praotioe  in  these  matters. 
If  a  person  came  into  Court  now  he  was 
compelled  to  give  security  for  oosts. 

Mk.  HADCLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
ington,  W.)  said,  the  clause  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
had  been  treated  as  if  it  related  solely 
to  newspapers,  and  was  solely  intended 
to  affect  newspaper  proprietors,  whereas 
in  reality  it  proposed  to  alter  the  law  of 
libel  in  regard  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity, and  was  not  confined  te  newspaper 
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who  moved  the  clause,  wonld  be  willing 
to  substitute  for  the  word  "  domicile" 
some  such  words  as  "permanent  resi- 
dence." He  maintained  that  the  law  as 
it  stood  was  quite  sufficient  to  meet  the 
grievance  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  complained.  He 
would  read  again  the  clause  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  which  he  had  ventured  to 
read  on  Wednesday  last,  because  the 
section  in  question  gave  to  a  defendant 
exactly  the  security  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  desirous 
of  giving.  Section  10  of  the  County 
Courts  Act,  1867,  provided   that   any 

fieraon  against  whom  an  action  for 
ibel  or  slander  was  brought,  should 
have  power  to  make  an  affidavit  that  the 
plaintiff  had  no  visible  means  of  paying 
costs  if  the  verdict  was  not  found  for  the 
plaintiff.  Thereupon,  the  Judge  of  the 
Court  in  which  the  action  was  brought 
was  empowered  to  make  an  order  that 
unless  the  plaintiff  gave  full  security  for 
the  defendant's  costs  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Master  of  the  Court,  all  proceed- 
ings in  the  action  should  he  stayed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  upon  this 
Bill  in  Committee  last  week,  referred  to 
the  case  of  some  plaintiff  who  had  sued 
a  man  and  then  subsequently  left  the 
country.  The  accusation  was,  that  the 
moment  the  verdict  was  given  against 
the  plaintiff  the  plaintiff  bolted,  and  the 
defendant  found  it  impossible  to  get  his 
costs.  But  that  was  very  much  the 
fault  of  the  defendant  himself,  because 
the  proper  time  to  apply  for  security  for 
costs  was  after  the  issue  of  the  writ  and 
before  the  trial.  If  the  defendant  in  the 
case  referred  to  had  adopted  that  course 
he  would  not  have  lost  his  costs.  There 
was  another  ground  on  which  he  ven- 
tured to  oppose  the  Amendment.  He 
opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  the  law 
was  sufficient,  and  that  it  did  give  that 
security  for  costs  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desired ;  and  he  opposed  it  also  on 
the  ground  that  there  was  an  order  of 
the  Supreme  Court  which  exactly  met 
the  case.  By  Order  AS,  Bule  6,  a 
plaintiff  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  might  be  ordered  to  give  security 
for  costs,  although  he  might  be  tempo- 
rarily resident  within  the  jurisdiction. 
He  thought  that  Order,  coupled  with 
the  10th  seetion  of  the  County  Courts 
Act,  met  the  case  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
I  tio.   A^mtw,^    to    provide   for   by   this 
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Amendment.  For  this  and  other  rea- 
Bona,  vhicb  had  already  been  stated  to 
the  Houee,  hs  thought  it  extremely  un- 
deeirahle  to  spoil  a  ^od  Bill,  and  a  Bill 
which  he  hoped  would  become  law,  by 
introducing  into  it  a  superfluous  and 
misohioTOus  clause. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St  Pancraa,  WO  aaid, 
he  wished  to  express  his  deep  regret 
that  so  many  hon.  and  learned  Hetnbers 
of  the  long  robe  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  come  down  there  in  order  to  try 
and  stop  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  [  t>t'M 
of  "  No !  "1  Oh,  yes ;  the  House  had 
seen  what  oad  taben  place.  Thejr  got 
up  one  after  the  other,  and  attributed 
to  newspaper  proprietors  interested 
motives  in  support  of  the  Bill ;  but  it 
had  been  pointed  out  that  the  interests 
of  newspaper  proprietors  were  identical 
and  conterminous  with  those  of  the 
public,  and  it  was  a  particularly  dan- 
gerous argument  to  use.  It  was 
quite  obvious  from  whom  the  real 
opposition  to  the  measure  came;  and 
he  begged  to  tell  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen that  people  who  lived  in  glass 
houses  should  not  throw  stones.  The 
lawyers  in  that  House  should  be  the 
last  persons  in  the  world  to  pre- 
tend that  their  own  action  was 
entirely  dictated  by  disinterested  mo- 
tives. Xhe  hon.  and  learned  Ifember 
for  West  NewiDgton  (Mr.  Badcliffe 
Cooke)  had  referred  to  a  section  of  the 
County  Courts  Act ;  but,  speaking  as  a 
layman,  he  believed  it  was  true  that 
the  section  quoted  by  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  only  applied  to  cases 
where  the  judgment  was  under  £50. 
[Crifi  of  "No ! "]  He  was  told  by  an 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  that  was 

BO. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
BicnAnQ  Wrbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
that  whatever  the  amount  at  stake 
might  be,  the  Judge  had  a  perfect  right 
to  send  the  case  to  be  tried  by  the 
County  Court. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  in  that  case 
there  would  be  no  special  jury,  and 
both  sides  would  be  obliged  to  have  the 
County  Court  as  their  tribunal.  In 
many  cases  that  was  not  the  course 
which  the  defendant  in  an  action  for 
libel  would  be  likely  to  take.  He  was 
told  that  the  Order  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  alluded  was  practi- 
cally not  acted  upon.  Probably  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Mr.  Sadclife  Coot* 


Member  for  East  Denbighshire  would  bo 
able  to  speak  from  his  own  experienos 
in  this  matter,  which  was  very  exten- 
sive. He  wished  now  to  deal  for  a 
moment  with  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Newoastla- 
under-Lyme  (Mr.  Cogbill),  who  spoke 
earlier,  and  talked  about  the  prolecttoa 
given  to  the  newspaper  Fress,  which 
was  already  making  immense  profits  oat 
of  the  public.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  this  Bill  did  not  apply  to  the  Lon- 
don newspapers  only,  but  to  the  whole 
Press  of  the  country;  and  he  doubted 
whether  the  capital  invested  in  that 
industry  brought  in  as  much  as  S  per 
cent.  The  hon.  Member  had  oontinuuly 
before  his  eyes  one  or  two  flourishing 
papers.  Those  newspapers  could,  no 
doubt,  well  afford  to  pay  their  expenses ; 
but  the  clause  was  proposed  in  the  in- 
terests of  proprietors  whose  means  were 
very  much  more  limited.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn 
(Mr.  Anderson)  had  pointed  out  that  by 
the  clause,  in  its  unamended  state,  it 
would  be  quite  feasible  for  an  English- 
man, as  well  as  an  alien,  to  be  brought 
under  its  provisions ;  but  that  was  ex- 
actly the  case  at  the  present  time. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  said  that 
the  clause  applied  to  foreigners,  and  all 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  did  was  to  deny  that 
assertion.  It  applied  to  Scotchmen  and 
Irishmen  qaite  as  much  as  to  French- 
men and  Germans. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  the  power  given  to  the  clause 
was  only  a  discretionary  one — namely, 
that  the  Judge  should  have  power  to 
make  an  order.  It  was  not  absolute  or 
compulsory.  If  the  House  considered 
it  better  to  have  a  further  safeguard 
there  was  no  objection  to  insert  some 
such  words  as  "  being  an  alien  " ;  that 
would  probably  meet  the  objection 
which  had  been  raised.  In  truth,  they 
were  trying  in  the  clause  proposed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  to  meet  a  case  in  which 
a  plaintiff  in  a  bogus  action  stayed  in 
in  this  country  just  for  a  sufficient 
length  of  time  to  escape  the  obligatioa 
of  being  required  to  give  seourity  for 
costs.  He  then  went  away,  and  left  bis 
solicitor  to  carry  on  the  action  without 
any  visible  means  of  paying  the  ex- 
penses of  the  law  soit  if,  in  the  end,  it 
went  against  him.  It  was  for  the  smiall 
newspaper  proprietors  that  they  vera 


..Google 


725 


LiMlMe 


(Jum  30,  1888}  Ammimeni  Sill. 


■tauding  up,  on  acoouot  of  the  special 
dangere  and  liabilitieB  to  which  thej 
were  expoied,  and  Beeiog  that  the 
clause  was  reaaonabl;  just  and  equit- 
able, he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was 
quite  justified  in  presBing  it. 

Sib  BICHASD  WEB8TEB  said,  the 
hon.  Uember  for  West  St.  PanoraB  (Mr. 
liawsou]  had  leall;  no  reason  to  com- 
plain becaune  the  legal  Members  of  the 
House  thought  fit  to  express  their  opi- 
nions on  this  matter.  If  the  newspaper 
proprietors  wonld  interfere  in  matters 
which  were  really  questions  of  legal  prae- 
tice,  the;  had  no  ground  to  complain  if 
those  who  were  connected  with  tne  law 
told  the  House  what  the  practice  of  the 
law  was.  It  was  mush  t^  be  regretted 
that  the  Bar  had  lost  for  so  many  years 
the  peraonal  attendance  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan).  In 
regard  to  this  particular  question,  how- 
ever, the  Order  which  had  been  read  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Newtngton  (Mr.  Badcliffe 
Cooke],  provided,  so  as  to  prevent  any 
eacape  from  giving  aeourity  for  costB, 
that  a  plaintiff  should  shov  that  he  had 
a  permanent  residence  in  this  country. 
It  was  perfectly  correct  to  say  that 
where  a  plaintiff  had  no  ordinary  place 
of  residencein  the  British  Isles  he  might 
be  ordered  to  give  security  for  casts, 
and  that  rule  applied  whether  he  was 
a  foreigner  or  an  FDglisbman  residing 
elsewhere.  The  word  "domicile"  was 
a  very  difficult  word  to  interpret,  and 
might  depend  upon  a  variety  of  circum- 
stances. The  law,  as  he  understood  it, 
was  this — the  plaintiflf  issued  a  writ, 
and  the  defendant  found  out  that  he  had 
no  residence,  but,  as  suggested, was  stay- 
ing at  some  hotel  at  Dover.  He,  there- 
fore, toot  out  a  BummonB,  calling  on  the 
plaintiff  to  show  that  his  ordinary  place 
of  residence  was  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  if  not,  then  he  was  required  to  give 
security  for  costs.  If  the  proceedings 
were  protracted,  Iben  the  defendant 
could  make  a  further  application, 
stating  that  the  security  already  given 
was  insufficient,  and  the  Master  had 
full  power  to  increase  the  amount  of 
security.  He  had  therefore  submitted 
to  the  House  that  the  present  law  was 
sufficient,  and  that  it  would  only  be  re- 
enacted  by  the  clause,  even  if  amended 
as  the  hon.  Member  was  willing  to 
amend  it.    He  bad  the  strongest  sym- 
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pathy  with  the  newspaper  proprietors 
against  these  bogus  actions.  He  had 
never  said  a  single  word  either  aginst 
the  newspaper  I^ss  or  the  newspaper 
proprietors.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  if  such  legislation  was  necessary 
they  ought  to  have  it,  but.  at  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think  the  clause  would 
produce  any  practical  effect,  or  that 
tbere  was  any  greater  difficulty  in  get- 
ting security  for  costs  from  non-resi- 
dent plaintiffs  than  from  other  persons. 
It  was  one  of  those  ills  which  every- 
body was  heir  to,  and  newspaper  pro- 
prietors must  bear  it  with  the  rest  of 
mankind.  He  opposed  the  clause  os 
the  ground  that  it  would  not  produce 
any  satisfactory  result,  and  it  it  were 
amended,  as  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  amend  it,  it  would  simply  re-enact 
the  existing  law.  He  therefore  asked 
the  House  to  rejeot  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :—A.jeB  73;  Noes 
88  :  Majority  15.— (Div.  List,  No.  167.) 

Sib  ALQERNON  BOBTHWIOK 
(Kensington,  8.),  in  moving  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  new  clause : — 

"  It  shall  be  competent  foi  a  judKs  or  the 
Uourt  upon  an  application  b^  or  on  behoii  of 
tiro  or  mora  dsfendonta  in  tkctiong  in  respect  to 
the  same,  or  Bubitantially  the  mme,  Ubel 
broaght  by  one  and  the  ums  person  to  maka 
an  order  lor  the  cociolidation  of  Bush  actions ; 
and,  after  each  order  has  been  made  and  bofors 
the  trial  of  the  said  actions,  the  dofendanU  in 
any  new  actions  instituted  in  reipict  to  tho 
same,  or  anbitantiall  j  the  same,  libel  shall  also 
be  entitled  to  be  joined  in  a  oommon  action 
upon  a  joiat  application  being'  made  by  such 
new  defendants  and  the  duendants  in  the 
actions  already  oonsolidated.  The  Court  shall 
also  have  power  to  stay  proceedings  for  such 
period  and  upon  such  terms  as  it  may  see  fit 
in  any  actions,  consolidated  or  otherwise,  upon 
an  application  accompanied  by  an  affidavit 
being  made,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  de- 
teodants  in  the  original  actions,  by  any  penoa 
threatened  with  proceedings  by  the  same  plain- 
tiff for  pnbli^ing  the  same,  oraubstantially  the 
same,  Uhel," 

said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  clause 
was  a  most  important  one,  seeing  that  it 
would  produce  greater  simplicity  in  re- 
gard to  actions  for  libel  against  news- 
paper proprietors.  The  consolidation 
of  various  actions  into  one  would  en- 
sure a  fair  hearing  of  the  whole  matter, 
and  would  effect  a  great  saving  so  far 
as  costs  were  ooncemed,  and  of  time  as 
well.  He  was  quite  certain  that  the 
House  would  not  attempt  to  get  rid  oC 
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the  olauee  by  simplj  BBTing  that  it  was 
for  the  benefit  of  newspaper  proprietors, 
Aa  the  hoD.  Member  for  St.  Pancros 
(Mj.  liawsoo)  had  pointed  out,  newa- 

?aper  proprietors,  as  a  body,  must  not 
e  looked  upon  as  rich  mea.  There 
were  1,200  newspapera  in  Great  Britain 
which  were  honestly  working  for  the 
publie,  and  it  would  be  found  that  in  a 
great  majority  of  cases  the  newspaper 

Eroprietore  were  not  men  who  ought  to 
e  punished  beyond  what  they  could 
bear  for  a  mistake  or  an  error  of  judg- 
ment. At  the  same  time,  he  desired  to 
refrain  from  joining  in  the  sneers  and 
attacks  which  some  hon.  Members  had 
tboagbt  fit  to  make  on  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession on  the  ground  that  it  was  their 
interest  to  multiply  actions.  He  was 
satisfied  that  that  was  a  libel  upon  the 
Legal  Profession  than  which  there  was 
not  a  more  honourable  one  in  the  world. 
At  the  same  time,  hon.  Members  ought 
to  show  some  tenderness  for  newspaper 
proprietors  on  this  subject,  seeing  that 
they  themselves  were  literally  hedged 
and  fenced  about  by  barriers  and  barri- 
cades of  privilege.  Therefore  they 
might,  in  some  oaae,  concede  to  others 
the  advantages  which  they  so  plenti- 
fully enjoyed  themselves.  The  object  of 
the  clause  was  eimply  to  consolidate 
actions.  It  was  unnecessary  to  point 
out  that  over  and  over  again  an  action 
had  been  bronght  by  the  same  plaintiff 
against  several  defendants  for  the  same 
libel.  He  would  mention  an  instance 
which  had  been  brought  under  bis  own 
notice.  That  very  mominjf  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  piovinoial  news- 
paper proprietor  stating  that,  a  certain 
newspaper  having  published  what  was 
undoubtedly  a  libel— a  sort  of  sketch 
or  skit  after  the  fashion  of  Dickens' 
DotMoyt  Ball — the  proprietor  of  a 
school  came  forward  and  said — "That 
cap  fits  me,  and  I  will  prosecute  the 
newspaper."  He  did  so,  and  recovered 
£250  damages.  No  doubt  that  was 
right  and  just;  but  the  proprietor  of 
the  school  having  thus  been  satisfied  in 
Court  in  respect  of  the  injury  he  had 
sustained,  finding  that  the  article  had 
been  copied  by  other  newspapers  as  a 
literary  production,  with  no  idea  in  the 
world  to  provide  a  cap  to  fit  anybody, 
had  brought  fresh  actions  against  the 
proprietors  of  those  newspapers,  laying 
bis  damages  in  each  case  at  £5,000. 
That,  no  douht,  was  a  great  hardship. 
Sir  Algirnen  Berthuiei 


which,  to  some  extent,  this  clause 
would  remedy.  The  clause  proposed 
that  where  suflicient  actions  were 
brought  in  respect  of  the  same,  or 
substantially  the  same  libel,  the  Judge 
or  the  Court  should  have  power  of 
making  an  order  for  the  consolidation 
of  such  actions. 

New  Clause  (Consolidation  ofactions,) 
— {Sir  Algtmon  Borthteiek,) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Olanso  be  read  the  second 
time." 

Mb.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  a  good  deal  of 
this  olauee  was  already  provided  for 
under  the  existing  law.  Ho  had  no 
desire  to  speak  against  newspaper 
writers,  for  in  a  email  way  he  had  been 
one  himself,  and  perhaps  the  first  part 
of  the  clause  might  be  accepted  by  the 
House  on  the  ground  that  it  did  no 
harm.  By  Order  49  of  the  Rules  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  it  was  provided  that  ac- 
tions might  be  consolidated  by  an  Order 
of  the  Court,  and  it  was  a  constant  prac- 
tice to  consolidate  actions  brought  by 
one  plaintiff  against  several  defendants. 
That  course  was  pursued  in  the  notorious 
CoUedge  case,  where  the  plaintiff  had 
received  something  like  £3,000  already. 
That  was  to  say  mat  proceedings  in  16 
or  17  actions  which  were  pending  were 
stayed  to  abide  the  decision  in  one 
action.  That  practically  amounted  to 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  [Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick)  desired  to  see  enacted  in  the 
present  clause.  He  should  not,  therefore, 
oppose  the  clause  altogether,  on  the 
ground  that  although  it  did  not  do  much 
good  it  did  not  do  much  harm,  and  the 
early  part  of  it  would  effect  a  small 
Amendment  in  the  existing  law.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  the  House 
should  accept  the  concluding  paragraph 
of  the  clause — 

"The  Court  ahall  also  hsve  powsr  to  itsv 
procetdingB  for  such  [leriod  sad  upon  lucb 
temiB  u  it  may  Me  fit  m  any  aetioas,  conioli- 
dated  or  otherwus,  upoD  an  application  accom- 
paoied  by  sn  affidavit  being  made,  iriLh  tlie 
concnrroDca  of  the  defendanta  in  Lhe  original 
Bctioua,  bj  any  person  threatened  with  pro- 
ceadingB  by  the  same  plaintiff  for  publishing 
the  lame  or  lubatantially  tbs  aams  libel." 
That  meant  nothing  mote  nor  less  than 
that  where  a  person,  wholly  indepen- 
dent of  the  original  plaintiff,  said  he 
intended  to  bring  an  action  for  libel,  or 
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threntoQed  to  do  ao,  although  eatirel; 
disoonDMted  from  the  ori^n^  plaintiff, 
Bpon  mn  afiSdarit  faeioj;  made  by  the 
defendant,  the  proceedings  might  be 
stayed.  If  that  part  of  the  clanse  were 
•truck  out,  he,  for  his  own  part,  had  no 
great  objeotion  to  the  rest  of  the  clause 
being  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  addressed  the  Houae  was  mistaken 
as  to  what  the  law  was  in  regard  to  the 
oonsolidation  of  aotions.  In  no  case  of 
libel  oould  oonsolidation  take  plaoe. 
Oonsolidation  took  place  where  there 
was  question  of  fact  and  where  one  trial 
would  determine  the  question,  so  far  as 
every  other  action  was  concerned,  to- 
gether with  the  amount  of  damages — 
such,  for  instance,  as  aotions  on  marine 
polides.  It  had  nerer  been  suggested 
that  aotions  for  libel  whioh  might  be 
bronght  against  several  newspapers 
should  bs  oonsolidated,  beoauae  if  such 
actions  were  oonsolidated  the  difficulty 
which  would  arise  would  be  how  the 
damages  were  to  be  apportioned.  He 
understood  that  the  suggestion  now 
made  was  that  in  the  event  of  a  plain- 
tiET  bringing  several  actions  against  TAi 
Morning  Pott,  Tht  Daily  TeUgraph,  and 
various  newspapers,  all  of  them  were  to 
be  stayed,  except  that  against  Tht  Morn- 
ing Poit. 

Hb.  BIOHABD  WEBSTEB:  No; 
they  ar«  to  be  oonsolidated  into  one 
action. 

MB.ANDEBSON  ssid,  he  failed  to 
see  how  in  that  case  the  damages  were 
to  be  assessed  against  the  newspaper 
proprietors.  It  would  introduce  an  en- 
tirely novel  praotice  into  the  law,  and  it 
was  intended  by  an  understanding  whioh 
had  been  arrived  at  with  the  Govern- 
ment, that  later  on  nevspaper  pro- 
prietors should  be  allowed  to  give 
evidence  in  one  action,  though  other 
aotions  were  pending. 

8is  BIOHABD  WEBSTBB  said,  he 
had  explained  on  a  previous  oocasion 
that  no  understanding  of  that  kind  had 
been  arrived  at. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  under- 
stood from  what  took  place  on  the 
previous  occasion  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Kensington  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwiok)  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  excluding  a  oarti- 
cular  clause  from  the  Bill,  ana  was 
prepared  to  moys  it  on  the  uqders^d- 


730 

ing  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Oenerai  wonld  insert  an  Amendment 
later  on. 

Sib  ETOHAED  WEBSTER:  No; 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  said,  he  was  to 
understand  then  that  that  was  not  so. 
The  6th  olaose  of  the  Bill  contained  a 
very  large  concession,  and  he  thought 
the  newspaper  proprietors  ought  to  be 
satisfied  witn  it.  It  met  everything  that 
they  oould  possibly  desire,  and  if  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  were  in- 
serted also,  it  would  lead  to  the  greatest 
poBsible  confusion.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  onght  to  be  satiafied  with 
the  6th  clause. 

Sib  BICHAED  WEBSTER  said,  it 
might  perhaps  save  the  time  of  the 
House  if  he  were  to  make  a  short  state- 
ment in  regard  to  this  olause.  He  did 
not  quite  agree  with  either  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friends.  There  oould  be  no 
doubt  that  the  principle  of  oonsolidation 
on  libel  aotions  was  established  indi- 
rectly in  the  Colledge  oase.  But  this 
olausewent  a  little  further,  and  provided 
that  where  practically  the  same  action 
was  brought  by  several  plaintiffs  in  re- 
spect of  the  same  libel  such  aotions 
might  be  consolidated.  The  present 
Rule  with  regard  to  the  conHolidatiou 
of  actions  was  by  no  means  clear,  and 
he  thought  that  if  the  House  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  prudent  to  give 
libellers  the  right  of  consolidation,  the 
olause  would  be  an  improvement  in  the 
law.  Therefore,  in  so  far  as  it  pro- 
posed to  give  power  to  the  judge  to 
consolidate  actions,  the  clause  would, 
he  thought,  be  useful.  He  did  not  see 
why  any  dtf&culty  should  arise  with 
regard  to  damages,  for,  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  remember,  there 
was  no  contribution  among  wrong-doers. 
Each  award  in  the  case  of  libel  would 
be  for  the  full  amount  of  damages  and 
coets.  With  regard  to  the  last  part  of 
the  clause,  giving  power  to  stay  proceed- 
ings upon  the  application  of  any  person 
threatened  with  proceedings  by  the 
same  plaintiff  for  the  same  libel,  it  oer- 
tataty  did  introduce  an  entirely  new 
principle,  and  he  oould  only  assent  to 
the  2nd  clause  on  the  definite  under- 
standing that  that  part  was  withdrawn. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOK 
said,  he  would  withdraw  that  part  of 
the  olause  to  whioh  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentlemas  took  exception. 
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Mk.  EELLT  said,  he  cononrred  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Uember  for  Elgin 
and  Nairn  that  newspaper  proprietors 
were  aufficientl;  protected  hy  the  law  aa 
it  etood.  If  the;  were  to  consolidate 
all  actions  it  was  quite  certain  that 
there  would  nerer  be  an;  action  for 
libel  tried  at  all  ezcapt  at  great  expense 
to  the  plaintiff,  and  they  would  have  the 
leading  newspapers  united  as  defendants 
with  the  humblest  organs  of  the  Press. 
He  oould  not  possibly  understand  how 
the  damage  done  to  a  man  b;  the  circu- 
lation of  a  libel  to  him  in  all  parte  of 
the  Kingdom  oould  he  ascertained  in 
one  action.  If  this  clause  were  inserted 
there  never  would  be  any  action  tried  at 
all,  beoause  the  newspapers  would  con- 
tinue libeUiD|-,  and  every  fresh  lihel 
would  necessitate  fresh  stays  of  the 
original  action.  He  considered  that 
newspapers  were  sufficiently  protected 
now,  and  if  this  clause  were  passed  it 
would  lead  to  the  greatest  possible  con- 
fusion in  the  Oourts,  and,  above  all,  in 
the  minds  of  the  jurors  who  would  have 
to  assess  the  damages.  It  vrould  only 
be  necassary  for  a  newspaper  to  go  on 
printing  libellous  matter  over  and  over 
^ain  in  order  to  prevent  a  plaintiff 
obtaining  a  verdict  at  alHn  a  case  where 
it  might  be  most  essential  that  ho  should 
have  a  decision  as  speedily  aa  possible. 

8m  ALBEET  KOLLIT  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  alternative 
to  the  objectiona  raised  by  the  hon.  Qen~ 
tleman  the  Member  for  North  Camber- 
well  ( Mr.  Kelly)  was  that  if  a  multiplicity 
of  actions  was  to  be  allowed  they  would 
have  an  unknown  quantity  to  deal  with  in- 
stead of  having  one  jury  trying  the  whole 
matter,  and  bringing  it  to  a  conclusion 
with  a  comparatively  small  amount  of 
cost.  For  instance,  they  might  have  60 
juries  dealing  with  the  same  state  of  oir- 
cumstances  with  60  times  the  amount  of 
casta  involved.  It  was  to  protect  the 
newspaper  proprietors  against  the  ex- 
cessive costs  which  would  be  imposed 
upon  them  in  such  cases  that  the  clause 
was  introduced.  Attention  had  already 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  in  one  case 
60  actions  were  brought  gainst  a  news- 
paper proprietor  for  a  libel  that  was  in- 
serted through  no  negligence,  and  from 
no  malicious  motive.  The  newspaper 
proprietors  settled  these  actions  to  alarge 
extent  privately,  and  if  the  plaintiff  had 
lived  he  would  no  doubt  have  been  able 
to  have  obtained  large  amounta  in  the 


shape  of  costs.  In  another  case  an 
action  was  brought  against  the  Dubl\» 
Eetning  TfUgraph,  and  damages  were 
claimed  by  a  noble  lady  for  libel.  The 
error  was  due  to  the  Prttt  Atioeiatim, 
and  not  to  the  newspaper  at  all.  AU 
the  actions  were  settled  except  one, 
which  was  proceeded  with,  and  damages, 
together  with  a  largo  amount  of  coata, 
recovered.  No  doubt,  the  leading  daily 
papers  were  able  to  bear  a  considerable 
amount  of  expense,  but  the  interest  of 
the  poorer  ana,  at  the  same  time,  respect- 
able papers  demanded  that  this  clause 
ahould  pe  agreed  to.  It  was  on  the 
ground  that  the  olause  would  save  a 
great  deal  of  the  tremendous  expense 
to  whioh  newspaper  proprietors  were 
now  put  that  he  supported  it. 

Mb.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston)  said,  he 
could  not  understand  why,  if  this  matter 
was  of  snoh  importance  aa  it  was  now 
said  to  be,  it  was  not  brought  forward 
before  the  Beport  stage  of  the  Bill. 
He  could  not  think  it  was  desirable  at 
this  stage  of  the  proceedings  upon  the 
Bill  to  introduce  this  new  and  very  im- 
portant provision. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  ALaERNON  BOKTHWICK 
(Kensington,  8.)  moved  the  omission  of 
the  words  after  the  word  "consolidated  " 
in  lino  9  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9  of  the 
proposed  new  Clause,  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  "consolidated" 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause. — (Sir  Algtrtton 
Borthwiek.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Words  itruck  out. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill,"  put 
and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  said,  ho 

hegged  to  move  the  new  clauae  which 

'  icd  in  his  name ;  but,  with  the  per- 

Bsion   of  the  House,  he  desired  to 

make  a  slight  alteration  in  the  wording 
of  it.  The  olause  in  the  amended  form 
would  read — 


libel  the  pauages  c(  .. 
pUined  of,  bat  it  shall  be  aafiiaieiit  to  deposit 
tha  in^ictotent  and  particnltir*  with  annuinit 
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.      ,.  HI,  indeoent,  or  icaadaloui  libel  U 

oonmned,  and  the  psnon  proaeouMd  Bball  be 
entitled  to  «  copy  of  such  paitioolan,  and  saoh 
paitioul&n  bIibLI  be  dMiaed   to  be  part  of  the 

The  object  of  that  new  clause  waa  to 
prevent  soandalous,  blaspheiaouB,  and 
tndeoent  matter  pawing  through  the 
hands  of  a  large  uumber  of  olerks, 
joung  men,  and  it  might  be  boye,  as 
waa  neessiarj  under  the  present  state  of 
the  lav.  In  taot,  there  was  oonsider- 
able  danger  in  prosecuting  for  such 
libels;  because  they  ran  the  risk  of  cor- 
rapting  the  minds  of  a  large  number  of 
panona  in  pursuing  the  oonrse  now  re- 
quired hj  law.  He  had  received  a 
tetter  from  one  who  had  large  experi- 
ence in  prosecutions  of  this  kud,  and  it 
brought  vividly  before  his  mind  the 
evil  effects  which  followed  from  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law.  The  writer  said 
that  obscene  passages  were  included  in 
the  draft  case  prepared  in  the  solicitors' 
office ;  probably,  they  were  oopled  aj^aia 
in  the  chambers  of  the  counsel  who  drew 
the  indictment;  they  were  sent  to  the 
law  stationer's,  where  two,  if  not  mote, 
copies  had  to  be  made ;  these  had  to  be 
carefully  examined  and  compared  with 
the  original;  the  indictment  was  lodged 
at  the  office  of  the  Olerk  of  the  Peace, 
brought  by  the  usher  before  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  it  waa  read  in  Court,  where 
the  defendant  was  entitled  to  have  the 
indictment  literally  read,  word  byword, 
so  that  the  ohsoene  matter  came  before 
thousands  of  people  before  it  was 
finally  submitted  to  the  jury,  and  being 
read  in  Oourt  it  might  be  published  in 
newspapers.  Now,  when  the  House 
remembered  that  the  matter  referred  to 
was  of  the  most  detestable  kind,  of  such 
a  kind  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
any  people  to  read  it  without  having 
their  minds  polluted,  they  must  see  the 
great  advantage  of  the  change  in  the 
law  he  recommended.  According  to  the 
clause,  all  thatwould  be  necessary  would 
be  that  the  passages  should  be  marked, 
and  described,  and  read  by  the  jury. 
There  was  no  necessity  that  thej  should 
be  pablicly  read,  and  that  they  should 
so  get  into  the  newspapers  and  be  dif- 
fused throughout  the  country,  doing  a 
very  great  mischief,  in  fact,  doing  the 
very  mischief  it  should  be  the  object  of 
the  law  to  prevent.  He  could  not  think 
any<»ie  would  object  to  this  change  of 
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the  law,  and  he  had  every  hope  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  would  be  able  to  give 
his  support  to  this  clause.  He  begged, 
with  great  pleasure,  to  move  the  clause 
in  the  amended  form  in  which  he  had 
read  it  to  the  House. 

Ur.  speaker  said,  that  the  more 
regular  oourse  would  bs  for  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  to  move  the  clause  in  the 
terms  in  which  it  appeared  upon  the 
Paper,  and  then,  if  it  was  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  to  read  it  a  second  time, 
for  the  bon.  Gentleman  to  propose  what- 
ever Amendments  he  might  wish  to  make 
in  it. 

New  Clause  (Obscene  matter  need  not 
be  set  forth  in  an  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceedings, )  —  {Mr.  Sanuel 
Smith,)— ireuffht  op,  and  read  the  first 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
though, no  doubt,  made  in  the  interests 
of  decency,  was,  in  the  interests  of  j  ostice, 
most  inadvisable.  It  was  perfestly  ob- 
vious, from  the  language  of  the  clause, 
as  the  hon.  Member  first  of  all  proposed 
it,  that  he  was  wholly  unacquainted  with 
the  form  of  indictment  in  actions  for 
libel,  and  with  the  trial  of  such  indict- 
ments. The  clause,  as  they  were  asked 
at  present  to  enact  it,  provided  that 
where  there  was  an  indictment  for  an 
indecent  or,  it  might  be,  blasphemous 
libel,  it  should  be  sufficient  to  indicate 
in  the  indictment,  ho  presumed,  though 
it  was  not  stated,  what  were  the  pass- 
ages that  were  complained  of,  and  that 
then  it  should  be  necessary  to  refer  to 
the  document,  book,  or  newspaper,  in 
order  to  discover  what  ought  to  be  part 
of  the  indictment.  The  clause  went  on 
to  provide  that  such  oommunication 
should  be  deemed  to  be  sufficient  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  alleged  libel. 
[The  ArroRKBY  Gbmbral  (Sir  Hiohard 
Webster)  (Isle  of  Wigbt) :  That  has 
been  struck  out.]  He  was  told  that  that 
passage  was  to  be  struck  out.  The  hon. 
Member  for  FUntshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
might  have  considered  what  snffiaient 
evidence  meant.  How  could  they  have 
sufKoient  evidence  in  supiwrt  of  libellous 
matter  ?  In  his  (Mr.  Darling's)  opinion, 
it  was  nonsense  to  use  language  of  that 
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kind.  WhRt  van  proposed,  in  eomo  form 
or  another,  was  that  in  order  that  little 
boys  in  law  itationers'  officei  should  not 
be  shocked,  a  book  or  a  aewspapsr 
should  be  attaohed  to  the  indiotment  for 
libel,  with  some  indication  or  other  as 
to  the  paBBages  in  the  book  or  the 
newspaper  which  were  neoeeaary  in 
order  to  prors  the  case  for  the  pro- 
secution. The  hoQ.  Member  suggested 
that,  that  having;  been  done,  and  the 
defendant  put  upon  his  trial,  the  jury 
should  flimplr  look  over  the  indicated 
pasBagea,  and  that  the  people  in  Oonrt 
who  were  interested  in  justice  being 
administered  should  never,  from  end  to 
•nd  of  the  trial,  know  what  the  passages 
were,  and  never  from  end  to  end  of  the 
trial  know  whether  there  was  in  them 
auy thing  indecent  or  blasphemous.  That 
would  practically  mean  a  trial  in  eam*rd 
upon  themere  allegation  of  the  prosecutor 
that  the  matter  complained  of  was  blas- 
phemous or  indecent.  What,  after  all, 
was  the  harm  supposed  to  be  done  f  The 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  prevent  the 
perusal  of  indecent  passages  by  boys, 
small  biys,  who  he  said  were  engaged 
in  the  different  offices  through  which 
indictments  passed.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  was  no  proof  that  the  copyists  in 
these  offices  were  boys.  If  the  hon. 
Member  knew  anything  about  the  clerks 
engaged  in  law  stationers'  offices  and  in 
lawyers'  offices,  he  would  know  that  they 
copied  auything  put  before  them,  that 
they  must  copy  many  things  which  were 
not  particularly  decent,  and  that  they 
copied  them  so  mechantoaUy,  that  It 
made  little  or  no  impression  on  their 
minds.  He  (Mr.  Darling)  was  himself 
a  lawyer,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
necessary  perusal  of  these  indecent 
things  had  done  him  any  harm.  When  a 
counsel  had  once  read  a  brief,  he  after- 
wards took  uncommonly  little  interest 
in  it,  and  probably,  at  the  expiration  of 
a  week,  he  would  be  unable  to  say  what 
it  was  about.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
stationers'  boys  were  in  pretty  much  the 
same  position ;  but,  even  if  they  were 
in  a  worse  position,  was  this  not  strain- 
ing at  a  gnat  F  In  Courts  of  Justice,  it 
always  must  be  that  even  the  moat  inde- 
cent proceedings  must  be  detailed ;  it 
was  impossible  to  have  indecent  details 
huddled  up  in  the  manner  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  suggested.  If  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
S.  Smith)  were  pushed  to  its  lojioal  con- 
Mr.  Ihrling 


elusion  many  criminal  cases  would  be 
left  untried  for  fear  that  they  might 
produce  a  bad  effect  on  the  minds  ot 
police  constables  or  ushers,  or  others 
engaged  about  the  Courts.  Of  course, 
one  knew  perfectly  well  what  put  this 
idea  in  the  bon,  Qentleman's  mind. 
Hiere  was  a  most  interesting  work,  he 
believed,  though  he  had  never  read  it, 
which  was  called  Tht  Fruilt  of  Philo- 
toplu/.  With  respect  to  that  work  there 
was  a  prosecution,  the  passages  com- 
plained of  were  not  set  out  in  the  indict- 
ment, and  the  indictment  failed  upon 
that  technical  point.  Since  then,  all 
indecent  matter  had  been  copied  into 
indictments,  and  there  was  very  good 
reason  why  it  should  be.  If  a  person 
had  been  tried  for  libel  or  for  anything^ 
else,  and  he  was  brought  up  again,  he 
was  entitled  to  plead  that  he  had  been 
either  convicted  or  acquitted  in  respect 
to  the  same  matter,  aod,  in  order  that 
he  should  be  able  to  plead  that,  it  was 
neoessary  that  he  should  be  able  to  pro- 
duce the  indictment  which  contained  the 
record  of  the  decision  of  the  jury.  It  was 
obvious  that  ifamaa  had  been  convicted 
or  acquitted  already,  he  was  entitled  to 
be  acquitted  of  that  charge  in  f  utura,  and 
he  was  for  that  reason  entitled  to  plead 
aHtrtfoi*  aeqail  or  autrtfei*  convict,  as  the 
case  might  be.  It  would  be  a  distinct 
disadvantage  to  all  prisoners  or  people 
tried  for  libel  in  the  future,  if  they  could 
not  avail  themselves  as  easily  as  they 
could  now  of  the  proper  and  most  useful 
plea  that  they  had  oeen  tried  and  ac- 
quitted or  oonviotcd  before  of  the  offence 
now  laid  at  their  door.  He  regretted  to 
have  to  oppose  as  strongly  as  he  felt 
bound  to  do  a  proposal,  no  doubt,  made 
in  the  interests  of  decency  ;  but  he  eould 
not  help  thinking  that  this  was  an  oTer* 
straining  of  an;^.  desire  there  mi^t  bs 
to  amend  the  la4  in  this  direction. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
EiOHARD  Wsbster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
trusted  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
make  a  very  brief  statement  in  r^ard 
to  this  clause.  He  was  very  sorry  to  say 
he  entirety  differed  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling).  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  onlybad  brought  before  him  the 
amount  of  frightful  literature,  blas- 
phemous, indecent,  and  obscene,  which 
came  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown,  he  would  feel  that  every  step 
eiiould  b?  tf^en  to  prsreat  the  dtsMmi- 
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niition  of  euch  literatnre,  even  if  it 
affocted  onlj  10  or  12  people.  It  was 
perTectlj  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
eril  effect  ot  the  flood  of  diagusting, 
blaapbemoua,  and  indecent  literature 
nov  being  printed  and  spread  btoad- 
wat  over  the  country ;  and  yet  often 
it  Tas  inadvisable  to  take  proceed' 
ioga,  because  of  the  injury  done 
by  the  details  of  the  proceedings.  He 
had  said  that  in  order  that  the  House 
might  nnderatand  his  private  opinion  in 
regard  to  this  clause.  Of  course,  he  was 
by  no  means  insensible  to  the  legal 
difficulties  which  had  been  suggested. 
If  any  single  prisoner  could  be  deprived 
of  any  right,  if  any  harm  could  be  done 
by  the  clause,  notwithstanding  the  evils 
he  had  referred  to,  he  should  oppose  the 
clause.  But  let  him  point  out  to  his 
hoQ.  and  learned  Friend  and  to  the 
House  that  it  did  seem  to  bim  that,  by 
the  insertion  of  a  very  few  words,  every 
one  of  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised  might  be  met.  The  point  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  raised  was 
that,  upon  the  indictment,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  endorse  the  libellous  passages 
'  complained  of  to  guard  against  the  plea 
of  error  being  set  up.  He  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  quite  agreed  that  provision 
should  be  made  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  exactly  in  the  same  position 
as  if  the  words  had  been  set  out.  It  was 
quite  evident,  too,  that  the  words  "such 
indication  shall  be  deemed  sufficieut 
evidence  "  could  not  possibly  justify 
this  Uotion.  When  that  objection  was 
pointed  out  to  the  Mover  of  the  clause  he 
saw  the  clause  went  too  far,  and  that  the 
latter  part  was  not  necessary  in  order  to 
meet  the  grievance  he  wished  to  remedy. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemaa  the 
Member  for  Deptford(Mr.  Darling)  had 
suggested  that  those  in  Court  at  the  trial 
of  a  case  would  never  see  or  hear  the 
passages  complained  of.  That  was  not 
intended  |  as  he  understood  it,  the  object 
of  this  clause  was  simply  to  prevent  the 
unnecessary  copying  and  re-copying  of 
many  things  which  need  not  be  re-copied 
for  the  purposes  of  the  proceedings,  and 
to  insure  that  only  so  many  copies 
should  be  Droduced  as  were  absolutelv 
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assist  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  8.  Smith),  because 
he  sympathized  with  the  object  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  in  view.  He  had,  how- 
ever, to  suggest  that  the  clause  should 
be  amended;  that  it  should,  in  fact,  read 
as  follows : — 

"  It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  out  in  any 
indictmsat  or  other  judicial  proceeding;  insti- 
tuted against  the  publisher  of  any  " — 

perhaps  it  might  be  as  well  to  inaert 
"  blasphemous  " — 

"  blaspheinoug  or  obscene  libel " — 


"the  blaiphemoua  or  obacene  pasaagea,  but  it 
shall  be  sufficient  to  deposit  the  bwk,  newa- 

tiaper,  or  other  documeot  containing  the  alleged 
ib«l  with    the  indiotmeut  or  other   judicial 


that  such  particulsra  ahall  be  deemed  to  form 
part  ot  the  record,  and  all  proceedings  may  be 
taken  thereon  as  if  the  passages  complained  of 
had  been  set  out  in  the  indictment  or  other 
judicial  proceeding." 

If  the  alteration  he  suggested  were 
agreed  to,  the  prisoner  would  have  the 
same  right  he  had  at  present — the  Court 
would  be  in  exactly  the  same  position 
as  it  was  at  present.  The  indictment, 
which  he  hoped  they  would  see  abolished 
altogether  before  very  long,  and  asimpler 
form  adopted,  would  remain  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  officer  of  the  Court,  and 
the  jury  would  take  the  wording  as  they 
heard  it  read  by  the  officer  of  the  Court, 
or  possibly  as  they  heard  it  read  by  the 
learned  Judge.  As  the  clause  stood, 
copies  of  the  Dock  containing  the  objec- 
tionable passages  would  be  handed  to 
the  jury,  who  would  thus  possibly 
examine  the  particular  passages  more 
easily  than  if  they  were  set  out  in  the 
indictment.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Darling)  desired  to  reserve 
to  a  prisoner  all  the  rights  he  now  pos- 
sessed;  all  those  rights  would  be  reserved 
under  the  amended  clause  which  he  had 
suggested.  He  thought  that  by  the 
amended  clause  they  would  get  rid  of 
what  was  a  substantial  evil ;  though  it 
all  number  ot 
inly  do  no  harm 
>n  of  the  clause. 
[Northampton) 
venient  to  dis- 
the  matter  in 
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lentially  differing:  Irom  the 
matter  irliioh  was  proposed  to  be  aub- 
mitted,  especiall;  at  this  last  stajre  of  the 
Bill — namely,  Oonsideration  on  Beport, 
whsD,  if  they  made  a  blunder,  it  waa  im- 
possible to  remedy  it.  He  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Hi  chard  Webster) 
for  adopting  the  suggestion  be  mads  to 
him  just  now,  and  adding  to  tbe  clause 
tbat  the  matter  abould  be  made  part  of 
the  record,  because,  if  tbat  bad  not  been 
adopted,  it  would  hare  been  impoeaible 
to  take,  in  error  or  otherwise,  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Court  aa  to  wbetber  the 
matter  constituted  a  libel  or  not.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dept- 
ford  (Mr.  Barling)  was  quite  mistaken 
in  tbe  case  he  most  incorrectly  quoted. 
Probably  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  from  oonunon  report,  instead 
of  baring  read  tbe  case,  which  might 
account  for  the  mistake  he  had  made. 
He  (Hr.  Bradlaugb)  had  given  attention 
to  the  words  read  out  by  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  (General,  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  objection  to  them;  they 
would,  in  fact,  make  the  law  in  England 
somewhat  analogous  to  the  law  in 
America.    But  let  him  (Mr.  Bradlaugb) 

Soint  out  to  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[over  of  tbe  clause  (B£r.  S.  Smith)  that 
he  did  not  at  all  effect  anything  by  bis 
clause.  He  (Mr.  Bradlaugb)  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  that  the  passages 
complained  of  should  be  deposited  in 
print,  as  if  they  were  part  of  tbe 
indictment,  and  forming  part  of  the 
record  for  all  practical  purposes.  But 
if  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  imagined  tbat  any . 
person  could  be  tried  for  lioel  or  for  any 
other  offence  without  specific  evidence 
being  given  in  Court,  it  was  hard  to 
understand  what  tbe  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinion  of  justice  in  any  country  was. 
If  the  hon.  Qentleman  imagined  there 
could  be  any  hugger-mugger  way  in 
which  some  persons  might  know  what 
was  complained  of  and  others  might  not, 
he  could  only  inform  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man tbat  he  was  entirely  mistaken.  It 
was  not  possible,  under  the  law  as  it 
stood,  for  anyone  to  reprint  blasphemous 
or  obscene  matter,  which  might  be  con- 
tained in  any  counts  of  an  iodiotment, 
and  to  ezouae  himself  from  criminal 
proceedings  on  the  ground  of  it  forming 
part  of  the  matter  for  trial.  That  had 
been  clearly  laid  down  over  and  over 
again,  and  it  was  only  a  person  utterly 
Mr-  Bradlaugh 


unacquainted  with  the  lav  who  oould 
possibly  suppose  there  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  reprinting  such  matter  with 
impunity.  He  felt  some  diGSculty  in 
having  to  weigh  words  which  he  had 
only  just  heard  read,  which  were  not  the 
words  on  the  Paper,  but  which  essen- 
tially differed  from  the  words  in  print. 
Although  he  thought  the  words  sug- 
gested by  the  Attorney  General  were 
sufficient,  he  must  enter  his  protest 
against  a  clause  of  this  character  being 
sprung  upon  the  Houseon  Consideration 
on  Report. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Oamberwell,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  aay  a  very  few  words  in 
reference  to  this  new  clause.  In  the 
first  place,  he  must  join  in  the  protest 
of  tbe  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugb) 
against  having  this  matter  brought 
before  the  House  in  this  way.  What 
was  it  they  were  now  asked  to  do  ?  They 
were  asked  to  amend  the  Criminal  Law. 
Was  this  tbe  occasion  on  which  they 
should  be  asked  to  do  that?  Surely 
they  ought  to  be  asked  to  do  that  when 
they  were  amending  the  Criminal  Law 
generally.  It  was  most  unfortunate 
that  this  clause  had  been  amended,  and  - 
tbat  tbe  word  ' '  blasphemous ' '  bad  been 
introduced.  He  was  altogether  averse  to 
criminal  procesdioga  being  taken  ia 
cases  of  blasphemous  libels,  and  trusted 
tbe  word  "  blasphemous  "  would  be  re- 
jected by  tbe  House. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order S  I 
have  pointed  out  tbat  the  time  for  pro- 
posing Amendments  would  be  when  the 
clause  had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  KELLY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  olause  had  been  altered,  and  that, 
therefore,  hewaajuatified  in  commenting 
upon  the  amended  form.  He  oould  only 
say  that  while  be  admired  the  motives  of 
tbe  hon.  Member  (Hr.  8.  Smith)  who 
proposed  this  new  clause,  he  felt  it  was 
brought  forward  on  a  very  inopportune 
occasion.  Uuder  snob  oiroumstances,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  him  to 
vote  in  favour  of  it. 

Mb.  COMMIMS  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  he  entirely  sympathized  with  tbe 
motive  which  suggested  this  clause ;  but, 
at  tbe  same  time,  be  quite  agreed  with 
tbe  objections  that  bad  been  raised  by 
the  bon.  Member  for  N'orthampton  (Hr. 
Bradlaugh)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for"  North  Oamberwell  (Mr. 
Kelly)  aa  to  tbe  expediency  of  intro- 
ducing a  olanso  now,  and  aa  to  the  maii- 
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ner  in  wbioli  it  vae  introduced.  It  was 
a  wide  question  &a  to  whether  the  pro- 
oeedinge  suggested  b;  the  clause  should 
be  adopted  at  all.  The  adoption  of  the 
clause  certunly  would  result  in  the 
revolution  of  our  whole  Oriminnl  Law. 
Frohablf  one  of  the  oldest  priuoiplea  of 
our  Criminal  Law  was  that  anj  accused 
person,  when  brought  to  the  bar  for  trial, 
was  entitled  to  have  the  indictment  read 
fur  him  in  a  clear  and  distinct  voice. 
The  law  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  the  indictment  should  be  read  < 
to  the  accused  alowl;  and  in  a  clear 
distinct  voice.  It  the  indictment  was 
not  to  contain  the  libel  charged  against 
the  accused,  ha  would  be  entitled  to  have 
the  passages  which  were    referred  to 

Stoked  out  of  the  book,  newspaper,  or 
ocument,  and  read  out  clearly  and  dia- 
tinctlj,  BO  that  the  very  object  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  had  in  view 
would  not  only  be  defeated,  but  quits 
tbe  opposite  effect  would  be  brought 
about.  As  to  the  copying,  it  was  well 
known  that  the  copying  of  indictments 
was  not  done  by  boya  or  lads.  Uost 
experienced  law  writers,  generally  men 
of  considerable  standing  as  law  writers, 
and  of  oonBideiahle  age,  were  the  men 
who  copied  the  indictments  on  parch- 
ment) such  duty  never  fell  to  the  lot  of 
lads  or  boys,  even  if  any  were  to  be  found 
in  the  office.  If  hie  hon.  Friend  were 
acquainted  with  the  practice  of  Assize 
or  Quarter  Seseions,  be  must  be  aware 
that  it  was  not  in  the  indictment,  or  in 
the  copying  of  tbe  indictment,  that  the 
objectionable  matter  was  ever  brought 
to  the  notice  of  law  writers,  or  of  clerks 
in  the  solicitor's  office  at  all.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  forgot  that  the  main  busi- 
ness that  was  done  in  regard  to  criminal 
oases  was  the  making  out  of  briefs  for 
the  different  oonnsel.  All  briefs  set 
forth  the  evidenoe  which  was  to  be  given, 
and  it  very  frequently  happened  that 
the  depositions  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  very  young  men  to  copy.  It  did  not 
matter  whether  they  were  copied  very 
accurately  or  not ;  it  did  not  matter 
whether  tbe  spelling  was  correct  or  not. 
Toung  clerks  copied  out  the  depositions 
for  the  brief  for  the  prosecution  and  for 
the  brief  for  the  defence,  and  often  fair 
copies  were  made  for  the  use  of  the 
solicitors ;  in  fact,  the  depositions  were 
copied  possibly  half-a-dozen  times,  and 
copied  not  by  esperienoed  and  old  law 
Tiiters,  bnt  by  whatever  }ads  mi^ht  be  j 


abont  the  office,  so  that  this  claose,  if 
carried  t'n  4xUnto,  or  even  with  tbe 
Amendments  suggested  by  the  Attorney 
Gteneral,  would  not  in  the  smallest 
degree  effect  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  proposed.  There  was  still  another 
point,  that  it  mi^ht  tend  to  the  malad- 
ministration of  justice;  for  in  the  im- 
partial administration  of  justice  there 
must  be  full  and  oomplete  and  enlare 
publicity.  It  was  well  known  that  all 
attempts  to  try  eases,  however  shookine 
they  might  be  to  modest  persons  of  au 
ages,  in  eamtrd  had  failed.  The  Courts 
refused,  even  where  they  had  power,  to 
try  cases  in  the  hugger-mugger  manner 
suggested.  A  certain  amount  of  mis- 
chief must  be  incurred  from  the  neces- 
sary  publicity  of  objectionable  and 
corrupt  details ;  but  to  lay  hands  on  that 
publicity,  even  in  the  smallest  degree, 
would  be  to  endanger  what  was  the  very 
palladium  of  justice.  They  knew  that 
where  evidence  of  an  objectionable  cha- 
racter was  to  be  given  in  Court,  the 
Court  had  power  to  remove  women  and 
children  from  tbe  building.  They  could 
do  this  in  cases  of  libel  just  as  well  as 
in  other  criminal  cases.  This  clause,  he 
believed,  would  introduce  an  nnneoes- 
eary  and  dangerous  innovation,  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  give  it  bis 
support. 
Mb.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
in)  said,  he  thought  that  something 
must  be  said  on  the  point  of  Order.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Flintshire  (If  r.  S.  Smith)  was  sailing 
very  near  the  wind  in  proposing  this 
course.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  at  least 
doubtful  whether  the  clause  came  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  Tbe  Bill  was  in- 
tended originally  to  relate  ezolusively 
to  the  privileges  of  defendauta,  who 
were  concerned  in  tbe  publication  of 
newspapers,  in  respect  to  libels,  Clause?, 
no  doubt,  enlarged  the  scope  of  the  Bill ; 
hut  it  referred  to  what  might  be  put  in 
evidence.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
Bill  which  affected  what  might  be  called 
the  puhlioorderof  criminal  proceedings. 
Therefore,  it  was  at  leaat  doubtful  whe- 
ther this  clause  came  within  the  scops 
of  the  Bill  at  all.  If  it  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  then,  under 
a  recent  Standing  Order,  k  eould  not  be 
moved  on  Beport,  beoaose  it  was  an  en- 
largement of  the  scope  of  the  Bill-  He 
had  another  olHection  to  submit  on  the 
question  of  Order,  No  danse  could  b^ 
2  B  9 
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Buggested  on  Report  vhich  was  sot 
printed,  and,  as  the  hon.  Qentlemns  the 
Member  lor  Northampton  (Ur.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  pointed  out,  this  was  practi- 
cally the  last  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  to  have  fairly  before 
them  what  was  proposed.  It  was  true 
there  was  a  clause  printed  in  the  Papera, 
but  it  was  tery  different  to  the  clause 
which  was  about  to  be  submitted  for 
consideration.  In  that  respect  also  hia 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  was,  if  not 
absolutely  under  the  censure  of  that 
Order,  very  near  to  it.  Furthermore,  as 
to  the  merits  of  the  olauee,  he  was  ex- 
tremely doubtful  whether  the  advantage 
to  be  secured  by  preventing  the  passages 
complained  ef  coming  under  the  notice 
of  an  admittedly  limited  number  of  per- 
sons was  at  all  commensurate  with  the 
danger  involved  on  the  other  hand  of 
not  fairly  placing  before  the  Court  every- 
thing which  tended  to  elucidate  the 
nature  of  the  offence  which  was  charged. 

81KEICHAKD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
on  the  question  of  Order  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  there  were  two  clauses  in 
the  Bill,  one.  Clause  7,  which  dealt 
directly  with  criminal  proceedings,  and 
Clause  8,  which  actually  altered  the  Law 
of  Evidence  by  making  the  person 
charged  competent  to  give  evidence. 
It  therefore  seemed  to  him,  as  far  as  he 
could  judge,  it  could  scarcely  be  said 
that  tlus  clause  was  not  in  Order.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  other  objections  which 
had  been  raised,  he  ought  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  Amendment  was 
simply  in  substitution  of  the  words, 
"  BufBcient  indications  to  show  where 
the  matter  stating  such  alleged  libel  is 
to  be  found."  The  words  which  he  had 
suggested  simply  provided  a  protection 
which  waa  very  necessary. 

Ms.  SPEAEEK  said,  that  the  points 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  Ohairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  had  occurred  to  him, 
and  the  reason  why  he  permitted  the 
clause  to  be  proposed  was  that  it  seemed 
to  him  to  deal  with  the  matter  that  was 
incidental  to  a  fair  and  accurate  report 
of  the  proceedings.  The  words  "fait 
and  accurate  report "  occurred  in  the 
8rd  and  4th  sections  of  the  Bill. 
As  to  the  other  objection,  that  new 
matter  had  been  introduced,  he  had 
pointed  out  to  the  House  that  he  could 
not  permit  the  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  8. 
Smith)  to  amend  theclauee  before  sub- 
mitting it  to  the  House.  The  new  clause 
Jfr.  Caurtnty 


had  been  deliberately  pnt  on  the  Paper, 
and  he  had  pointed  out  that  if  it  was  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
second  reading,  it  would  tben  be  time  to 
consider  whether  any  8n<^  new  matter 
the  hon.  Qentleman  had  proposed 

Id  be  introduced  by  way  of  amend- 
ment of  the  clause. 

Ua.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  that  un- 
less his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  8.  Smith)  waa 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  Attorney  General  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  anyone  to  support  the 
clause ;  and,  even  as  amended,  he  thought 
the  amount  of  good  which  would  be 
obtained  by  the  clause  would  be  ex- 
tremely small.  They  all  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  Qentleman  in  the  object 
he  had  in  view,  but  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  these  things  were  copied  by  men 
who  had  long  experience,  and,  there- 
fore, the  amount  of  good  done  would  be 
extremely  small.  The  later  part  of  the 
clause  oould  not  possibly  be  aooepted  if 
the  words  "it  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
sufficient  evidence "  meant  that  the 
passages  should  not  be  read  over  publicly 
at  the  trial.  It  would  be  perfectly  im- 
poBsible  to  obtain  the  consent  of  any 
body  of  men  aocuatomed  to  practise  in 
Eaglish  Courts  to  the  adoption  of  any 
su(^  plan.  It  was  an  unfortunate  neoes- 
sity  that  all  proceedings  in  Courts  of 
Justice  should  be  made  oompletely  pub- 
lic. If  hie  hon.  Friend  suppoaea  it 
would  be  possible  to  alter  the  Law  of 
Evidence  in  the  way  he  suggested  he 
was  surely  very  mistaken. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  said,  that,  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  he  might 
say  at  once  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral. 

Mb,  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)said,hethoughtthattheconrse 
of  the  discussion  had  shown  that  much 
more  important  principles  were  involved 
in  this  clause  than  there  seemed  to  be 
at  first  sight.  It  appeared  quite  clear 
that  the  only  persons  who  would  be 
benefited  were  the  persons  who  now 
copied  out  indictments.  An  indictment 
was  engrossed  on  parchment,  and  boys 
did  not  engross  on  parchment.  In  some 
few  cases  there  might  be  boys  em- 
ployed ;  but  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  Court  would  be  wholly  un- 
altered. The  objectionable  passages 
would  have  to  be  read  out  as  now,  and 
as  much  copying  of  objectionable  evi- 
dence would  have  to  take  place  In  foMM 
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sft  in  the  past  in  copying  documents  le- 

?uired  for  the  due  conduct  of  the  case. 
t  was  extremely  undesirable  that  at  the 
elose  of  the  proceediuga  on  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  another  subject,  such  a  doubt- 
ful change  as  they  now  proposed  should 
be  effected.  Bince  they  had  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  Qeneral  that  in  all  probability 
indictanents  would  bo  done  away  with 
entirely  by  an  amendment  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law,  which  thia  Gofernment  pro- 
bably would  project,  it  could  only  be 
for  a  short  time  that  this  Amendment, 
if  included  in  the  Bill,  could  effect  any 
good  to  the  limited  class  of  persons  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  It  seemed 
dear  that  this  oTQendment,  if  desired, 
should  be  an  amendment  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Lav  generally.  Would  it  not  be 
better,  therefore,  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Kr.  S.  Smith)  to  wait  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Crimiusl  Law,  which 
probably  would  be  introduced  early  next 
Session  ? 

Mb.  SWETBNHAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.) 
sMd,  he  sympathized  to  the  very  ut- 
most extent  with  the  object  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
had  in  bringing  forward  this  clause. 
He  also  sympathised  with  what  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
said  with  regard  to  what  came  frs- 
quently  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  There  was  no  one  in  the  House 
who  would  take  a  greater  part  than 
he  (Mr.  Swstenham)  in  trying  to  put 
a  stop  to  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  bo  strongly  deprecated. 
But  he  oould  not  help  suggesting  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  this  clause,  for  the  rea- 
sons mentioned  just  now  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  New- 
ington  (Mr.  EadoUffe  Cooke).  He  (Mr. 
Swetenham)  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  conduct  of  legal  pro- 
cesdingB,  and  he  thought  the  Eon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  8.  Smith)  bad  been 
misinformed  with  regard  to  the  mooaer 
in  whioh  indictments  generally  were 
dravQ.  Indictments  for  libel  were 
drawn  up  by  the  clerk  of  the  indiot- 
meut,  who,  as  a  rule,  was  not  a  per- 
son who  employed  in  his  office  a  large 
number  of  olerks.  Having  drawn  up 
the  indictment  upon  a  sheet  of  paper, 
the  clerk  of  the  indictments  handed  it 
to  some  responsible  clerk  in  his  office, 
to  put  on  parobment.     As  a  rule,  the 


work  was  not  done  by  boys,  and  there- 
fore the  injury  to  the  morale  of  boys 
was  really  imaginary.  So  much  lor 
what  was  done  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  the  indictments.  Let  him  point 
out  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  now  proposed.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  he  should  be  able  to  con- 
vince the  hon.  Member  himself  that 
the  remedy  would  be  worse  than  the 
disease.  Instead  of  the  objectionable 
passages  complained  of  being  engrossed 
upon  parchment,  what  was  to  be  done? 
Those  passages  were  only  to  be  referred 
to  in  the  indictment.  Now,  everyone 
knew  quito  well  that  when  there  was 
a  little  aeorecy  about  anything  there 
was  generally  curiosity  as  well.  Sup- 
pose the  book  containing  the  passages 
were  to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  people 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  de- 
sired to  keep  it  from.  They  would 
naturally  say,  "  This  is  a  book  oontaia- 
ing  very  objectionable  matter,"  and  the 
first  thing  curiosity  would  lead  them  to 
do  would  be  to  study  the  book  iixim 
beginning  to  end.  In  such  a  case,  the 
very  laudable  object  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  view  would  be  entirely 
defeated.  It  had  been  said,  with  per- 
fect truth,  that  often  boys  were  em- 
ployed to  copy  the  evidence  into  the 
briefs  used  by  counsel.  The  evidence 
copied  into  briefs  was,  he  granted,  often 
of  a  very  objectionable  nature ;  but  this 
Amendment  did  not  relate  to  briefs  at 
all.  Under  oil  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  press  the  clause  to  a  Division.  As 
he  had  said,  he  heartily  sympathized 
with  the  deeire  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  put  a  atop  to  the  publication  of  the 
obscenity  which  they  all  deplored.  After 
all,  he  could  not  consider  Uiat  this  was 
a  proper  time  at  whioh  to  intioduoe  the 

Mb.  OSBOItNE  MOKOAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  bow  to  the  almost  unanimous 
sense  of  the  House,  and  would  withdraw 
the  clause. '  He  had  every  disposition  to 
appreciate  the  motive  with  nhioh  his 
hen.  Friend  had  introduced  the  clause; 
but  he  would  feel  bound  to  vote  against 
the  clause.  At  best,  the  clause  would 
only  affect  a  very  limited  class  of  per- 
sons, while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 
really  alter  the  whole  course  of  Criminal 
Law.  By  the  Criminal  Law,  as  it  now 
stood,  a  defendant  or  priaoner  wu  en- 
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titled  to  expect  that  the  indietment 
would  tell  him  exactly  what  he  was 
chained  with.  Undw  the  clanee  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  they  would 
take  away  from  the  accused  that  proteo- 
tion,  and  he  might  be  referred  to  a  book 
which  might  contain,  perhaps,  600,  or 
600,  or  1,000  pages.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
certainly  did  improve  matters  a  little ; 
bnt  he  confessed  that,  as  the  amended 
clause  did  not  appear  in  print,  it  was 
very  diffionlt  for  them  to  understand  its 
beariDg.  Upon  that  gToond,  and  also 
upon  the  ground  that  the  clause  really 
interfered  with  the  whole  of  the  Griming 
XiBw  of  the  land,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  withdraw  it. 

Tkb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Uacdohald]  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drow's  DniTBTsitieB}  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Ur.  Osborne  Uor^an)  had 
stated  that  the  adoption  of  this  clause 
would  interfere  with  the  OriminsI  Law 
of  the  whole  land.  The  right  hon.  Qeu- 
tleman  was  entirely  mistaken.  It  was 
well  the  House  should  know  how  the 
matter  stood  in  Scotland.  In  Scotland, 
if  an  indictment  were  to  be  brought 
against  any  person  for  obscene  or  blas- 
phenmuB  language  used  in  writing,  it 
was  not  necessary  in  the  indictment 
to  insert  the  blasphemous  or  obscene 
passages.  To  print  the  libel  vould  be 
practically  to  increase  the  evil  which  it 
was  the  object  of  the  indictment  to  pre- 
vent, and  therefore  it  bad  been  distinctly 
h^d  that  it  was  perfectly  sufficient  to 
refer  in  the  indictment  to  the  passages 
in  the  book  or  pamphlet  which  were 
aaid  to  be  obscene  by  pages  and  lines, 
and  to  intimate  in  the  indictment  that 
the  book  would  be  found  in  the  hands 
of  the  Clerk  of  Justiciary,  in  order  that 
those  who  were  entitled  to  see  the 
passage  might  hare  an  opportunity  of 
referring  to  them.  In  the  cases  which 
had  oocurrod  all  the  scandal  of  these 
matters  being  published  in  the  body  of 
the  indictment  had  been  prevented. 
There  had  been  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  carrying  out  the  law  ;  the  system 
worked  smoothly  and  well. 

SiK  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
▼erhampton,  W.)  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  (Ur.  B.  Smith)  would  go  to  a 
Division,  especially  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advooato.  It  was  quite  clear  that,  in 
Mr.  Othontt  Morgan 


another  part  of  the  oonntry,  the  prao> 
tice  which  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
introduce  hero  worked  eatisfiaotorily,  and 
without  evil  results.  He  had  observed 
with  some  cnrioail?  that  all  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  spoke  on  and  objected 
to  the  proposal  now  under  discussion 
were  members  of  the  Learned  Profes- 
sion. [&w  0/  "No,  no!"]  Well, 
most  of  them  wera.  But  a  remarkable 
fact,  in  face  of  the  opposition  of  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen,  was  that  the 
head  of  the  Legal  Profession  in  the  House 
of  Commons  supported  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  proposal  he  now  made.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  was 
convinced  of  the  great  advsutage  which 
would  aoorue  from  the  adoption  of  the 
clause.  Moreover,  however  that  might 
be,  they  learned  that  in  Scotland 
the  altoration  which  was  proposed  here 
was  already  in  force,  and  working  satis- 
factorily. He  thought  that  ought  to  be 
a  sufficient  reason  in  itself  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  clause. 

Sia  BOBERT  FOWLEB  (London) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  8. 
Smith)  had  been  asked  to  withdraw  the 
clause,  because  it  was  said  that  in  some 
futuro  Session  a  large  Bill  amending  the 
Criminal  Law  generally  would  be  intro- 
duced. He  did  not  think  it  was  very 
probable  that  such  a  Bill  would  be 
introduced  next  Session.  They  bad  been 
told  that  successive  Governments  had 
considered  the  question,  and  had  drafted 
Bills  relating  to  it.  In  hie  opinion,  it 
was  not  at  all  a  sufficient  reason  for 
asking  bis  hen.  Friend  (Mr.  8.  Smith) 
to  withdraw  his  clause,  because  the 
subject  might  be  dealt  with  in  a  Bill 
which  might  be  brought  in  next  Session. 
Personally,  he  did  not  think  it  likely 
that  such  a  Bill  would  be  introduced 
next  Session ;  certainly,  it  was  not  at 
all  likely  that  such  a  Bill  would  be 
passed  next  Session.  The  object  his 
hon.  Friend  had  in  view  was  a  most 
laudable  one,  and  be  (SirBobert  FowlerJ 
could  not  but  think  that  although  many 
of  the  legal  Members  of  the  House, 
notably  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Boscommon  (Mr.  Commina), 
and  the  hen.  and  learned  Member  for 
Deptford  (Mr.  Darling),  differed  from 
him,  the  House  was  greatly  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  having  intro- 
duced the  eubjeot.     Certainly,  if  the 
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hon.  Oentleman  went  to  a  DiviBion,  he 
(Sir  Sobert  Fowler)  bIlouM  Tote  with 
him. 

Uk.  LABOnCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Geotlemaa  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  WolTezhamptou  (Sir 
William  Plow  den)  stated  that  only 
learned  Uembers  were  opposed  to  this 
clauBS.  That  was  not  so;  Uembera 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession were  equ&llj  opposed  to  it.  He 
was  Tery  mucn  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
giving  his  assent  to  the  clause  under  con- 
sideration, because  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  was  a  man  of 
practical  mind.  [Sir  Bichaad  Web- 
ster :  I  BUggested  alterations.]  Yes ; 
he  (&fr.  Labouchere)  would  deal  with 
those  alterations.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral proposed  that  thev  should  insert  the 
wota  "  blasphemous.''  He  assured  tha 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  if  the 
olause  was  read  a  second  time,  and  if 
the  Amendment  the  Attorney  General 
had  suggested  was  persoTered  with, 
there  would  b«  a  very  strong  opposition 
on  the  part  of  many  Hembers  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  This 
clause  was  proposed  on  tho  Beport  of 
the  Bill.  The  word  "  blasphemous " 
did  not  appear  in  the  clause  as  it  was 
originally  put  upon  the  Paper,  but  they 
were  told  that  they  ought  to  pass  the 
clause,  in  order  that  the  word  "blas- 
phemous" might  be  inserted.  They  all 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  law  took 

SmItlCHAED  WEB8TEJ1  said,  that 
he  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 
He  spoke  of  the  necessary  altetatiotiB, 
in  order  that  the  evidence  might  not  be 
altered,  and  that  the  particulars  might 
be  made  part  of  the  record.  He  only 
referred  to  the  word  "blasphemous'' 
quite  incidentally. 

Hk.  LABOnCHEBE  said,  that  if  the 
clause  were  passed  without  tho  word 
"blasphemous"  in  it,  the  hon.  and 
leamea  Gentleman  who  represented  tho 
GoTsmment  upon  this  occasion  would 
be  in  favour  of  the  word  "blasphe- 
mous "  being  inserted  if  it  were  moved. 
Therefore,  hon.  Uembers  must  look  at 
the  proposal  as  though  the  word  "  blas- 

Khemous"  formed  part  of  tho  clause, 
[ow,  everybody  knew  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  the  Courts  took  a 
Tery  wide  view  of  what  waa  blasphe- 
tnouB  matter.  It  might  be  desirable  to 
rftiae  on  some  other  occasion  the  whole 
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question  of  the  Blasphemy  Laws ;  but 
until  they  had  thoroughly  gone  into 
those  laws,  and  until  they  bad  more 
clearly  and  specifically  defined  what  was 
blasphemy,  ne  objected  to  the  word 
being  dragged  into  a  Newspaper  Libel 
Bill.  It  was  proposed  that  the  Judge, 
and  all  the  juirmen  and  counsel,  should 
have  copies  of  the  book  in  which  the 
obscene  matter  existed.  Now,  there 
might  he  oases  in  which  they  would  not 
be  able  to  get  such  a  large  number  of 
copies  of  the  book.  But  assuming  that 
in  the  indictment,  which  was  a  thing 
whichha  confessed,  whether  it  was  right 
or  not,  did  not  trouble  much  the  minds 
of  those  who  were  not  lawyers — as- 
suming that  in  the  indictments  the  parti- 
cular passages  were  referred  to  by  pages 
and  lines  in  the  book,  surely  the  counsel 
who  had  to  speak  upon  the  matter  would 
bo  obliged  to  refer  to  the  entire  pas- 
sages, and  to  state  the  entire  passages. 
There  would  be  a  discussion  whether  the 
passages  were  obscene  or  not  obscene, 
and  the  whole  matter  would  have  to  como 
publicly  before  the  audience.  If  anyone 
were  to  propose  that  in  these  trials 
there  should  be  some  rule  to  prevent 
the  passsgsB  complained  of  being  pub- 
lished without  tho  consent  of  the  Oourt, 
that  would  be  a  different  question.  But 
he  contended  that  this  clause  did  not  in 
any  way  prevent  publicity  being  given 
to  the  obscene  matter.  The  sole  reason 
that  could  be  allegBd  in  favour  of  the 
clause  was  that  one  or  two  or  more 
personB,  who  were  copying  out  a  portion 
of  the  matter  for  the  lawyers,  would  be 
prevented  from  reading  it  themselves. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to 
make  a  change  in  respect  to  such  a 
very  minor  point.  Anyhow,  a  respect- 
able lawyer,  when  he  had  one  of  tnese 
cases  tu  deal  with,  would  surely  insist 
that  whatever  copying  had  to  be  done 
should  not  be  done  by  boys,  but  by 
grown-up  men.  That  certainly  would 
do  everything  which  was  desired. 

Sm  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOK 
(Kensiugton,  8.)  asked  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman (Ur.  S.  Smith)  to  conclude  the 
discussion  by  withdrawing  the  clause. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  had  their  sym- 
pathy, but  it  was  questionable  whether 
they  could  give  him  their  votes.  The 
words  of  the  clause,  "books  and  docu- 
ments," showed  very  clearly  that  the 
clause  aflfected  the  general  law  of  the 
land,  and  not  newspapers. 
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Hb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
that  perhaps  the  Committee  vould  allow 
him  to  state  exactly  how  the  matter  waa 
dealt  with  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  baa  already  spoken. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  HACDONALD :  I  aakad 
to  nieak  vith  the  leaTe  of  the  House. 

Hb.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  Oen 
tlamao  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  withdraw  the 
clause  ? 

Ma.  e.  SMITH:  No;  I  persevere 
with  it. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sit 
Edvabd  Clarkb)  (Plymouth)  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Qeutleman  persisted  in  carry- 
ing the  clause  to  a  Division,  he  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  would  feel  bound  to 
vote  with  him.  He  thought  the  clause, 
with  the  alterations  suggested  by 
the  hou.  and  learaed  Attorney  Oene- 
ral,  would  be  a  valuable  clause.  He  did 
not  desire  to  exaggerate  the  value  of  it 
in  the  direction  in  which  it  was  primarily 
intended— that  [was  to  say,  he  did  not 
think  very  much  would  be  saved  with 
regard  to  the  corruption  of  the  minds  of 
persons  who  copied  the  indictments. 
But,  asonewhohoped  to  have  some  time 
or  other  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
that  which  wsa  one  of  the  greatest  de- 
fects in  the  Criminal  Law — the  monstrous 
length  and  complexity  of  indictments — 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  clause 
adopted,  and  a  remedy  thus  applied  in 
one  particular  at  least.  If  the  clause 
were  amended  in  the  way  the  Attorcey 
General  had  suggested,  there  could  be 
no  possible  advantage  to  anybody  in  any 
particular  passage  of  a  libel  being 
copied  in  the  indictment.  Supposing 
the  indecent  passages  in  a  book  were 
copied  in  the  indictment,  when  they 
oame  to  deal  with  the  book  everybody 
who  had  to  deal  with  it  must  have  a 
copy  of  the  book  itself,  because  other  pas- 
sages oould  be  referred  to  to  show  the 
purpose  and  character  of  the  particular 
passage  relied  upon  by  the  prosecution. 
He  did  not  exaggerate  the  value  of  this 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
corruption  of  the  minds  of  those  who 
had  to  deal  with  these  matters ;  but  he 
certainly  felt  bound  to  support  the  clause 
as  a  step  in  the  direction  of  a  very  de- 
sirable amendment  of  the  law. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145 ;  Noes 
99  :  Majority  46.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  168.) 


Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  suggested 
tu  the  bon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
S.  Smith)  that  he  should  oonfine  the 
operation  of  the  «lause  to  obscene  pas- 
sages, omitting  any  reference  to  tuas- 
phemy.  Any  reference  to  blasphemy  in 
the  clause  might  occasion  a  long  debate. 
The  question,  no  doubt,  was  a  difficult 
one  to  deal  with,  and,  therefore,  it  might 
be  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
content  himself  with  confiningthe  clause 
to  obscene  libels. 

Mb.  S.  smith  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMve  out  all  the  words  after  "proceed- 
ing,'' in  line  5,  and  insert  the  word*  "  together 
with  particulars  showing  predaety  hj  reter- 
eoce  to  pages  anil  lines  in  what  part  of  the 
book,  newspaper,  or  ether  document  the 
alleged  libel  is  to  be  found,  and  such  parti- 
culan  shall  be  deemed  to  forn  part  of  the 
record,  and  all  proceedings  mij  be  taken 
tharaon  as  thoagh  the  passages  oompUined  of 
had  been  set  out  in  the  iodictment  or  other 
judicial  proceeding." — (Ur.  Atlornej/  Oeneml.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Clause." 

Mb.  LABOIJCHERE  said,  he  gathered 
that  the  pages  and  lines  were  to  be 
stated.  How  would  that  be  in  the  case 
of  newspapers  in  which  there  were 
columns  f 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  that  the  words  "precisely  by 
reference  to  pages  and  lines"  would 
throw  on  the  prosecution  the  necessity 
of  indicating  the  column  as  well  as  the 
page  in  tho  case  of  a  newspaper. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought 
to  put  in  the  word  "column."  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agree 
to  that  ? 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Yes. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment 
will,  therefore,  read — 

"  Together  with  particnlsra  stating  pre^ely 
hy  reference  to  pages,  coIdidub,  and  Una*  in 
what  part  of  the  book,   newspaper,  or  other 
document  ttie  alleged  libel  is  to  be  foand ;  " 
and  so  on. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  be  good 
enough  to  tell  them  what  would  happen 
if  there  was  not  a  sufficiency  of  books. 
Would  the  book  have  to  be  republished? 
If  so,  a  great  many  more  persona  would 
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see  the  objeotionable  passages  than 
otherwise  would  be  tlie  caae.  There  was 
another  point  worth;  of  coaei deration. 
The  Tarious  editions  of  the  book  might 
differ.  Supposing  the  words  difEerea  in 
the  different  copies  of  the  book,  what 
would  happen  then  ?  Would  the;  take 
the  copy  of  the  book  which  was  put  in  ? 
An  ill-minded  mao,  if  he  was  prose- 
cuted, might  secretly  print  off  two  or 
three  different  versions.  The  whole 
proposal  was  one  of  the  moat  absurd 
and  ridiculous  ever  made;  and,  whether 
this  Amendment  were  pressed  or  not, 
he  hoped  that  before  thej  allowed 
themselTea  to  write  themselves  down  bo 
foolish  as  to  accept  the  clause  they 
would  take  another  Division. 

Sia  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Oentleman 
only  existed  in  bis  own  imagination. 
The  book  would  be  deposited,  and  if 
they  could  not  get  extra  copies  of  it,  as 
many  copies  of  the  passages  as  were 
required  would  have  to  be  made. 

Mk.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
said,  he  did  not  believe  half  the  hon. 
Oentlemen  who  voted  in  favour  of  the 
clause  had  the  least  couception  of  what 
it  really  meant.  They  imagined  they 
were  giving  a  general  vote  in  favour  of 
Bootal  purity,  and  they  thought  that  that 
would  be  a  more  or  less  popular  thing 
to  do.  He  assured  the  hon.  Member 
for  FlLntshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  that  they 
were  all  with  him  in  the  efforts  he  made 
in  this  direction  ;  but  this  clause  stood 
outside  the  Bill,  and  that  was  why  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  KeuBiugton  (Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick)  and  himself  "  told  " 
against  the  hon.  Oeutleman  in  the  last 
Division.  When  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge)  propoaed 
a  new  clause  with  reference  to  hooks 
and  periodicals,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Qeneral  then  got  np 
and  said  that,  whatever  the  merits 
of  the  clanae  might  be,  it  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Bill,  which  dealt 
with  newspapers.  But  uow  the  Houae 
was  deliberately  inserting  a  clause 
which  was  outside  the  general  scope  of 
the  Bill.  The  present  proceeding  seemed 
to  him  thoroughly  illogical  and  un- 
reasonable. 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
did  not  know  what  hon.  Members  might 
have  had  in  their  minds  when  they  voted 
for  the  clause;  but  he  personally  had 


a  very  definite  intention  in  hia  mind 
when  he  voted  for  it.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  atand  by  its  decision, 
which  simply  made  our  law  correspond 
with  that  which  was  in  existence  else- 
where, and  which  worked  exceedingly 
well.  This  clause  did  not  apply  only  to 
newspapecs,  it  was  true.  It  applied  to 
something  else  as  well.  If  it  was  useful 
in  the  ease  of  newspapers,  ho  did  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  applied  to 
things  which  belonged  to  the  same  cate- 
gory. He  hoped,  as  a  lawyer,  that  this 
clause  would  be  acoepted  by  the  Houae. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  really  use- 
ful. No  serious  objection  had  been 
raised  to  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  The 
hon.  Oectleman  had  suggested  that  dif- 
ferent editions  might  be  printed,  one 
containing  the  objectionable  passages, 
and  the  other  not.  It  must  he  proved 
on  the  indictment  that  the  man  had 
published  a  book  which  contained  ob- 
scene passages,  and  a  copy  of  the  book 
being  used  for  the  purpose  of  that 
indictment,  the  person  ohaiged  would 
have  the  fullest  information  as  to  what 
was  the  exact  offence  with  which  be  was 
charged.  He  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  was 
anxious  to  amend  the  proceedings  of  the 
Criminal  Law  whenever  he  could  and 
as  far  as  he  could,  and  if  he  found  an 
opportunity,  such  as  this,  for  amend> 
ment,  in  a  matter  which  was  one  of  the 
most  manifest  absurdities  of  our  pro- 
cedure, he  was  anxious  not  to  lose  the 
oppoitunity. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  aaid,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  disposed  of  before 
a  general  debate  was  originated. 

Mb.  DARLINa  said,  that  if  they 
were  to  make  any  Amendment  of  this 
kind,  he  wished  it  were  left  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  ; 
because  then  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  our  law  made  to 
resemble  the  very  excellent  law  of  Scot- 
land. But  at  present  it  was  provided 
that  particulars  were  to  be  annexed  to 
the  indictments.  Those  particulars  were 
afterwards  to  he  part  of  the  record. 
Now,  it  was  to  the  record  alone  that 
the  defendant  must  look  if  he  wished  to 
bring  error  ;  it  waa  to  the  record  alone 
the  defendant  must  look  if  he  brought 
error  or  alleged  that  he  had  formerly 
been  acquitted  or  oonvioted.  Now, 
there  wu  no  kind  of  proTision  being 
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made  for  the  book  being  made  part 
of  tbe  record  or  for  its  being  de- 
posited or  being  kept  anywhere.  If, 
after  a  lapse  of  20  years,  a  man  who 
had  been  prosecuted  was  again  prose- 
cuted for  the  same  hbe),  all  ho  would  be 
able  to  get  would  be  a  copy  of  a  skele- 
ton indictment  and  particulaia.  There 
would  be  nothing  to  show  what  the 
words  were  for  the  use  of  which  he  had 
been  formerly  oonvicted  or  aoquittsd,  as 
the  case  might  be.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  that  hon.  Gentlemen, 
invotingforthe  olause,  no  doubt  thought 
they  were  voting  in  the  interest  of  social 
purity.  Theythoughtnothingof  thekind; 
they  thought  they  were  Totiag  for  the 
hou.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  He 
(Mr.  Darling)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  if  the  House  agreed  to  the  olause, 
it  would  be  the  very  worst  day's  work 
that  had  ever  been  done  for  people  who 
might  be  charged  with  libel. 

Hb.  COUMINS  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  last  speaker  as  to  the  injustice  which 
would  be  done  by  the  clause  to  persons 
accused  of  libel.  Moreover,  the  result 
of  the  adoption  of  the  clause  would  be 
that  newspapers  which  were  now  practi- 
cally precluded  irom  publishing  indecent 
details  would  state  the  precise  pages  and 
lines  in  the  book  where  the  indecency 
was  to  be  found.  The  publio,  therefore, 
would  be  able  to  find  the  indecent  pas- 
eages  complained  of  without  the  slightest 
trouble. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Oommins)  had  given  them  an  argument 
for  printing  openly  in  the  indictment 
the  obscene  passages  oomplained  of. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget  that  people  must  get  a  copy 
of  the  book  to  refer  to  it  when  the  pages 
in  which  the  objectionable  matter  ap- 
peared were  given  in  newspapers.  If 
they  had  not  got  a  copy  of  the  publica- 
tion, they  were  not  likely  to  get  one 
when  an  action  for  libel  was  proceeding. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted,"  put,'  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mk.  BBADLATTGH  said,  he  rose  for 

the  purpose  of  pointing  out  that  unless 

the  point  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 

Qjsntleman  the  Member  for  Deptford 

Ur.  Darling 


1U 
by 


(Mr.  Darling)  were  recognized 
the  Oovernment  thcy  would  be  in  tne 
ridiculous  position  that  the  defendant 
in  error,  or  on  appeal,  or  on  a  motion 
to  quash,  on  the  ground  that  there  was 
no  libel  whatever — whatever  the  words 
might  be — would  have  nothing  whatever 
to  submit  to  the  Oourt.  ["  No,  no  !  "] 
Clearly  that  was  so  in  error.  The 
Amendment,  as  now  carried,  did  not  say 
that  the  book  or  the  words  should  be 
part  of  the  record.  It  only  sud  that  the 
mere  particnlars  annexed  to  the  indict- 
ment should  be  part  of  the  record,  and 
just  as  they  could  not  go  outside  the 
record  now,  so  they  woiud  not  be  able 
to  go  outside  the  record  under  this 
Amendment.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  knew, 
the  oases  instancing  this  were  over- 
whelming as  showing  that  where  there 
had  been  an  attempt  in  error,  or  on 
appeal  to  raise  any  question,  aye  or  no, 
as  to  whether  the  matter  given  in  evi- 
dence against  a  defendant  constituted  a 
libel  or  not.  the  defendant  had  been 
unable  to  refer  to  anything  with  regard 
to  it  except  the  record.  He  could  not 
refer  to  the  evidenoe  given  at  the  trial, 
and  could  not  produce  printed  evidence 
— the  Court  would  recognize  nothing 
but  the  words  of  the  record,  and  unless 
the  Court  held  that  the  words  referred 
to  in  the  particulars  formed  part  of  the 
record,  they  had  reduced  the  Law  of 
Libel  in  this  country  to  a  piece  of  non- 
sense. 

Sir  EDWABD  CLABKE  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  under 
a  miaapprebenfiion  in  this  matter.  The 
clause,  as  it  now  stood,  provided  that  . 
the  book  or  newspaper  or  other  docu- 
ment containing  the  alleged  libel  should 
be  deposited  with  the  indictment,  and 
then  the  qnestion  was  as  to  what  part 
of  the  book  or  newspaper  or  doonment 
was  alleged  to  be  obscene.  The  indict- 
ment was  part  of  the  record.  The  book 
deposited  with  it  was  referred  to  in  the 
indictment,  and  in  the  particulars.  If 
afterwards  the  application  had  to  be 
considered,  and  the  record  looked  at,  the 
book  and  particulars  together  would 
constitute  the  matter. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH:  It  has  already 
been  decided  that  the  book  referred  to 
in  the  indictment  cannot  be  read. 

SiK  EDWARD  CLAEKE  ;  Oh,  no ! 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  Indeed,  that  is 
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Mb.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  be  had 
looked  at  the  Amendment  with  the  view 
of  seeing  exactly  haw  this  was,  and  he 
thought  that  in  this  matter  it  would  not 
carry  out  what  was  Bi)ggested.  The 
Amendment  said  that  in  the  partioulara 
should  be  given  the  exact  place  in  the 
book  where  the  words  of  the  libel  ware 
to  be  found,  but  as  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Amendment  that  made  the  book 
itself  part  of  the  record  it  could  not  be 
used  in  evidence. 

8iB  OEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, fto.)  said,  they  muet  credit  the 
Courts  in  this  matter  with  some  common 
■enae.  If  the  Act  of  Parliament  said  that 
thebookehould  not  be  necessary,  but  that 
the  record  should  give  a  particular  pas- 
sage, bethought  itmight  be  assumed  that 
the  Gourt  would  see  the  page  referred  to. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  ^r  Northamp- 
ton {VLt.  Brodlaugh)  woa  more  legal 
than  the  lawyers,  and  raised  this  point 
somewhat  unnecessarily. 

Mr.  COMMINB  said,  that  it  was  upon 
the  techniealities  of  the  law  that  they 
were  to  depend  for  the  protection  of  in- 
nocence, and  it  was  also  upon  a  very 
scrupulous  adherence  to  the  Law  of  Evi- 
dence that  they  had  to  depend  if  they 
wished  to  prevent  injustice  being  done. 
He  coDCurred  with  every  word  ^at  the 
faon.  Member  tor  Northampton  (Ur. 
Bradlaugh)  had  said.  But,  besides  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  there 
eeemed  to  him  to  be  a  greater  flaw  in 
the  Amendment  as  it  now  stood.  What 
did  it  say  ?  Why,  that  they  were  to  get 
rid  of  the  production  of  the  libel  in  the 
indictment,  and  the  objection  then  arose 
that  there  would  be  nothing  in  the 
record.  The  record  defined  what  was 
the  offenoe  of  which  the  accused  was 
guilty,  and  that  record  had  to  be  made 
up  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  or  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  remain  in  the 
archives  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 
Now  the  book  itself,  or  aeries  of  books, 
were  filed,  and  the  objectionable  pas- 
sages transcribed  in  the  record,  or  they 
were  otherwiae  thoroughly  indicated, 
no  doubt,  together  with  the  preaerration 
of  the  book  itself.  Under  the  clause  as 
it  stood,  the  record  would  be  incomplete, 
and  an  accused  person  might  be  con- 
victed 50  times  over  on  the  same  indict- 
ment, and,  even  if  convicted  in  one  case, 
he  could  be  tried  over  again  and  oon- 
Tioted  for  the  same  offence  in  another. 


Mn.  DASLINQ  said,  he  wonld  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleoian  the 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  £Mward  Clarke) 
whether  it  was  not  possible — because 
there  would  be  the  gravest  doubt  on 
this  point  even  if  the  hon.  Member  were 
right  in  his  opinion— at  this  stage  of  the 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  particu- 
lar passages  referred  to  in  the  indict- 
ment should  be  part  of  the  record.  If 
that  were  done  there  wonld  be  no  diffi- 
culty iu  the  matter ;  but  he  would  ven- 
ture to  think  that  tiiose  hon.  Members 
were  right  who  urged  that  to  make  the 
particulars  part  of  the  record  was  not  to 
make  the  charges  referred  to  in  the  in- 
dictment part  of  the  record.  At  any 
rate,  if  they  made  both  part  of  the 
record  it  would  he  an  advantage. 

Ma.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
that  he  joined  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  who  had  spoken  on  this  subject 
in  appealing  to  the  Government  not  to 
press  this  clause  at  the  present  moment. 
There  would  be  an  opportunity  in  the 
other  House  to  insert  those  Amendments 
and  those  clauses  which  were  considered 
necessary,  but  which  there  was  no  time 
now  to  consider  fully.  There  seemed  to 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  between  some 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and 
he  (Mr.  Hunter)  would  not  undertake 
to  say  who  was  right.  He  would  under- 
take to  say,  however,  that  the  law  on 
the  subject  was  extremely  diffioult.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  no  doubt 
had  derived  great  advantage  from  his 
superior  technical  knowledge  on  this 
question,  because  he  had  on  one  occasion 
saved  himself  from  a  very  severe  punish- 
ment by  being  able  to  pick  a  hole  iu  au 
indictment  where  all  the  lawyers  en- 
gaged thought  the  indictment  perfeotly 
Bound.  It  was  an  extremely  teohnioal 
subject,  and  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  saw  no 
provision  in  this  clause  as  now  proposed 
to  secure  that  the  book,  which  was  made 
part  of  the  indictment,  should  be  forth- 
coming with  the  indictment  at  any 
future  time  that  it  might  be  wanted. 
Moreover,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there 
could  be  nothing  more  derogatory  to 
the  dignity  of  Parliament,  and  more 
injurious  to  the  legislation  of  the  coun- 
try, than,  in  a  Bill  which  dealt  only  with 
the  protection  of  newspapers  in  ordinary 
actions  for  libel,  tointronuoe  an  amend- 
ment of  the  criminal  procedure  of  the 
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oouDtr;  in  relatioit  to  )ibels  which  had 
nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  news- 
papers. He  stroDgly  ohjeoted  to  this 
"fire  minutee  to  12"  B;atem  of  legis- 
lation. 

QnestiDn  put. 

The  House  dividtd .-— Ayea  145 ;  Noea 
108  :  Majority  37.— (Dir.  List,  No.  189.) 

Uk.  LAWSON  eaid,  be  now  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in liis 
name,  namely — 

InMgel,  line  36,  after  "deliberative  par- 
poBes,  to  insert  "and  the  publication  of  any 
notice  or  report  iesoed  for  the  iDformatioD  of  the 
poblio  at  the  reqnest  of  any  Government  oOoe 
or  department,  officer  of  State,  commisnoner  of 
police,  or  chief  constable." 
In  moving  the  inseTtion  of  those  words 
hesbould  not  trouble  theHooae  with  any 
argameDts,  ae  he  had  been  able  to  state 
bis  views  on  the  matter  on  the  last  oc- 
casion when  they  had  been  in  Com- 
mittee. He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  had  no  objectioii  to 
the  insettioB  of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  worda  "  delibera- 
tive pntpOMi,"  to  insert  the  iTords,  "and  the 
pubhoation  of  any  notice  or  report  issned  for 
the  information  of  the  public  at  the  request  of 
any  Uovemmeat  office  or  department,  officer  of 
State,  commisrioner  of  police,  or  chief  con- 
stable."—(*r.  Laictn.) 

Queation  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

SmBICHABD  WEBSTER  said,  be 
had  no  objection  to  the  Amendment ; 
but  be  would  point  out  the  desirability 
of  altering  its  form.  It  would  be  better 
that  it  should  read — 

"  And  the  publication  at  the  request  of  any 
Government  office  or  department,  officer  of 
State,  commiiuoner  of  police,  or  chief  con- 
stable, of  any  notice  or  report  issued  for  tbe 
information  of  the  public." 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  would  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Amendment,  aa  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LAWSON  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  next  Amendment  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Islington 
[Sir  Albert  Bollit),  in  page  2,  lines  14 
and  15,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "inte- 
rest and  the  publication  of  which  ia  not 
for  the  public  benefit,"  and  insert  the 
word  "  importance."  He  should  like  to 
say  that  tbe  Committee  which  had  been 
considering  this  Bill)  and  which  was 
Mr.  Smttr 


responsible  for  its  draftsmanship,  was 
anxious  that  this  change  should  be 
made ;  but,  as  the  matter  had  been, 
fully  argued  in  Committee,  he  would 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  lines  14  and  16,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ' '  interest  and  the  publication  of  whiob 
ia  not  for  the  pablio  benefit,"  and  insert  the 
word  '*  importance." — (Mr.  Laaten.} 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
Bill." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  at 
the  time  they  were  discussing  this  clause 
in  Committee,  speaking  for  himself 
only,  he  had  pointed  out  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  that  he  was  prepared 
to  assent  to  certain  parts  of  tbe  section, 
and  it  was  on  that  distinct  understanding 
that  the  words  it  was  now  proposed  to 
leave  out  were  inserted.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  wrong  on  his  part  to  assent 
to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraton. 

Mr.  BERNARD  COLERIDGE  (Shef- 
field, Atteroliffs)  said,  he  desired  now 
to  move  an  Amendment  which  was  not 
upon  the  Paper,  and  he  moved  it  in 
this  way,  because  the  subject  had  only 
just  been  brought  to  his  attention.  The 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  when 
the  ijueBtion  at  issue  was  whether  qrnot 
the  hbel  published  was  a  matter  of  pub- 
lic benefit,  it  should  be  a  question  for 
the  jury  to  decide.  It  might  be  said  that 
it  was  altogether  a  matter  for  the  jury 
under  Lord  Campbell's  Act ;  but  when 
under  that  Act  the  defence  aet  up  was 
that  the  statement  was  true  in  fact, 
and  that  its  publication  was  for  the 
public  benefit,  the  question  arose  whe- 
ther it  was  for  the  Judge  or  the  jury  to 
decide  whether  it  was  for  the  publio 
benefit.  Only  in  May  last  a  learned 
Judge — for  whom,  he  was  sure,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
have  every  respect — namely,  Mr.  Baron 
Huddleston — in  a  case  heard  by  bim, 
bad  decided  that,  in  his  view,  it  was  for 
him  to  say  whether  or  not  the  publica- 
tion was  for  the  public  benefit,  and  not 
for  the  jury.  Whether  or  not  that  was 
a  right  interpretation  of  the  law  was  not 
for  bim  (Mr.  Coleridge)  to  say ;  but,  at 
'  any  rate,  a  doubt  seemed  to  have  arises 
aa  to  whether  it  was  a  queation  for  the 
Judge  01  the  jury,  and  that  doubt  k  was 
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the  object  of  the  Amendment  to  set  ftt 
TMt.  It  waa  true  that  in  the  oase  de- 
cided bj  Baron  Kuddleetoii  the  decision 
was  in  faTOQT  of  the  defendant.  The 
learned  Judge  had  viahed  ta  direct  the 

a  to  return  a  verdiot  of  not  guilty, 
use  the  defendant  in  the  case  had 
prored  the  truth  of  the  libel.  Having 
proved  the  truth  of  the  libel,  the  ques- 
tion  arose  as  to  whether  the  libel  was 
publiahed  for  the  public  benefit,  and 
that  was  the  point  which  the  learned 
Judge  held  it  was  for  him  to  decide  and 
not  for  the  jury,  and  thereupon  he  had 
directed  a  vwdict  for  the  defendant.  But 
rapposing  that  it  had  been  the  other 
way,  and  that  the  Judge  had  taken  it 
into  his  head  that  a  certain  libel  was  not 
published  for  the  public  benefit,  then 
■ — although  the  jnry  would  have  power 
to  return  a  verdict  of  not  guilty — they 
would  feel  themselves  very  much  bound 
by  the  remarks  of    the  Judge  on  the 

S[ueetion  of  law,  and  they  would  har.ily 
eel  it  within  their  diecretion  to  Snd  a 
verdiet  of  guilty  or  not  guilty,  being 
under  the  direction  of  the  Judge,  who 
might  tell  them  that  it  was  for  him  to 
say  whether  or  not  the  libel  was  for  the 
public  benefit.  The  worst  that  could  be 
Raid  of  the  Amendment  was  that  it  was 
purely  declaratory.  If  it  did  in  any 
way  solve  the  difficulty,  it  did  so  in  the 
direotion  favoured  by  the  general  opi- 
nion of  the  Legal  Profession.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  At- 
torney Qeneral  would  not  think  that  he 
bad  brought  this  Amendment  forward 
without  cause.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  deolared  that,  in  hie  view, 
there  was  no  need  for  it,  he  (Ur. 
Uoleridge)  should  be  happy  to  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  Claiue  4,  to  insert  tha  words 
"  FroTided  &Iko,  that  in  any  proceeding  for 
libel  in  which  it  ihall  be  the  qoettion  in  UiDS 
wliethn  the  pnblieation  of  the  mttter  com- 
plsined  of  wai  for  the  public  benefit,  each  tuue 
■bmll  be  a  qasetion  of  faat  for  the  determination 
of  thejiuy." — {Mr.  Barnard  CoUriige.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

BiK  BIOHABD  W£B8T£:B  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Uember  for  Attercliffe  (Mr.  Barnard 
Ooleridge)  was  expecting  a  good  deal 
when  he  asked  one  to  ezprees  an  opi- 
nion on  an  Amendment  wnlch  he  had 
never  read.  Personally,  he  (Sir  Kiohard 
Webster)  never  shoiud   bare  thought 


that  there  was  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
a  question  of  this  kind  being  left  for  the 
jury,  and  he  could  not  take  upon  himsdf 
the  responsibility  off-hand  of  dividing 
the  House  against  the  Amendment,  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  told  him 
that  there  was  some  doubt  in  the 
matter. 

Un.  LAWBOK  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  should  accept  the 
Amendment  provisionally,  as  it  could 
hereafter  be  dealt  with  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  words  could  be  there  struck 
out  if  found  to  be  unnecessary. 

Sir  CHAELEB  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  hoped  they  would  not  adopt 
this  haphnzard  method  of  legislation, 
and  thought  that  the  House  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  manner  in  which  this 
Amendment  was  sprung  upon  them.  If 
this  sort  of  thing  were  to  go  on,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  take  some  step  to  de- 
fend the  liberty  of  the  House  against 
the  possibility  of  grievous  mistakes 
being  made  in  legislation.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  such  Amendments  as  this 
ought  not  to  be  brought  on  at  such  a 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  they  ought  not  to 
allow  themselves  to  be  inveigled  into 
any  of  these  declarations  of  the  law 
sprung  upon  them  in  such  a  way 
that  even  the  boo.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  seemed  bewildered  for 
the  moment  as  to  why  he  was  to 
be  drawn  into  the  net.  They  were 
asked  to  stick  in  this  Amendment  like 
sticking  a  pin  into  a  cushion,  and  they 
were  told  that  whether  or  not  it  was 
necessary  should  not  now  be  decided, 
but  should  be  settled  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  Hon.  Hetnbers  opposite  seemed 
to  forget  their  anxiety  to  do  away 
with  the  House  of  Lords.  If  they 
were  successful  in  their  attempts  to 
abolish  that  Chamber,  who  would  do 
snob  work  as  was  now  proposed  7  Would 
it  be  the  Olerk  at  the  Table  who  would 
get  rid  of  these  difficulties  for  them  ?  It 
was  astonishing  to  see  the  remarkable 
cheerfulness  in  which  hon.  Members 
came  forward  to  upset  the  general 
system  of  dealing  with  these  matters. 
If.  Olivisr's  cheerfulness  in  going  to  war 
was  nothing  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Lewis)  was  mis- 
taken. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  AttercUffe  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  did  not  wish  to  change  the 
.  law  in  ttie  slightest  degree.    He  merely 
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said  that  he  was  ot  the  same  opi- 
nion as  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  but  that  Mr.  Baron  Hud- 
dleston  had  given  a  decision  adverse 
to  that  opinion,  and  that  there  was  some 
differeuoe  of  opinion  on  this  point 
amongst  the  Judges  and  the  members  of 
the  Leg;al  Frofesaion.  All  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wished  to  do,  under 
the  circumstances,  was  to  make  a  de- 
claratory statement  in  the  Bill  as  to 
what  the  law  woe,  that  declaratory 
statement  beine  not  only  what  he  him- 
self beliered  tne  law  to  be,  but  also 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  beliered  it  to  be.  TheAmend- 
ment  could  do  no  harm,  and  might  do 
some  good;  and,  therefore,  he  (Ur. 
Laboucnere)  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  it. 

Mk.  COURTNEY  said,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  AtteroliSe  (Mr.  Coleridge)  wished  to 
make  a  declaratory  statement  generally 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  for  a  jury  to  de- 
cide the  issue  in  question.  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  put  the  Amend- 
ment in  at  the  proper  place,  as  it  was  an 
addition  to  a  special  clause  dealing  with 
a  subject  which  was  hardly  germane  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  eaid,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
press  the  Amendment,  because  it  had 
come  upon  the  House  by  surprise,  as,  no 
doubt,  had  the  decision  of  Mr.  Baron 
Huddleston,  for  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  vouched.  He  must 
say  ho  thought  Mr.  Baron  Huddleston, 
if  these  facts  were  put  before  him,  would 
be  found  to  say  that  he  had  never  meant 
anything  of  the  kind.  The  statement 
had  not,  he  believed,  appeared  in  any 
authorized  reports,  but  in  one  of  those 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraien. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  5th  clause.  That  olause  had  been 
dealt  with  in  a  manner  which  he  was 
sure  had  been  very  hasty  and  ill-oon- 
eidered.  It  made  a  most  important 
alteration  in  the  law,  and  he  was  sure 
that  lost  Wednesday,  when  the  Com- 
mittee determined  to  pass  this  section, 
the  change  which  would  be  made  in  the 
Mr.  Laiouthtra 


law  by  the  section  was  not  appreciated. 
It  proposed  no  less  than  to  repeal  an 
important  provision  in  Lord  OampbeU's 
Act,  which  was  that  where  an  apology 
was  pleaded  by  a  newspaper  a  payment 
of  some  money  into  Court  should  also  be 
made.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  desired 
to  call  attention  to  this,  which  had  al- 
ready been  referred  to — namely,  that 
Lord  Campbell's  Act  was  passed  after 
great  consideration.  A  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  Law  of  Lihet;  various  per- 
sona were  examined  by  it,  and  a  very 
carefully  prepared  Report  was  made  on 
the  subject  dealing  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  oonfessel 
that  the  debate  a  on  the  present  measure 
showed  that  that  course  ought  to  have 
been  adopted  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause many  provisions  were  pitchforked 
into  it,  first  by  one  Member  and  then 
by  another,  without  being  properly  ooq- 
sidered — provisions  which  he  thought 
ought  first  to  have  been  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  aome  Committee. 
This  present  point  was  referred  to  very 
fully  by  Lord  Campbell  as  having  been 
most  carefully  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he 
said  it  was  su^ested  that  an  apology 
only  should  be  a  defence.  That  was  the 
statement  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  went  on  to 
point  out  that  the  Committee,  having 
carefully  considered  it,  thought  it  very 
dangerous  that  an  apology  only  should 
be  Buffioient.  The  noble  Lord  had 
placed  great  reliance  upon  not  making 
a  simple  apology  a  defence  to  an  action. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  upset  a  decision  of 
that  kind,  taken  with  great  deliberation, 
without  having  some  really  clear  reason 
before  them  to  show  that  that  course 
should  be  adopted.  For  what  waa  the 
result  of  the  clause  as  it  atood  at  presentT 
It  would  amount  to  this — that  a  news- 
paper would  be  induced  by  the  action  of 
the  Committee  to  defend  an  notion  by 
simply  making  an  apology  and  not  pay- 
ing any  money.  That  was  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  The  position  taken  up 
was  this — that  a  newspaper  might  libel 
a  man  by  some  report  or  other,  and 
might  then  make  what  a  juiy  might 
find  an  ample  apology,  and  the  plaintiff 
would  have  to  be  satisfied  with  that. 
But  who  ever  heard  of  such  a  doctrine 
being  laid  down  F  For,  surely,  if  a  man 
was  Ub^lled  an  apology  would  qot  always 
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be  a  BDffioient  recompense.  It  seemed 
a  very  meagre  bind  of  uraj  to  meet  the 
caae,  when  they  had  libelled  a  man,  to 
My — "lam  very  sorry,  and  most  humbly 
apologize."  Surely  that  was  not  just; 
and  he  thought  they  ought  to  intiat 
upon  the  payment  required  by  Lord 
Campbell's  Aot,  and  to  provide  that,  in 
oases  where  an  apology  was  suffioieot, 
payment  intoGourtof£10,  £50,  or  £100, 
as  the  case  might  be,  should  be  required. 
If  the  jury  thought  the  sum  paid  into 
Court  was  sufficient  with  the  apology, 
that  was  an  admirable  defence,  and  if 
they  did  not  think  it  sufficient  they  oould 
make  it  mote ;  but  it  would  take  away 
altogether  the  oauae  of  action  for 
dam^es.  This  elauso  as  it  etood  waa, 
to  hia  mind,  a  monstrous  violation  of  the 
law,  and  was  simply  inserted  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  newspaper  proprietors  them- 
eelTea,  without  any  Oommittee  having 
considered  the  matter,  and  without 
witnesses  having  been  called  to  give 
evidence  and  to  aay  whether  the  present 
law  had  worked  unfairly  or  not.  These 
newspaper  proprietors  had  caused  this 
to  he  done,  he  did  not  like  to  aay  in  their 
own  interests,  but,  of  course,  that  was 
the  case.  He  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  accept  the  olanee;  and  believing  it  to 
have  been  passed  hastily,  and  under 
circnm  stance  a  to  the  effects  of  which  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  was  not  fully 
called,  he  proposed  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  its  continuing  to  be  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  believed  he  should 
be  supported  in  this  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Qeneral.  [''  No,  no  !  "j 
At  any  rate,  he  thought  he  should — he 
hoped  so,  at  any  rate.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  come  to  a  conclusion  that 
this  was  a  clause  which  never  ought  to 
have  been  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  5. — (Wr.  AnJertm.) 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  In  sn  action  for  s  libel 
Gontuned  id  any  newspaper  it  sliall  be  lawful 
for  the  defendant  to  Taioe  bj  hia  defence  s  plea 
nnder  the  second  section  of  the  Act  of  the  »es- 
non  of  the  sixth  and  geventh  yeare  of  the  rei^ 
of  Her  present  Majnaty,  chapter  ninety -sii, 
intituled  *'  An  Aot  toameod  the  law  respecting 
dBfamatory  vorda  and  libel,"  without  making 
any  payment  into  court,  and  where  each  a  plea 
has  been  raiged  [either  with  or  without  pay- 
ment into  Donrt),'  itand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Ms.  KELLY  (Gamberwell,  N.)  said, 
}bat  under  the  clause,  however  injurious 


a  libel  might  be,  if  only  a  newspaper 
published  an  apology  and  showed  that 
it  had  not  been  actuated  by  malice,  and 
had  been  guilty  of  no  negligence,  theun- 
fortunate  libelled  person  would  have  no 
remedy  whatever.  The  very  grossest 
libels  were  just  those  in  which  it  was 
most  difficult  to  prove  epeoial  malice. 
The  libel  might  be  only  the  substitution 
of  the  name  of  a  clergyman  for  a 
synonymous  name,  upon  the  trial  on  a 
grave  criminal  charge  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  ruining  for  ever  the 
clergyman's  character.  What  remedy 
would  such  a  libelled  person  have 
under  this  olause?  Absolutely  none, 
because  the  newspaper  proprietor  would 
show  that  he  had  acted  without  malice 
or  negligence,  and  that  he  had  pub- 
lished an  apology,  and  it  would  be 
held  that  that  apology  was  sufficient. 
That  assumed  that  the  apology  would  be 
received  by  the  same  persons  who  had 
read  the  libel ;  but  it  must  be  within  the 
knowledge  of  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  that  there  were  a  certain  class  of 
papers  which  people  read  very  occasion- 
ally. For  instance,  a  man  who  took  up  a 
copy  of  li-uth  on  starting  on  a  railway 
journey  might  not  be  likely  to  see  that 
paper  again  for  a  considerable  time,  and, 
reading  a  gross  libel  in  the  copy  he 

Erocured,  he  might  never  see  any  apo- 
)gy  which  might  subsequently  be  pub- 
lished regarding  that  libel.  He  might 
never  dream  of  buying  the  nest  issue. 
That  would  be  a  very  common  case. 
He  (Mr.  Kelly)  asked  whether  it  was 
to  be  possible,  in  such  a  ease  as  this, 
for  the  newspaper  proprietor  to  say  that 
he  had  made  the  necessary  amends  by 
publishing  the  apology  in  the  following 
weak—io  go  into  Court  and  say  that  he 
had  made  a  little  mistake,  and  that, 
though  the  libelled  person  came  really 
into  Court  to  vindicate  hie  character,  he 
should  not  recover  one  farthing  of  the 
costs  to  which  he  must  inevitably  be  put, 
inasmuch  aa  the  apology  had  been  made 
and  it  oould  not  be  shown  that  special 
damage  had  been  suffered  ?  A  news- 
paper proprietor  might,  under  those 
oircum stances,  libel  anyone  to  his  heart's 
content  without  being  made  in  any  way 
responsible  for  it.  The  olause,  as  it 
etood,  was  not  satisfactory,  and  the 
point  was  whether  the  law  would  not 
be  much  better  without  such  a  provision. 
Holding,  as  he  did,  that  no  Amendment 
nould  make  the  clause  work  otberwiso 
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than  most  anjuBtly  to  the  g^enerBl  pnblio, 
he  bad  pleanire  in  Bupporting  the 
Motion  for  its  rdection. 

Ma.  WADDY  {LincoIiiBhire,  Brig^) 
aaid,  that  there  were  two  branches  of 
the  clause  to  be  conaidered,  and  they 
were  both  worthy  of  attention,  though 
up  to  now  only  one  bad  been  epoken  of. 
The  first  branch  referred  to  the  payment 
of  money  into  Court,  and  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  this  question  was  being 
argued  solely  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  respectable  papers,  of  which,  hap- 
pily, WB  had  a  great  number  in  this  coun- 
try. But  there  were  also,  unfortunately, 
aiarge  numberof  papers  which  were  far 
from  respectable,  and  which,  to  a  great 
estent,  traded  on  libellous  matter.  At 
present,  if  a  person  brought  an  action 
against  one  of  these  papers,  and  the 
editor  wanted  to  defend  himself  tn  any 
way  saoh  as  was  indicated,  he  had  by 
this  clause  a  system  of  protection.  This, 
which  was  a  provision  against  rascality, 
which  no  respectable  paper  could  object 
to,  andwhioh  waanowoeingupaetintfae 
interests  of  good  and  bad  papers  alike. 
He  did  not  believe  for  a  moment  that 
there  was  any  newspaper  represented 
in  that  House  which  would  care  two- 
pence whether  they  had  to  pay  money 
into  Court  in  case  an  action  went  against 
them  or  not,  because  tbey  would  know 
that  they  would  get  it  back  again.  It 
would  not  harm  auch  newspapers.  But 
in  regard  to  the  other  class  of  papers, 
Bappose  they  were  dealing  with  papers 
of  the  kind  he  had  indicated,  under  this 
clause  the  proprietor  would  pay  nothing 
into  Court,  and  they  would  have  to  go 
on  with  the  case  to  the  end,  the  man 
would  get  the  benefit  of  such  advertise- 
ment as  he  was  seeking,  and  no  coats 
oould  be  obtained,  as  it  might  be  die- 
coveted  that  the  only  person  who  was 
respoDBible  was  the  printer  with  a  set 
of  type  upon  which  there  was  a  bill  of 
sale  already.  It  was  said  that  they 
could  not  deal  with  the  case  by  a  simple 
apology.  Now,  he  would  give  a  case 
in  point  from  his  own  experience,  which 
sounded  most  extravagant  be  knew,  but 
for  the  absolute  aoouraoy  of  which  he 
vouched  as  he  stood  there.  He  knew  a 
gentleman  who  wae  libelled  with  regard 
to  a  matter  of  the  roost  personal  cha- 
raoter.  What  happened  ?  An  apology 
wae  inserted  a  day  or  two  afterwards 
under  terror;  but  wa«  that  allP  This 
paragraph  libelling  the  man  was  copied 
Jfr.  Kill^ 
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into  a  San  Francisco  paper—and  the 
man  to  whom  be  woe  referring  bad 
frienda  and  relatives  abroad  in  different 
parts  of  the  world — the  libel,  which  was 
copied  by  the  Ban  Francisco  paper,  was 
again  put  into  a  New  Zealand  paper, 
and  he  (Mr.  Waddy)  had  a  copy  of  this 
journal  in  his  pocket,  showing  tbat  the 
libel  in  question  had  actually  gone  all 
round  the  world.  What  remedy  had 
this  gentleman  ?  They  talked  about 
special  damages;  but  he  conld  prove 
no  special  damages  in  this  case— none 
at  all.  But  even  if  damage  had  been 
done  this  gentleman,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  recover  for  it — tbev  would 
not  be  able  to  measure  the  damage. 
The  man  might  suffer  the  deepest  per- 
sonal annoyance,  and  hie  friends  also 
might  suffer  both  in  the  Eaetem  and 
Western  Hemispheres;  and  he  (Mr. 
Waddy)  maintamed  that  it  was  not 
sufficient  to  say,  as  many  newspapers 
did — -"Oh,  we  libelled  youj  but  our 
columns  are  open  to  you  to  answer 
what  we  said  if  you  like."  That  posi' 
tion  was  taken  up  in  the  ease  to  wnieh 
he  was  referring.  They  thought  that 
because  a  person  libelled  couldnot  prove 
special  damage  there  wae  adequate  com- 
pensation in  an  apology.  He  would 
yield  to  no  hon.  Member  in  his  desire  to 
get  rid  of  blackmailing,  and  to  leave  the 
Press  practically  ^e  and  unfettered  so 
far  as  it  should  be  left;  but  he  thought 
that  in  this  matter  they  were  in  danger 
of  going  a  little  too  far  now  with  the 
awing  of  the  pendulum.  l!hey  were  not 
confining  their  attention  to  good  papers, 
but  were  putting  the  good,  bad,  and 
indifferent  altogether.  Henceforward 
they  would  be  putting  it  in  the  poWer 
of  the  bad  papers,  and  of  the  raeoally 
proprietors  of  papers,  to  say  what  they 
liked  about  people  without  being  able 
to  punish  them  in  the  way  in  which  men 
of  their  mind  were  only  able  to  appre- 
ciate punishment. 

Mb.  LAW80N  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
said,  that,  in  his  humble  opinion, 
hon.  and  learned  Oentlemen  bad  vet'y 
little  consideration  for  the  House,  be- 
cause they  had  been  simply  repeat- 
log  the  arguments  they  nad  heard 
in  Committee  when  it  wae  decided 
to  accept  this  clause.  He  knew  tbat 
hon.  and  learned  Members  could  not 
come  under  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
for  tedious  repetition  ;  bilt  ever^  6bi  of 
the  arguments  they  hsd  Us^d  bad  been 
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need  several  times  before.  The  Com- 
mittee had  been  well  aware  of  wbat  it 
was  doing  when  it  decided  that  this 
clause  should  stand  port  of  the  Bill; 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  go  back  and  rescind  the 
decision  so  arriyed  at.  He  believed  a 
groat  deal  of  what  bad  been  said  had 
no  application  to  the  clause,  because  the 
whole  of  it  had  turned  on  the  insertion 
of  an  apology.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed 
to  have  forgotten  in  the  instances  they 
had  quoted  that  the  libel  was  to  have 
been  published  without  malice  and  with- 
out negligence.  As  to  the  case  put  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Uember  for  the  Bri^ 
Division,  did  he  allege  that  in  that 
particular  case  the  libel  was  published 
with  malice  and  negligence  ? 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  he  alleged  that  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  prove  it ;  that 
was  the  point. 

Ms.  LAW80N  said,  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  entered  into  no 
particulars ;  he  had  only  said  that  the 
libel  was  copied  in  difiFerent  papers  in 
different  parts  of  the  globe.  He  should 
like  to  hear  what  the  libel  was  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
was  so  injurious  in  this  case.  How 
could  a  libel  be  injurious  when  it  was 
published  without  malice  and  negli- 
gence. 

Ub.  WADDY  said,  be  did  not  say 
it  was  puhlished  without  malioe.  What 
he  had  said  was,  that  it  was  just  one 
of  those  cases  which  generally  occurred 
in  which  it  was  utte»y  impossible  for 
the  libelled  man  to  prove  malice  or 
negligence. 

Mr.  LAWSON^  said,  the  whole  thing 
was  very  vague,  and  they  could  not 
understand  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant.  It  might  be  because 
he(Ur.LawBDn)wa8not  BO  skilled  in  the 
law  as  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  who 
had  been  obstructing  the  Bill  that  after- 
noon. It  was  assumed  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  newspapers  they  bad  to 
legislate  for  were  disreputable  and  ma- 
licious ;  but,  if  this  clause  were  struck 
out,  they  would  be  sacrificing  the  in- 
terests of  all  those  genuine  and  honest 


which  were  not  in  the  position  of 
Metropolitan  papers  with  great  resources 
at  their  backs,  but  who,  on  the  contrary, 
had  very  small  means.  These  were 
the  papers  from  whom,  as  hon.  Mem- 

TOr^.   CCCXXVII.     [THIED  BBBIES.] 


770 

bera  were  aware,  they  had  received 
letters  from  their  own  localities  recom- 
mending the  acceptance  of  this  clause. 
By  striking  out  the  clause  they  would 
not  punish  disreputable  newspapers,  but 
would  protect  disreputable  litigants  and 
solicitors.  He  trusted  that,  as  they  had 
had  an  ample  discussion  of  this  matter 
in  Committee,  tbey  would  not  reduce  the 
Bill  to  a  shadow  of  its  farmer  self  by 
striking  out  the  clause. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
BicFARD  Webstbb)  (Isl©  of  Wight)  said, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  West  St. 
Fancras  had  pitched  his  speech  some- 
what too  high.  He  thougnt  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  have  forgotten  that 
certain  Members  stated  distinctly,  when 
they  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
clause,  that  they  voted  for  it  on  the 
understanding  that  such  modification 
would  be  made  in  it  as  would  prevent 
the  words  "special  damage"  remaining 
in. 

Me.  LAWSON  said,  he  was  weU 
aware  of  that,  and  he  only  meant  that 
the  clause  should  remain  in  in  a  modi- 
fied form. 

Bm  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
had  considered  whether  any  Amendment 
of  the  clause  in  the  way  of  cutting  out 
the  words  would  be  suiBoient  to  meet 
the  objectionsentertained  to  it.  If  there 
was  any  grievance  which  could  be  met 
without  any  harm  being  done  to  suitors, 
they  ought  to  meet  him  ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  to  strike  out  the  words 
"special  damage  "  would  simply  be  to 
re-enact  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  free  a 
newspaper  proprietor  from  liability 
when  allbelhaa  been  published  in  his 
paper  without  malioe  and  without  negli- 
gence, where  the  person  libelled  could 
not  prove  special  damage.  In  such  a 
case,  therefore,  the  clause  would  make 
the  insertion  of  an  apology  an  answer  to 
the  action ;  but  as  he  did  not  believe  that 
such  a  change  in  the  law  would  be  a 
salutary  one,  he  thought  that,  inasmuch 
as  newspaper  proprietors  bad  already 
obtained  many  valuable  improvements 
made  in  their  favour  by  the  earlier  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  advisable 
tor  them  to  consent  to  having  this  clause 
struck  out. 

Mn.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  said,  with  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
St.  Panctae  (Mr.  Laweon)  at  to  oas«a 
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not  being  proved  in  this  House,  tlie  fact 
waa  that  oases  had  been  proved  over  and 
over  again  where  absolute  injury  had 
been  done  to  individuala  by  respectable 
newspapers,  whose  only  plea  was  that 
they  ioserted  these  libels  without 
malioe.  Why,  it  was  juet  that  kind  of 
newspaper  that  could  put  in  that  plea. 
No  one  would  contend  for  one  moment 
that  the  editor  of  TAt  Timet,  Baily  TtU- 
graph,  Daily  N»wi,  Homing  Pott,  Stan' 
dard,  and  papers  of  that  kind  would 
allow  libels  to  appear  in  their  papers 
malioioualy ;  but  they  wanted  to  protect 
a  man  against  being  libelled  in  these 
newspapers  by  some  vagabond  outside, 
who  would  send  in  reports  which  would 
find  their  way  into  the  papers  on  the 
ground  that  they  came  from  perfectly 
untainted  sourcee.  What  he  felt  was 
that,  above  everything,  it  was  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  protect  the  characters 
of  individuals.  The  newspapers  of 
this  oouutry  were  of  great  power.  The; 
were  often  told  that  the  newspapers 
were  the  fourth  estate  of  the  Kealm. 
That  might  be  so;  but  every  other 
estate  of  the  Bealm  was  bound  more  or 
less  by  responsibilities,  and  was  it  to  be 
said  that  the  fourth  estate  was  to  be 
relieved  of  all  responsibility  and  of  all 
liability  ?  It  was  to  the  interest  of  the 
community  that  they  should  take  mea- 
sures to  protect  individual  character, 
and  make  it  as  diEBoult  as  possible  for 
the  libeller  to  get  away  from  his  respon- 
sibility. They  had  endeavoured  to 
amend  Uie  clause  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  and  certain  Amendments 
had  been  agreed  to  ;  but  it  was  distinctly 
understood  at  that  time  that  certain 
other  Amendments  were  to  be  made, 
attempted  to  be  made,  when  the  clause 
came  up  again  on  Beport. 

Sm  0HAELE8  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  desired  to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  words  "  special 
damage?"  Everyone  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  to  dissect  ordinary  damage, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  that  con- 
sideration rendered  it  all  the  more 
necessary  that  hou.  Members  should  be 
eitra  careful  in  dealing  with  the  main 
bulk  of  the  olause,  and  that  they  should 
make  up  their  minds  whether  they  in- 
tended to  enunciate  the  doctrine  that  an 
apology  should  be  sufficient. 

Ma.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,   the  main  objection  of  hon.  and 
'  learned  Qentlemen,  he  gathered,  was  to 
Xr.  Uwtit 


'  but  that  word  was 
riginally  framed. 


the  word  "  special; ' 

the  Bill  as  or  __ 
was  put  in  by  an  Amendment  iu  Gom- 
["No,  no!"]  There  was  a 
on  the  Question,  and  the  word 
was  challenged,  and  the  Committee 
divided  in  favour  of  it — that  was  to  say, 
the  House  decided  in  favour  of  the 
olause  with  this  word  in  it.  He  could 
perfectly  well  understand  that  there 
were  objections  to  the  word  "special," 
and  be  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
the  House  should  pass  the  clause,  and 
that  then  those  who  were  personally  in 
favour  of  the  word  "  special "  should 
give  up  their  point,  and  agree  to  the 
clause  without  that  word.  Many  hon. 
Members  would  vote  on  this  question 
blindly,  and  would  not  look  into  the 
matter;  and  he  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  House  to  consider  the  words  he 
would  suggest  to  them,  and  to  see  how 
the  clause  would  be  without  the  word 
"special,"  and  the  House  could  then 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  whether 
newspapers  would  be  put  to  any  disad- 
vantage, or  whether  any  injustice  would 
be  done  to  litigants.  The  words  he 
'  were — 


"  Kit  ahftll  appear  on  the  trial  thut  anylibal 
was  made  without  malio«  and  without  n^li- 
genoe.  and  that  the  detecdftat  had  insarted  an 
apology  at  bj  the  Act  provided,  the  plaintiEF 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  recover  any  damag" 


retbat 


■aob  libel." 


He  would  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
whether,  if  the  clause  were  put  in  that 
way,  it  would  be  any  sort  of  injustice  to 
those  who  brought  complaints  against 
newspapers.  He  would  point  out  that 
it  woe  possible,  it  the  word  "special" 
were  left  in,  that  the  hos.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  and  the  Government 
would  be  inclined  to  vote  against  the 
Bill  on  the  third  reading.  There  was  a 
good  deal  in  leaving  out  the  word 
"  special."  There  was  a  good  deal 
in  the  Bill  which  would  be  useful 
to  newspaper  proprietors  and  d  for' 
tiori  to  the  public  as  well ;  and  under 
the  circumstances  he  would  not  like  to 
risk  losing  the  whole  cake  by  insisting 
upon  one  particular  plum  in  it.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  they  would  adopt 
the  clause  on  the  understanding  that  the 
word  "  special"  would  not  be  pressed. 

Sir  ALGEENON  BOETHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.)  said,  be  certainly  should 
press  this  clause  to  a  Division,  as  ho  «oit- 


.y  Google 


>73 


Lihel  Zato 


{Jci 


eidersd  it  thft  most  valuable  clause  iu 
the  Bill.  It  vaB  particularly  levelled 
at  proteeting  nevspapeis  from  the  un- 
fair attaoks  of  Bpeoulative  attomeya  aad 
plaintiffs.  Papera,  as  a  rule,  had  a  great 
deal  ol  regard  for  the  feelinga  of  peraona 
libelled,  and  though  the  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  of  libel  oases  they 
bad  had  only  special  cases  oited,  and  be 
did  not  think  they  had  at  all  fairly  con- 
eidered  the  question  from  a  broad  point 
of  view.  Thro uehout  his  experience  on 
the  Frees  he  had  always  found  that  the 
great  mass  of  papers  were  only  too  ready 
to  rectify  a  libel,  not  only  to  explain,  but 
also  to  pay.  They  were  quite  ready  to 
pay  whenever  they  thought  inj  ustice  had 
been  oommitted.  They  were  always 
ready  to  give  compensation  where  any 
special  or  even  general  damage  could  be 
shown;  theydid  this  willingly  end  with- 
out a  murmur.  The  newspapers  did  not 
complain  of  the  law,  they  did  not  com- 
plain of  special  damages,  or  a  proper 
action  being  brought  against  them,  but 
the  eomplaint  was,  that  where  they  might 
have  published  libels  without  malice  or 
negligence,  some  libels  which  would 
never  hare  been  taken  hold  of  by  a 
respectable  person,  they  were  taken  up 
by  an  impecunious  nobody  who  was 
prompted  by  some  little  lawyer  to  bring 
an  action.  There  were  libels  and  libels. 
Sometimee  the  matters  complained  of 
were  libels,  though  generally  they  were 
not,  and  in  most  cases  the  newspapers 
were  told  by  their  legal  advisers  that  it 
was  better  to  compromise,  as  otherwise 
they  would  not  get  their  coats.  He 
thought  that  it  was  necessary  that  this 
clause  should  be  retained  in  order  to 
prevent  frivoloue  actiona.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  vote  the  clause  as  it 
was  voted  by  the  Committee.  There 
were  certain  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which  could  not  betaken  until  the  clause 
was  voted,  and  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  details,  he 
hoped,  at  any  rate,  that  the  principle  of 
the  dause  would  be  unanimously 
adopted. 

Hb.  GOIfMINS  (BoBcommon,  8.) 
said,  he  could  not  understand  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Bart,  the  Member  for 
South  Kensington  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wick).  Under  liOrd  Campbell's  Act  a 
newspaper  had  power  to  pav  a  sum  of 
money  and  to  plead  an  apology.  The 
hon.  Baronet  said  he  had  always  found 
pewapapera  eager  to   pay  money  into 


0,  188B}  Ammdmmt  Bill.  774 

Court  where  damage  had  been  done. 
What,  therefore,  oouldbe  the  objection 
to  the  prorision  under  Lord  Campbell's 
Act  ?  In  the  case  of  a  man  who  was 
libelled,  either  he  was  injured  or  he  was 
not,  and  if  he  was  injured  he  (Ifr. 
Commins)  failed  to  see  why  the  news- 
paper shoold  be  relieved  of  all  liability. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  misfortune  that 
hon.  .Gentlemen  who  were  not  lawyers 
should  have  to  deal  with  these  legal 
questions,  as  it  got  them  into  snoh 
messes  as  the  Houses  were  now  in  with 
regard  to  "  special  damages."  It  must 
be  remembered  that  special  damages 
were  not  always  eapable  of  proof,  and 
that  a  man  might  have  suffered  eerioua 
injury  by  libel  although  it  might  not  be 
possible  for  him  to  prove  that  he  was 
refused  the  sale  of  a  pound  of  sugar  or 
a  pound  of  meat  by  tradesmen  in  con- 
sequence of  such  libel.  A  man  whose 
character  waa  injured  was  clearly  en- 
titled to  compensation,  and  the  only 
chance  he  had  of  having  his  character 
reinstated  was  by  bringing  an  action 
and  going  into  the  witness-box. 
Looking  at  the  Bill  as  having  passed 
into  law  and  become  a  Working  Aot, 
the  result  of  the  clause  would  be  that 
the  newspaper  proprietor  who  had 
libelled  a  man,  wronged  his  charaoter, 
taken  away  his  means  of  living,  and 
inflicted  upon  him  pain  that  would  not 
cease  as  long  as  he  lived,  could  further 
inflict  upon  him  a  bill  of  costs,  and  thus 
deprive  him  of  his  last  crust ;  because 
the  man  would  be  under  the  imperative 
necessity  of  clearing  himself  in  the 
witness- box.  The  effect  of  the  clause 
would  thus  be  that  a  man  could  only 
clear  his  character  by  final  ruin.  Now, 
if  any  provision  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill  that  would  deprive  the 
proprietor  under  all  oircumstanoee  of 
the  right  of  claiming  costs,  the  case 
would  be  bad  enough ;  but  if  suoh  a 
provision  as  he  had  tried  to  persuade 
the  Committee  to  accept  had  been  ad- 
mitted— namely,  that  the  proprietor 
should  assist  the  individual  libelled  ia 

retting  satisfaction  from  his  slanderer 
y  handing  over  the  notes,  or  by  pro- 
ducing a  witness  to  prove  the  slander,  he 
should  have  been  inclined  to  support  the 
clause.  But  nothing  of  the  kind  had 
been  done,  and  it  was  here  intended  to 
add  another  great  source  of  evil  to  the 
Bill,  and  place  the  person  libelled  in  a 
more  unfortunate  position  than  before, 
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He  thought  there  should  be  no  more 
immunity  for  a  newspaper  proprietor 
who  destroyed  the  character  of  an  indi- 
vidual thou  there  was  for  any  one  else 
engaged  in  ordinary  trade  operations. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  more,  "  That  the  Quee- 
tlon  be  now  put." 

Question,  "That  the  Queetion  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That the 
said  words  etand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The     House     divided : — Ayes 
Noes  230:   Majority  123.— (Div.  List, 
No.  170.) 

Remaining  words  of  Clause  omitUd. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
JTednttday  next. 

BEFORMATOBT   SCHOOLS    ACT    (1886) 

AMENDMENT  BILL,-[B:ll  181.] 

{Mr.  Dugdah,   Mr.    ff^iVmor*,   Jfr.    Wharton, 

Mr.  CurxoH,  Mr.  Dixim,  Mr.  Mitrk  SItwart.) 


Bill,  as  amended,  cemidtred, 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 


AbercTomby)  said,  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee  he  had,  on  short  Notice, 
.drafted  a  clause  with  reference  to  the 
form  of  Order  for  detention  of  offenders, 
which,  havine  been  hurriedly  considered, 
was  rejected  by  the  Committee.  But 
thinking  tiiat  there  were  good  reasons 
for  the  admission  of  the  olause,  he  had 
redrawn  it,  and  now  begged  to  sub- 
mit it  to  the  House.  He  found  since 
last  week  that  he  had  ample  ground  to 
go  upon.  The  Bill  proceeded  on  the 
Unes  of  the  Act  of  1866,  and  as  his 
desire  was  to  follow  that  Act  more 
strictly  than  was  done  in  the  Bill,  he 
had  adapted  the  clause  which  required 
the  gaoler  to  detain  the  offender  for  14 
days  to  the  case  provided  for  in  the 
Bill.  His  object  was  to  impress  on  the 
person  detaining  the  offender  and  the 
offender  himseli  the  nature  and  im- 
portance of  the  position  in  which  they 
would  stand  to  each  other.  He  thought 
it  should  be  made  clear  to  the  House 
that  a  new  position  was  about  to  bo 
created.  He  painted  out  that  while  the 
keeper  was  not,  as  the  Bill  stood,  to 
have  brought  home  to  him  the  conse- 
quenosB  of  any  oasual  neglect,  the  per- 
son in  his  charge  was  liable  to  three 
months'  impiisonment,  with  oi  without 
Mr,  Commim 
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hard  labour,  if  he  took  French  leave  and 
ran  away  from  him— that  was  to  Bay,  to 
avoid  the  objectionable  practice  of  Bend- 
ing a  boy  to  prison  in  the  first  instance, 
he  might  run  away  and  then  get  a  sen- 
tence of  three  months'  imprisonment. 
For  those  reasons,  he  thought,  they 
ought  in  the  most  formal  way  to  set  out 
the  position  as  between  the  keeper  and 
the  offender  in  the  manner  proposed  in 
the  Schedule  to  which  the  clause  he  was 
about  to  move  referred.  Hewasprepared 
not  merely  to  support  the  clauseon  princi- 
ple., but  also  the  Schedule  which  he  ehoutd 
propose,  and  which  was  wholly  unobjec- 
tionable as  well  as  quite  desirable.  It 
was  unobjectionable  because  it  followed 
exactly  the  order  for  detention  con- 
tained in  the  Act  of  1866,  which,  like 
his  new  clause,  was  permissive.  It 
seemed  to  him  unwise  to  give  a  boy 
who  had  been  sentenced  to  four  years 
in  a  reformatory  school  the  chance  of 
escaping  too  easily  from  his  keeper 
during  his  14  days'  detention. 

New  Olause — 

[Ponn  of  Order  of  dstention.) 

"The  order  for  Uis  detention  of  an  offender 
made  in  porsnanoe  of  tbU  Act  may  as  to  ita 
formal  parts  be  in  the  farm  sat  forth  in  the 
Schedule  to  this  Act,  aad  shall  contain  on  the 
face  of  it  the  penalties  incurred  by  persons 
under  section  eeven  of  this  Act,"— (Jfr.  fPl  F. 


— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Clause  be  read  the  second  time," 
put,  and  agrted  to. 

The  UNDER  SECRETAKT  of 
STATE  FOE  THB  HOBtE  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuabt-Woktlky)  ^ghef- 
field,  Hallam)  asid,  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  it  was,  in  regard  to  this 
new  departure,  necessary  to  take  all 
possible  precautions  with  a  view  to  pre- 
venting the  powere  of  the  Bill  to  be  exer- 
id  with  laxity.  But  he  might  observe 
that  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  the 
first  part  of  the  proposed  clause  was 
necessary.  Hie  hon.  Friend  would  find 
that  by  the  SSth  section  of  the  Act  of 
1866,  certain  forms  might  be  used  to 
meet  circumstancea  which  might  arise, 
and  that  one  of  these  was  the  form  of 
order  for  detention,  which  he  submitted 
with  a  slight  alteration  could  be  made 
appropriate  to  the  Bill.     He  failed  to 

aieive  what  it  was  his  hon.  ^Friend 
added  to  the  filanse  of  the  Act  of 
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1866  by  his  clause  and  Schedule  which 
they  could  uaef ally  adopt.  He  observed 
that  bis  boa.  Friend  made  it  compolBorj 
that  there  should  be  a  statement  on  the 
faoe  of  the  detention  order  of  the  peDalty 
to  which  peiaonB  might  be  liable  for 
what  be  might  call  escapiuff  from  the 
Bill.  But  he  thought  it  would  be  muoh 
more  desirable  to  take  powers  for  a 
Public  Department  which  had  ample 
time  for  the  purpose  to  settle  the  neoea- 
aary  forms. 

Ma.  DUGDALE  (Warwioishire, 
Nuneaton)  laid,  he  aneed  that  the 
form  of  order  for  detention  should  bear 
on  its  face  the  penalties  incarrsd  by 
persona  for  erading  the  Act ;  but  he  did 
not  see  any  neoeseity  for  any  form  being 
set  out  in  &  Schedule  to  the  Bill,  because 
it  was  provided  that  the  Act  of  1666 
should  be  constantly  at  one  with  this 
Act,  and  by  Section  36  of  the  former 
Act  it  was  provided  that  no  summons 
or  order  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  should  be  invalid  for  want  of 
form,  and  that  the  Bobedulea  might  be 
used  witli  such  variations  as  might  be 
required.  Therefore  ha  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  un- 
necessary, and  would  prefer  to  leave  it 
to  the  Home  OfBce  to  frame  rules,  or 
else  to  follow  the  Act  of  1S66  with  such 
alterations  of  form  as  might  be  neoes- 
eary, 

Hb.  T0MI1N60N  (Freston)  said,  he 
did  not  think  they  ought  to  pass  an  Act 
with  any  doubtful  matter  in  it.  It 
would  be  premature  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  Schedule  of  the  hon. 
Qendeman  now;  but  he  hoped  the 
danse  would  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  8TUAET-W0HTLET  snggosted, 
that  after  "be,"  in  line  2,  they  should 
add  the  words — 

"  Such  u  fiom  time  to  time  ahBll  be  framed 
by  one  of  Her  Majetty'a  8e<4«tMiee  of  State, 
and  ihall  contain  on  tbe  face  of  it  tbe  penaltiet 
proTJded  for  by  tbii  Aot." 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) said,  this  proposal  went  against 
the  principle  that  the  Act  ought  to  be 
complete  in  itself.  It  was  pretty  gene- 
rally admitted  that  one  of  tbe  great 
faults  of  modem  legislation  was  that  it 
was  BO  common  for  one  Act  to  refer  to 
others,  and  it  was  a  pity  to  repeat  this 
error.  If  the  forms  cf  the  Act  of  1B66 
were  good,  he  did  not  eeb  why  they 
were  not  good  enough  for  the  present 
BiU. 
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Mh.  EADCLEFFECOOZE(Newing. 
ton,  W.)  said,  the  change  made  by  the 
Bill  was  clearly  not  contemplated  by  the 
Act  of  1 866,  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  forms  could  be  varied  could 
not  by  any  stretching  be  considered  to 
have  relation  to  the  cases  contemplated 
by  the  Bill.  The  Act  of  1866  provided 
for  the  temporary  imprisonment  of  the 
juvenile  offender,  whereas  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  exactly  the  opposite.  It 
provided  that  the  offender  should  not  be 
imprisoned,  but  that  in  order  that  he 
should  not  be  contaminated  during  the 
time  he  was  waiting  to  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  he  should  be  kept  in  the 

Srivate  custody  of  some  person.  He 
id  not  think  the  Sohedole  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  desirable. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  CP^eston)  said, 
they  ought  to  provide  machinery  to 
allow  the  Act  to  be  properly  worked  the 
moment  it  came  into  force. 

Verbal  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

In  line  2  of  the  new  Claase  to  leare  out 
tbe  words  "  in  the  form  let  fortb  in  the  Schedule 
of  thii  Act."  and  insert  "  with  luch  vtuiations 
aa  circumttancee  require,  ai  shall  ^x  from  time 
to  time  praecribsd  bf  one  of  Her  MajeEtj's 
prinoipal  SaoretarieB  of  State." — {Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortlty.) 

Amendment  agrttd  to, 

Olause,  as  amended,  aidti  to  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hvaaux  the 
following  Amendment  made: — In  Olause 
4|  pa^  2,  line  II,  leave  out  "police" 
and  insert  "  a  police  officer  appointed 
for  the  purpose  by  the  saia  Oourt 
Justices  or  magistrate ; "  in  Clause  5, 
page  2,  line  19,  after  "magistrate"  in- 
sert "and  thence  to  the  reformatory 
school." 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
IViday. 

DIBTRESa  FOR  REST  {DUBUN}  BILL. 
{Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Jokniton,  Mr.  Lwyir  Oray, 

Mr.  T.  D.  BaUivan,  Captain  MeCalmont,  Mr. 

T.  EmrringUm.) 

Lbill  159.]      OOUMriTEB. 

Bill  eontidirtd  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  4,  inclusive,  ogritA  to. 

Clause  5  (Certain  goods  exempted 
from  distreBB  and  execution). 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  have  to  point 
out  that  tbe  Amendment  to  this  olatue, 
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in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Uember  for 
North  Stigo  (Hr.  F.  McDonald)  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  pro- 
poses to  estend  the  jurisdictioii  of  the 
Court  of  Conscience,  which  could  only 
be  done  br  instruction  before  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee. 

Clause  agrMd  U. 

Clauses  6  to  S,  inclusive,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  9    (Public  store  to  be  mi 
tained  by  the  municipal  authority). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Murpbt  the 
following  Amendment  made: — In  page 
2,  line  36,  after  "times"  insert  "  and 
in  such  manner." 

Olause,  as  amended,  agrsfd  io. 

Remaining  Clauses  agrud  to. 

Bill  rtportfd,  with  an  amended  Title ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  Ta-morre%t. 

OATHS  BILL— [Biu.  7.] 
(^Mr.  BracUaugh,  Sir  John  SiaM,  Mr.  KMy,  Mr. 

Cmtrtiuy  Ktntiy,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Coleridg;  Mr. 

lUingwarth,  Mr.  Riehard,  C^ontl  Eyri,  Mr. 

Jttu  OoUinii.) 
COUHITTBB.    \_Progr»t*,  13M  /hs#.] 

Bill  eoHtiiitrtd  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (affirmation  may  be  made 
instead  of  oath). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  5,  after  the  word  "person,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  excepting  those  who 
state  they  have  no  religious  belief."  — 
(Mr.  Iforru.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  NOEEIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  the  question  before  the 
Committee  was  that  of  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  moved  a  week  ago  and 
which  he  hoped  would  to-day  be 
accepted.  He  would  not  disguise  from 
the  Committee  that  hia  Amendment 
should  be  construed  as  the  outcome  of 
his  desire  to  cripple  the  Bill,  and  he 
would  add  that  he  should  be  very  ^ad 
if  that  result  nas  to  be  attained.  But 
apart  from  that,  there  were  many  diffi- 
culties which  would  be  created  by  the 
Bill.  It  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Deptford 
(Mr.  Darling),  on  a  previous  occasion, 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  causing 
much  difficulty  in  the  Law  Courts,  S 
people  of  all  persuasions,  such  as  H: 


on  other  forms  of  affirmaUon.  On  the 
seoond  readingof  theBill,anhon.  Mem- 
ber  had  stated  that  he  was  prepared  to 
stand  up  before  God  and  his  fellow-men 
and  declare  that  he  would  do  that  which 
was  right.  That  was  what  he  (Mr. 
Norris)  thought  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  doing  now;  every  Member  who  had 
been  elected  for  any  constituency  in  the 
Kingdom  under  those  circumstances  had 
taken  his  seat  in  that  House  without 
difficulty.  He  was  not  opposed  to  the 
freedom  of  the  Press,  or  the  freedom 
of  the  subject  in  any  other  walk  or 
position  in  life  ;  but  in  a  case  of  this 
kind  there  was  a  line  to  be  drawn, 
and  he  did  think  it  was  for  the  House 
to  put  eome  limit  upon  the  application 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Aa  ha 
had  stated,  it  was  his  intention,  and 
that  of  his  hon.  Friends,  to  oosteet  the 
Bill  step  by  step.  On  the  other  hand 
he  did  not  wish  to  impart  into  his  re- 
marks any  references  of  a  personal 
character.  There  were  consi derations 
of  a  higher  nature  involved  here,  and 
he  could  not  but  think  that  this  Bill 
would  hare  the  effect  of  undermining 
that  faith  which  was  inherited  by  and 
believed  in  by  the  English  people.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the 
Committee  would  follow  the  manly 
words  spoken  by  the  present  Emperor 
of  Germany  in  hia  address  to  his  people 
— that  they  should  set  an  example  to 
nations,  "foster  piety  and  the  fear  of 
Ood,"  and  be  the  true  guardians  of  the 
rights  of  the  people. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd  :—Ajea  \0S; 
Nobs  205:  Majority  97.— (Div.  List, 
No.  171.) 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  ta  make  bis 
Eeport  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wtdntidaj/  next 

Q  UE8TI0NS. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PBOCEDUfiE 

(lEELAND)  ACT,  1887— CONSPIEACY— 

RELEASE  OF  KILLEAQH  PRISONERS. 

Ma.   JOHN  MOELET   (Newoaetle- 

upon-Tyne) :    I  wish  to  ask  the  right 

hon.    Oentieman    the  Chief    Secre^ry 

for   Ireland    (Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour)    a 


dooe  and  Mahommedans,  were  to  insist    Question  of   which  I  have  given  luin 
lit*  Chairman 
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private  Notice — that  ia,  Whether  it  ia 
true  that  the  Court  of  Ezoheqoer  ia 
Bublin  to-day  discharged  the  prisoners 
from  Killeagh,  and  whether  they  have 
discharged  them  on  the  ^ound  that 
there  was  absolately  no  sTidenoe  of  con- 
Bpirao;  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETiRT  (Mr.  A. 
J,    Baijoub)   (Uanoheater,    E.) :    It  is 

Suite  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
as  stated,  that  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
has  discharged  the  prisoners ;  but  it  is 
not,  however,  accurate  to  say  that  they 
have  boen  disobarged  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  absolutely  no  evidence 
of  conspiracy.  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  the  clearest  evidence  that  there  was 
conspiracy  punisbable  at  Common  Law, 
but  it  was  held  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  evidence  of  that  particular 
kind  of  conspiracy  that  was  neoesBary 
under  the  Act. 

Mb.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  if  at  the  Crimes 
Court  now  sitting  at  Oostleren  the  Crown 
agents  had  persistently  refused  to  pro- 
duce the  depositions  taken  against  the 
persons  returned  for  trial  and  charged 
with  conspiracy,  notwithstanding  the 
provisione  of  the  first  section  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  and,  whether  they  had 
done  BO  by  the  direction  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  a  Question  on  the  Paper 
I  will  inquire  into  the  matter. 

THE     EXECUTIVE     (IRELAMD)  —  BU- 

MODEED     EB8IGNATI0N     OF    THE 

CHIEF  SECKETABT   TO   THE   LOBD 

LIEUTENANT. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  is  it  trne,  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  that  he  has 
already  resigned  or  is  about  to  resign 
his  Office? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEOEETAST  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  objection  to  answer.  It  is  one  of 
those  ridiculous  fictions  so  current  in 
the  Irish  Press. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.): 
May  I  ask,  whether  the  Irish  Press  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
is  not  a  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gontlemas  7 

M&.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  did  not  reply. 


Me.  CLANCY:  May  I  ask,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Question  put  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Bos- 
common  (Mr.  Commins),  and  as  it  is  a 
matter  of  urgency — because  I  under- 
stand the  Crown  have  refused  at  three 
Of  four  different  times  to  comply  with 
the  Provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  as  the  trial  is  proceeding,  and  will 
olio  be  on  to-morrow — may  I  ask,  are 
we  to  be  told  in  this  House  that  the 
Crown  have  no  information  on  questions 
of  this  sort — namely,  whether  they  are 
content  to  sanction  a  distinct  violation 

an  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  No,  Sir.  If 
X  am  asked  distinctly  that  Question,  I 
shall  have  no  difficulty  in  stating  that 
the  Crown  are  not  prepared  to  sanction 
a  distinct  violation  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Then  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  telegraph  to  his  man* 
Bgers  at  Oastlerea,  and  press  them  to 

? reduce  these  depositions  that  have 
een  so  repeatedly  refused  by  the  Crown? 
[No  reply.] 

MOTION. 


OOHKONB  BEODLATIOir  FROYIBIONAL  ORDBB 

[THEHFreLD  HBATh]  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- ■WortlBv,  Bill  to 
oonBrm  b  ProviBiooal  Order  for  the  Bopil«tion 
of  Therfield  Heath  and  Qreens,  (ituated  in  tlia 
pariBh  of  Theifield,  in  the  county  of  Hertfon), 
in  pursuance  of  a  report  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioneri  for  Englaiid,  oritrid  to  be  brought 
in  by  Hr.  Stnut-Wortley  and  Mr.  Searstary 
MatUieWB. 
BiUprMMifdf.and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  301.]' 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thurtdan,  2UtJtmt,  1888. 

MINUTES.]  — Select  CoioirrrBB  — Standing 
Ordert  of  the  Eooss  of  Liaia,  The  Eori 
Sydn^  added. 

Public  Bilu— i^Vil  £«iii'n^— CuBtoma  (Wine 

Duty)"(I69). 
Secimd  Reading—VioA^x  Sea  Fisheries  (158). 
Third  £«! if >n;— National  Debt  (SiipplGmental) 

(155),  axApiused. 
Report-  Pharmiicy  Act  (Ireland)  ,1875,  Amenil- 

ment*  (112-168 J. 
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Frotibionai,   Ohcer   Bilih  —  JV; 

TramwayB(No.  2)  •  (166). 
Third   Blading — Elementary   E< 

miDgham)*  (101),  andjuiW. 


METEOPOLIS  (OPEN  8PACES>-PR0VI. 

SIGN   FOR   SEATS   IN  PARLIAMENT 

BQUARE.-QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Heath, 

IjOkd  HENNIKER  said,  he  had 
asted  the  First  CommiBBioner  ofWorka 
whether  be  could  put  any  seats  in  Far- 
liasaent  Square,  in  the  Tieinity  of  Oau- 
uing's  statue,  and  he  had  instructed  him 
to  say  that  he  waa  prepared  to  do  so. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  BILL.— (No.  IS8.) 
{Tht  Bart  of  Oitilote.) 
SECOND   KKADIMO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, lead. 

las  6E0BETAET  to  thb  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (The  Earl  of  Omblow), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  carry  out  a  Conven' 
tion  entered  into  with  the  Government 
of  other  Powers  interested  in  the  North 
Sea  fisheries.  The  Bill  sought  to  pre- 
vent what  was  becoming  a  very  grave 
scandal— namely,  the  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors  on  board  vessels  known 
"  coopers."  The  measure  was  identical 
with  the  legislation  proposed  by  the 
other  countries  interested,  and  the  penal- 
ties were  the  same  as  those  imponed  by 
the  Sea  Eisheries  Act  of  1863. 

Movfd,  "TliBttbeBillbenowread2'.'' 
— (7»*  Earl  of  Otulow.) 

Motion  ai/rmi  to ;  Bill  read  2'  ac- 
cordingly, and  eommitled  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morroie. 

METROPOLIS  (STREET  IMPROVE- 
MENTS) -  PROPOSED  NEW  STREET 
FROM  PALL  MALL  TO  TRAFALGAR 
SQUARE  THRODQH  SPRING  GAR- 
SENS. 

atiBarioN.     OBaEBVAXioHS. 

Lord  THUELOW   said,  he  rose  to 

ask  the  Government  whether,  now  that 

the  public  were  freely  admitted  to  the 

Hall  by  Storey's   Gate    and    that  the 

Slans  for  the  new  Admiralty  and  War 
iffice  were  under  revision,  they  would 
re-coneider  the  question  of  opening  a 
new  street  from  the  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Square  through  Spring  Qardens  ?  This 
snoject  had,  on  a  previous   occasion, 
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been  under  consideration  bytheir  Lord- 
ships, and  he  felt  that  he  ought  in  some 
sense  to  apologize  for  again  bringing  it 
forward.  Circumalances,  however,  had 
changed,  and  two  of  the  objections  that 
were  urged  against  this  proposal  then 
could  not  be  urged  now.  Eighteen 
months  ago  Storey's  Gate  was  thrown 
open  to  the  puhlto.  It  had  previously 
been  urged  that  if  this  plan  were  adopted 
the  traffic  would  increase  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  the  approaches  to  Parliament 
and  the  quietude  of  the  park  might  be 
seriously  prejudiced.  The  experience 
with  regard  to  Storey's  Gate  had  shown 
how  groundless  this  fear  was.  The 
second  objection  had  been  removed  b; 
the  postponement  and  revision  of  thi 
plans  with  regard  to  the  War  and  Ad- 
miralty Offices.  If  tlie  Mall  was  con- 
tinued in  a  straight  line  as  far  as  Tra- 
falgar Square,  the  cost  would  be  com- 
paratively trifling,  and  a  g^eat  improve- 
ment in  the  Metropolis  would  be  ai 
plished.  He  hoped  tlie  Govern 
would  favourably  consider  this  proposal. 
Lord  LAMINGTON  asked,  what 
were  the  present  plans  of  the  (jovern- 
ment  with  regard  to  the  War  and  Ad- 
miralty Offices  which  were  to  have  been 
erected  in  the  Park  P 

The  Earl  of  UEIATH  said,  be  hoped 
the  Government  would  look  with  favour 
on  this  proposal.  It  would  be  greatly 
to  be  regretted  if  the  opportunity  were 
lost  of  carrying  out  the  improvement 
suggested,  and  so  making  a  magnificent 
avenue.  He  trusted  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Thurlow). 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  would 
not  follow  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Lamin^on)  into  the  question  of 
the  Admiralty  and  War  Office,  as  he  had 
a  short  time  ago  explained  te  the  House 
the  position  of  affairs  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  New  Offices.  The  plans 
for  the  War  Office  depended  entirely 
upon  what  Parliament  settled  as  to  the 
Admiralty.  As  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  ThurlowJ,  that 
a  road  should  be  made  connecting  the 
Mall  withTrafalgar  8quare,when  Messrs. 
Leeming  and  Lee ming's  plan  was  under 
consideration,  the  question  of  making 
a  road  had  not  been  forgotten,  and  in 
the  plan  now  proposed  it  had  been 
thought  of,  in  case  it  was  decided  to 
make  a  road  tbeio.    To  make  a  road, 
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it  would  be  neoessary  to  pnll  dovu  some 
of  the  houses  in  Sprinf?  Qardena,  now 
occupied  by  differeot  DepartmentB  of 
the  Admiralty.  Their  Loraahipa  would 
MB  that  no  decision  could  be  come  to 
on  this  qnestion  at  preseat.  Until  these 
Departments  were  provided  for  in  the 
new  buildings,  they  must  remain  in 
their  present  quarters.  When  the  new  ; 
buildings  were  finished,  it  would  be  the 
best  time  to  consider  how  the  surplus 
land  in  Spring  Qardens  should  be  dealt 
with,  when,  too,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
the  best  time  to  considei  whether 
road  should  be  made  as  proposed  by 
hie  noble  Friend  opposite. 

Thb  Eabl  op  itOBLEY  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
able  to  tell  the  House  at  no  distant  date 
that  the  proposal  had  been  favourably 
considered.  Not  only  would  the  general 
appearance  of  Trafalgar  Square  and  the 
Fark  be  improved  by  the  new  road,  but 
the  congested  trafSc  in  the  neighbouring 
streets  would  be  greatly  relieved- 

LoRD  HENNIKER  said,  that  he 
unfortunate,  as  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Lord Mori ey)  had  mis- 
onderstood  him.  The  question  had  not 
been  forgotten  or  unfavourably  coO' 
sidered,  and  would,  no  doubt,  be  con- 
sidered again  at  the  proper  time. 

DEFENCES   OF   THE   EMPIRE-FORTI- 
FIED   P0RT8-EKTRY   OF    FOREIGN 
SHIPS  OF  WAB  AND  TRANSPORTS. 
QDESTIOir. 
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TheEak,  of  CAENAHVON,  in  rising 
to  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Gfovern- 
ment  proposed  to  issue  instructions  to 
naval  commanders  or  colonial  governors 
with  regard  to  the  entry  of  foreign  ships 
of  war  and  transports  carrying  troops 
into  forti&ed  ports  In  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  ?  said,  there  were  few  ques- 
tions of  greater  importance  from  a 
military  and  naval  point  of  view.  We 
possessed  first-class  harbours  in  various 
parts  of  the  world,  some  of  them  being 
under  Imperial  control,  and  others  under 
Colonial  control.  Among  the  former 
were  the  harbours  at  Singapore,  Hong 
Kong,  and  Malta,  and  among  the  latter 
such  harbours  as  those  of  Sydney  and 
Melbourne.  Some  of  these  ports  were 
oentrea  of  much  commerce  and  wealth, 
and  were  of  great  political  importance ; 
others  were  in  the  nature  of  coaling 


stations  for  the  Navy,  and  on  these  in 
time  of  war  the  safety  and  guccbes  of 
our  maritime  operations  would  depend. 
But  whether  merely  oentres  of  wealth 
or  merely  coaling  stationa,  they  were 
alike  places  of  immeasurable  importance. 
That  was  the  first  point  to  be  borne  in 
mind.  The  second  point  was  that  the 
world  had  arrived  at  a  stage  when  all  the 
oonditions  of  naval  warfare  were  enor- 
mously altered.  Foreign  squadrons  now 
Dunsisted  of  heavily-armed  ironclads. 
While  the  armour  a  few  years  ago  pro* 
bably  did  not  exceed  some  five  or  six 
inches,  its  thickness  was  now  at  least 
twice  as  great  and  the  armament  carried 
was  proportionately  stronger.  In  the 
event  of  hostile  operations,  0  an  enemy's 
squadron,  consisting  of  such  iron-clads, 
were  to  be  within  the  waters  of  one  of 
our  great  colonial  ports,  the  place  would 
be  absolutely  at  its  mercy.  It  might  be 
said  that  an  operation  such  as  he  con- 
templated oould  only  be  carried  out  at 
the  outbreak  of  a  war  and  in  circum- 
stances of  surprise  amounting  almost  to 
treachery.  He  did  not  desire  to  impute 
any  unfairness  or  treachery  to  any 
nation,  least  of  all  to  any  of  the  great 
European  Powers;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  were  bound  to  remember 
that  the  stake  in  such  a  case  would  be 
enormous,  that  the  history  of  wars  was 
a  history  of  surprises,  that  certain  grave 
theories  had  been  deliberately  published 
by  eminent  foreign  military  critics,  and 
that  modern  warfare  was,  in  all  its 
operations,  essentially  rapid.  There- 
fore, it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  those 
who  were  responsible  for  the  safety  of 
these  ports  to  leave  nothing  to  chance. 
What,  be  ashed,  was  our  practice  with 
respect  to  the  entrance  of  torel^  war- 
ships into  our  oolonial  ports  7  We  had, 
he  believed,  no  rule  upon  the  subject. 
But  whatwas  the  practice  of  other  great 
Powers?  The  Italians  admitted  ships 
into  their  ports  in  certain  numbers  only, 
and  he  doubted  whether  this  privilege 
of  limited  admission  did  not  depend 
upon  the  nationality  of  the  vessels. 
The  Germans  excluded  ships  of  war 
altogether,  and  the  French  excluded 
them  from  their  chief  ports — Brest  and 
Toulon.  The  Bussians,  who  at  one  time 
did  admit  a  limited  number  of  foreign 
cruizers  into  the  port,  of  Yladivostocs, 
now  excluded  them  absolutely.  We 
alone,  with  everything  to  lose,  with  fai 
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more  at  atake  than  any  other  nation — 
we  alone  had  no  fixfld  rule,  unless  it 
was  a  rule  permitting  free  entry  into 
OTeryonoof  Her  Majeelj'B  ports.  By 
making  and  enforoinf;  a  rule  of  prohibi- 
tion we  should  not  be  Uyinz  ouraeWes 
open  to  any  oharge  of  laoE  of  inter- 
national amity,  for  we  should  be  follow- 
ing' eimplr  the  practice  of  other  nations. 
In  thinking  orer  the  subject  and  in 
talking  to  experts  it  eeemod  to  him  that 
there  were  only  three  eoursas  possible. 
The  first  would  be  to  limit  the  number 
of  foreign  men-of-war  entering  a  port ; 
the  second  would  be  to  assign  to  foreign 
ships  particular  waters  within  our  har- 
bours ;  and  the  third  would  be  to  ex- 
clude them  altogether.  A  great  deal 
might  be  said  in  favour  of  each  one  of 
these  three  courses,  but  his  own  view 
was  that  the  last  would  he  the  beat  be- 
cause it  was  the  simplest  and  eaited  the 
practical  and  strategical  conditions  of 
erery  port.  There  was  more  than  one 
port  in  which  the  presence  of  one  single 
powerful  ship  of  war  might  render  of  no 
avail  all  the  fortifications  around  it. 
The  last  course  he  had  named  would  be 
by  far  the  best.  At  all  events,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  lay  down 
some  distinct  rule  on  this  subject,  and 
lis  would  urge  that  such  a  rule  could  not 
be  in  contravention  of  the  comity  of 
nations.  This  was  the  time  for  making 
such  a  regulation.  When  we  were  on 
good  terms  with  every  other  nation  at 
the  world,  there  could  he  no  offence  in 
following  their  example,  hut  if  once 
relations  were  strained  betwoen  ns  and 
any  other  Power,  snch  a  regulation 
would  have  the  semblance,  at  all  events, 
of  unfriendliness.  He  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  be  able  to 
show  that  this  matter  had  been  under 
their  careful  consideration,  and  that 
before  long  they  would  be  able  to  take 
some  action  upon  it. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  said,  the 
noble  £arl  would  hardly  expect  him  to 
enter  into  the  details  to  which  he  had 
referred,  many  of  which  were  still  ander 
the  consideration  of  Her  Uajesty'a  Go- 
vernment. So  far  as  the  matter  had 
gone,  it  was  not  convenient,  consistently 
with  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service,  to  make  any  statement, 
and  that  being  the  case,  no  instructions 
had  been  issued  to  naval  oommanders 
on  the  subject. 

Tlu  BcH-l  9/  Carnarvon 


TRADE  OF  IKDIA  AND  THE  COLONIES. 
KOTIOK  FOB  A  KBTDBV. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLET, 
in  calling  attention  to  Parliamentary 
Paper  "  Oommercial,  No.  8,  1888," 
said,  he  intended  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  two  points  only  in  con* 
neotion  with  the  Paper  referred  to. 
Firstly,  Mr.  Bryoe,  on  the  4th  of  June, 
1866,  in  answer  to  a  Question  in 
"  another  place,"  had  denied  that  com- 
mercial treaties,  containing  Most  Fa- 
voured Nation  Clauses,  precluded  pre- 
ferential treatment  being  given  by  the 
Uoited  Kingdom  to  the  Colonies.  Now, 
that  answer,  which  was  given  as  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  that  day,  was  completely  contradicted 
by  the  Betum  Commercial,  No.  8,  which 
had  jnst  been  laid  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  which  contained  ame- 
merandum  from  the  Foreign  0£B,ce  which 
must  be  considered  as  authoritative. 
The  only  explanation  he  could  offer  for 
Mr.  Bryce's  answer  was  that  either  he 
gave  it  from  his  unassisted  judgment, 
or  else  that  he  consulted  the  wrong 
person.  Secondly,  the  Betum  men- 
tioned treaties  with  the  countries  named 
in  the  Notice  which  were  not  terminable 
for  several  years — that  with  Greece 
would  not  be  terminable  till  1898  ;  and 
until  those  treaties  were  worked  off,  or 
abrogated  by  the  consent  of  the  oountriea 
with  which  thay  were  made,  all  the 
other  countries  having  a  Moat  Favoured 
Nation  Clause  would  retain  the  advan- 
tages enjoyed  by  the  countries  named  in 
the  notice.  Now,  the  Conservative 
Party  were  pledged  to  the  policy  of 
drawing  closer  the  Colonies  to  the 
Mother  Country,  or  of  Colonial  federa-- 
tion;  but,  with  one  or  two  exceptions, 
it  must  be  said  that  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  were  fully  as  desirous  of 
securing  that  end ;  and  although  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  concluded 
the  affair  of  the  New  Hebrides,  yet 
the  Australian  colonists  were  most  in- 
debted to  the  efforts  both  in  and  out  of 
office  of  the  noble  Eart  (the  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery)  in  their  behalf.  It  is  now  well 
understood  that  there  could  be  no 
Colonial  federation  without  fiscal  pre- 
ferential treatmentof  the  Colonies.  The 
carrying  out  of  this  preferential  treat- 
ment was  therefore  certain  sooner  or 
later.  In  April.last,  Mr.  MaoNeill,,M.P., 
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moTod  a  Besolution,  which  was  carried 
unanimoDalT  by  the  Ottawa  branch  of 
the  Imperiu  Federation  League — 

"That  the  agricnitunti,  muiufocturing,  and 
commercial  iDtaresta  of  the  Coloniaa  and  the 
Mother  Coantry  would  ba  ({''Mtly  promoted  by 
tach  modification  in  tha  varioaa  fiecd  polidea 
adopted  within  the  Empire  u  would  gnt  to 
each  of  ita  memhera  advanbigei  in  the  aeTeral 
marbeta  withheld  from  foreign  oonntries ;  and 
the  meeting  reapectfolly  angg^esta  that  I^rtia- 
ment  ahonld  in  ita  wisdom  conaider  the  advisa- 
hilit;  of  entering  into  negotiatioDS  with  the 
Imperial  aathoritiea  for  carrying  out  auoh  a 

Under  these  oiroumBtances,  and  seeing 
that  the  United  States  had  been  offer- 
ing similar  advantages  to  the  Canadians 
in  order  to  detach  them  fieoally  from  the 
Mother  Coantry,  it  was  anfortunate 
that  in  negotiating  these  recent  treaties, 
greater  oare  had  not  been  tahen  to  avoid 
^^g  the  handa  of  this  country  for  a 
further  term  of  years.  For  instance, 
what  was  the  good  of  negotiating  a 
Treaty  with  Montenegro,  a  country  which 
had  no  seaports,  and  no  emigrants,  ez' 
cept  a  few  gardeners  who  went  to  Con- 
etantinopla,  with  the  result  of  adding  to 
thenumberof  treaties  by  which  we  were 
hampered.  The  ease  or  difficulty  of 
obtaining  a  release  from  those  engage- 
ments would  depend  very  much  upon 
the  amount  of  trade  between  the  Colo- 
nies and  the  countries  with  which 
treaties  had  still  several  years  to  run. 
The  coantry  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
on  this  point,  and  the  knowledge  of  it 
would  be  useful  to  the  Qovemment; 
he  would  therefore  move  for  the  Return 
according  to  the  Notice. 

Moted  for, 

"  Retnm  sbowiiiK  the  amount  of  trade  be- 
tween India  and  each  of  the  Coloniea  on  the  ooe 
hand,  and  the  following  countriea  : — Equador, 
Greece,  Italy, Montenegro,  Paraguay,  Portugal, 
Bonmania,  SalTodor,  Serria,  Uruguay,  during 
tie  year  1886."— (TA«  LordStanUy  of  AtdtrUi/.) 

Thb  SECEETABY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viacount  Cross)  said,  that  so 
far  as  India  was  concerned  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  Motion  if  the  words 
"as  far  as  practicable"  were  intro- 
duced. 

The  8ECRETABT  or  STATE  fob 
tkbCOLONIES  (Lord  KNUTsroaD)  said, 
on  behalf  of  the  Colonial  Office,  he 
should  offer  no  objection  to  the  Return, 
provided  the  words  suggested  by  the 
noble  Viscount  were  inserted.  The 
Colooial  Office  deured  to  do  everything 


possible  to  strengthen  the  ties  between 
the  Colonies  and  the  Empire;  but  be 
doubted  whether  preferential  and  pro- 
tective trading  arrangements  would  have 
that  effect. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  accept  the  qualification 
suggested. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agrMd  to, 

' '  Return  showing,  aa  far  ai  practicable,  the 
amount  of  trade  between  India  and  each  of  ths 
Coloniee  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  following 
countriee : — Equador,  Qreece,  Italy,  Monte- 
negro, Paraguay,  Portugal,  Koumania.  Salvador, 
tiervia,  Uruguay,  during  the  year  1S8S." 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Hoow  (tdjoorned  at  quuter-paet  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter- 

paat  I'onr  o'clock. 


USE    OF    COMMONS, 
ITturtday,  2UtJun»,  1888. 


MINUTESJ— StrppLT— CDfuii&rerfrft  Commitin 
— Abkt  Ebtimates,  Votes  12,  2,  3  ;  Navt 
EsTiHATEa,  Tote  3 

PwTATB  Bill  <iy  Ordtr)—  R'l'tUraira— Batter* 
aea  Vestry  (Parish  Lands}. 

Fuhlic  Bills— ifcronif  Rtading — Consolidated 
Fnnd(No.  2). 

CominiffM— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) Aot  (IBT7)  Amendment  [281]— b.f. 

Commit  la — Report^~  Third  Riading— Companies 
Claoses  Consolidation  Act  (IStS)  Amend- 
ment [230],  mA.  poind. 

Cotmdtrti  itt  ttmmdtd — Third  Reading — Dis- 
tress for  Bent  (Dublin)  [199],  noApiuitd. 

Third  Aearfi'iy— Customs  (Wine  Duty)  ■  [293], 
and  paiitd. 

PRoviaiDHAL  Obdkr  Bills— ^r»(  Smding — 
Local  Qevernment  (Ireland)  (Ballymoney, 
&o.)  •  [302]. 

Aqrar/— Local  Qovemment  (No.  8)"  [271]; 
Local  Qovemment  (No.  10)  •  [275] ;  Local 
Government  (No.  11)  "  [2761 

THB  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 

MB6SRS.     GARDINER    AND      HED- 

MOND,  R.M.— CA8TLEMARTYR. 

PSRSOHAL  EZFLAITATIOII. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish.  Sir,  to  make  a 
personal  esplanation  which  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes 
at  the  outside.  I  see  reported  in  the 
newspapers  an  observation  of  the  Chief 
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Baron  of  tho  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ire- 
land— a  most  becDmiDg  obeerration,  I 
think,  couched  in  most  becoming  terms 
— to  the  effect,  practical)]',  that  there 
ought  not  to  have  been  comments  mada 
in  this  House  upon  the  case  of  the 
prisoDers  sentenced  at  Caatlemartyr  for 
ezcIusiTe  dealing  while  the  proceedings 
were  in  coarse  of  review  in  uie  Court  of 
Exchequer.  While  entirely  concurring 
in  that  observation,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  waa  Bbaolutely  unaware  that  the  pro- 
ceedings either  were  or  could  be  brought 
under  review  in  that  particular  manner. 
It  is  within  the  cognizance  of  the  House 
that  they  were  not  brought  under  re- 
view in  the  ordinary  course  contem- 
plated by  the  Grimes  Act  of  last  year, 
and  for  this  very  simple  reason — that 
none  of  the  sentences  amounted  to  more 
than  one  month,  and,  oonscquently, 
none  of  them  gave  a  right  of  appeal. 
The  applioadon  of  habeai  eorpu*  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  was  a  proceeding  I 
was  not  aware  of;  and  certainly  if  I 
had  been  aware  of  it  I  should  not  have 
put  any  Question  to  the  Qovemment  on 
the  matter  unUI  it  had  been  decided  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 

Q  UESTIONS. 


EBVENUE  OF  THE  CROWN  (SCOTLAND) 
-THE  ANNUAL  FEU  DUTIES. 

Ub.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  state  the  amount  which  has 
been  received  from  Crown  vassals  in 
Scotland  during  the  past  financial  year 
on  account  of  annual  feu  duty  paid  to 
the  Crown;  the  amount  paid  to  the 
Crown  as  composition  of  a  year's  rent 
due  to  the  superior  on  the  entry  of 
singular  successors ;  the  amount  paid  as 
relief  duty  by  heirs  on  succeeding,  and 
the  numbei  of  heirs  who  have  so 
paid  7 

ThkCHANCELLOH  of  tbx  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoBcnEM)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  cay  that  the  amount 
which  has  been  received  from  Grown 
vassals  in  Scotland  during  the  past 
financial  year  on  acconnt  of  annual  feu 
duty  paid  to  the  Crown  is  £1 1,269  4f.  id. 
The  com  position  of  a  year's  rent 
due  to  the  superior  on  the  entry  of 
singular  succeseore  is  not,  as  a  rule, 
exacted  by  the  Crown,  but  in  lieu 
Mr.  W.  E.  eiadtttmt 


thereof,  and  as  a  matter  of  favour,  the 
Crown  usually  accepts  one-sixth  of  the 
old  valued  rent.  T^e  amount  received 
under  this  head  is  £8B  14«.  3^.  The 
amount  paid  as  relief  duty  by  heirs  on 
succeeding  was  £435  \2a.  The  number 
of  heirs  who  have  so  paid  is  2 1 . 


VICTORIA  PARK  HOSPITAL  FOR  CON- 
SUMPTION—ALLEGED ILLEGAL  DIS- 
SECTION. 

Mb.  FICKER80ILL  (Bsthnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secret^  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  trnth  of  the  following 
allegation  against  the  authorities  of  the 
Yiotoria  Park  Hospital  for  Consump- 
tion:— 

"That  on  the  23rd  of  April  last  k  jDimg 
mui  aamad  CorniBh  died  In  tni}  hoapital,  haring 
bean  an  in.patisnt  for  Atb  dayi  only.  That 
Mr.  John  Comiih,  of  Moant  Htreet,  Bethn&l 
OresD,  the  father  of  tha  deceaied,  ttbb  unable 
to  get  tha  body:  and,  havinff  been  informed 
that  it  waa  to  be  opened,  said  that  he  wonld 
not  alio*  it;  that  the  Kev.  Bobert  LoTeridge, 
Vicar  of  St.  Philip's,  Bsthnal  Oieen,  who  nc- 
comptmied  Mr.  Corniih,  alao  warned  the 
anthoritiei  not  to  t«uch  the  bodv ;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  theee  aoticM  of  objection,  tha 
body  was  diwectad  ; " 

whether,  if  these  facts  are  true,  an  of- 
fence against  the  Griminal  Law  has 
been  committed ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  cause  proceedings  to  be  taken 
against  the  parties  accused  ? 

Thb  SEGEETAKY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattbewb)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have 
inquired  into  this  matter,  and  am  in- 
formed by  the  authorities  of  the  Hospital 
that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  father  was 
unable  to  get  the  body.  It  was  given 
to  him  at  the  customary  time,  on  the 
day  of  the  death.  He  expressed  no  ob- 
jection to  a  poit-morttm  examination, 
inasmuch  as  he  did  not  come  to  the 
Hospital  until  after  the  examination  had 
necessarily  taken  place.  Mr.  Loveridge 
did  not  accompany  Mr.  Cornish,  neither 
did  he  warn  the  authorities  not  to  touch 
tha  body.  The  so-called  dissection  of 
the  body  was  nothing  else  than  tha  usual 
poit'tnorttm  examination,  which  was 
made  in  consequence  of  the  sudden 
death  of  the  patient  and  other  unac- 
countable features  of  his  case.  I  am 
unable  to  discover  that  the  authorities 
have  rendered  themselreB  wneDabla  to 
the  Criminal  Law. 
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THE  MAGISTfiACY  (IBBL AND)— LIME- 
RICK  MAGISTRATES— SALE  OF  IN- 
DECENT  PHOTOGRAPHS. 
Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  {York,  W.E., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  in  Tht  Fretman't 
i/burnat  of  June  H,  188B,  that  the  Lime- 
rick Magistrates  seat  William  Marks  to 
prison,  on  Wednsadaj,  June  6,  for 
a  month,  for  selling  indecent  photo- 
graphs ;  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
granted  him  a  free  pardon  ;  whether  he 
was  liberated  after  one  week  in  gaol ; 
who  reported  the  case  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  obtained  the  pardon ;  on 
what  ground  was  the  pardon  granted ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  photographs 
would  have  boen  destroyed  by  order  of 
the  Lay  Magistrates,  but  for  the  inter- 
ventioD  of  the  Keaident  Magistrate,  Mr. 
Irwin,  who  opposed  such  destruction, 
and  oontended  that  equally  bad  photo- 
graphs were  exhibited  in  the  shop  win- 
dows of  liondon,  Limeriok,  and  other 
places;  and,  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  with  regard  to 
future  prosecutions  of  a  similar  kind  F 
The  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAifOUit)  (Manchester,  E.)  in  reply, 
■aid,  the  Besident  Hagistrate  had  re- 
ported that  the  statements  which  had 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  William  Marks,  who  was 
sent  to  prison  at  Limerick  on  June  6,  for 
selling  indecent  photographs,  were  inac- 
curate. The  magistrates  first  sentenced 
the  man  to  imprisonment  for  a  month. 
They  then  re-considered  the  case,  and, 
owing  to  the  absence  of  evidence  onapar- 
tio His r  point,  marked  it  "  no  rule."  The 
allegation  that  the  photographs  belong- 
ing to  Marka  would  have  been  destroyed 
on  the  order  of  the  Lay  Magistrates  were 
it  not  for  the  intervention  of  the  Besi- 
dent  Magistrate  was  a  pure  fabrication ; 
and  the  statement  that  the  Beaident 
Magistrate  said  that  equEilly  bad  photo- 
graphs were  exhibited  in  Limerick  and 
London  was  also  untrue.  Marka  was 
also  charged  with  carrying  on  the  busi- 
ness of  a  pedlar  without  a  licence.  He 
was  fined  lOi.  or  the  alternative  of  saveii 
days'  imprisonment.  Someone  paid  the 
fine,  and  the  prisoner  was  discharged  in 
the  ordinary  way.  The  matter  did  not 
at  all  come  under  the  oognizanoe  of  the 
I/>rd  Lieutenant. 


RUGBY  HABITATrON  OF  THE  PRIM. 

HOSE      LEAGUE  —  OBJECTIONABLE 

SPORTS. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwiok,  S.E.,  Bugby) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  report  in  The 
Sitgby  AdvtrtUer,  of  June  IG,  of  some 
eporta  at  the  recent  annual  fiU  of  the 
Bugby  Habitation  of  the  Primrose 
League ;  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
suob  report,  that  there  was  an  "  animal 
race,"  in  which  several  dogs  (including 
a  terrier),  a  lamb,  and  a  hen  competed, 
and  that  tbey  were  driven  by  their 
owners  by  means  nf  strings  tied  to  their 
legs ;  that  considerable  amusement  was 
caused  by  the  terrier  going  for  the  lamb 
at  every  opportunity ;  that  many  persons 
present  expressed  their  sense  of  the 
cruelty  practised;  and  that,  in  obedience 
to  protests,  the  hen  was  eventually  with- 
drawn from  the  contest ;  and,  whether 
he  will  make  any  communication  to  the 
officers  of  the  League,  with  a  view  of 
preventing  a  repetition  of  such  practices? 

The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  Folloe 
Authorities  on  this  matter.  They  in- 
form me  that  such  a  race  did  take  plaos. 
It  was  not  a  lamb  that  competed,  bat  a 
three-year-old  Welsh  sheep,  and  a  very 
small  terrier,  which  was  much  frightened 
by  the  sheep,  and  took  care  to  keep  out 
of  its  way.  The  hen,  when  brougltt  to 
the  post,  settled  herself  on  the  grass, 
refused  to  move,  and  waa  at  once  taken 
away.  The  police  assure  me  that  no 
cruelty  took  place,  nor  was  there  any 
protest  on  the  part  of  the  crowd.  I  see 
nothing  in  the  circumstances  to  justify 
or  call  for  any  further  interference  on 
my  part. 

LABODREfiS'  ALLOTMENTS  ACT,  IB87— 
BANBORY  BOARD  OF  GUABDIANS. 
Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eughy) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board,  Whether  in  the  Bules 
submitted  by  the  Banbury  Board  ol 
Ouardtans  for  approval  under  "  The 
Labourers' Allotments  Act,  1887,"  there 
is  one  obliging  the  tenants  of  allotments 
to  onltivato  Dy  spade  labour  only,  and  pro  - 
hibiting  the  use  of  the  plough;  and, 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  approved  such  Eule  P 
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The    PEE8IDENT    (Mr.    Eitchib) 

grower  Hamlata,  St.  George's):  The 
anbury  Hural  Sanitary  Authority  sub- 
mitted to  tlie  Loca!  QovernmeDt  Board 
a  draft  of  RegulationB  whicb  bad  been 
prepared  by  them  with  regard  to  allot- 
ments, and  one  of  the  proposed  Begula- 
tiona  was  that  a  person  to  whom  an 
allotment  is  let  shall  cultivate  the  same 
by  spade  husbandry  only.  The  Board,  in 
returning  the  draft,  raised  no  objection 
to  this  proposed  Begulatioa.  It  is  one 
which  they  believe  is  very  usually 
adopted  in  agreements  ior  the  letting  of 
allotments.  The  Regulations  have  not 
been  formally  approved  by  the  Board. 
In  the  first  instance,  they  have  to  be 
deposited  for  the  inspection  of  the  rate- 
payers ;  and  if  any  persons  looally  inte- 
rested think  it  desirable  to  make  any 
objeotions  to  the  Board  with  reference 
to  the  Enle  in  question  they  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Board  before  the  Be^a- 
tions  are  approved  by  them. 


Sib  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  there  is  any  probability 
of  an  examination  being  held  for  First 
Class  Civil  Service  Clerkships  at  an  early 
date  ;  and,  if  bo,  when  ? 

Sib  HEBBEET  MAXWELL{ALobd 
of  the  TnKiBDBY)  (Wigtori)  (who  replied] 
said:  No,  Sir;  it  is  not  probable  that 
any  examination  can  be  held  at  an  early 
date ;  and,  looking  to  the  present  re- 
(^uirements  of  the  Civil  Service,  it  is  not 
possible  for  me  to  say  when  the  next 
will  be  held. 

WAE  OFFICE  —  THE  AEMT  CLOTH- 
INO  PACTOEY,  PIMLICO  —  PIECE 
WOEKEBS. 

Mb.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Financial  Seoretaiy  to 
the  War  Office,  Whether  Eule  18  of 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  Piece 
Workers  in  the  Royal  Army  Olothiag 
Factory,  at  Pimlioo,  which  runs  as 
follows : — 


.  .»  and  Clnb«  for  varioni  por- 
potM  most  not  be  carried  on  apoQ  the  premises 
withoat  the  special  SQthaiitf  of  the  Diieetor  of 
Clothing," 

is  intended  to  app^to  the  branohof  the 
Tailoresses'  Trade  Union  existing  among 
workers  in  that  factory;  and,  woetber  it 


will  prevent  officers  of  that  Society  from 
collecting  contributions  from  members 
after  work  hours  ? 

The  financial  SECRETAET 
(Mr.  Bbodbigs)  (Surrey,  Ouildford) : 
The  Rule  does  apply  to  the  latloreeses' 
Trade  Union ;  but  it  does  not  prevent 
its  officers  &am  collecting  contributions 
from  members  after  work  hours  outside 
the  building. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  LOUQHFtEA 
BOARD  OF  aUARDIANS-SANITART 
OFFICER— ELECTION  OP  MB.  PETER 
SWEENY. 

Mb.  SHEEHT  (Oalway,  5.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  was  the  data  on 
which  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny  was  elected  by 
the  Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians  sani- 
tary  officer  of  the  Union  ;  what  is  the 
usual  time  it  takes  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  consider  elections  of  this 
kind;  and,  what  is  the  specific  nature  of 
the  objection,  if  any.  the  Central  Board 
can  make  to  the  election  of  Mr.  Sweeny? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETART  (Mr.  A 
J.  Balfo0b)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  date  of  the  election  was  May  20. 
There  was  no  usual  time  for  the  oon- 
aideration  of  such  elections  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  conveyed  their 
decision  as  soon  aa  practicable.  Peter 
Sweeuy  had  been  imprisoned  for  three 
weeks  in  Galway  Gaol;  and  the  Board 
did  not  regard  him  as  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  hold  the  offioe  to  which  he 
bad  been  appointed. 

Ma.  SHEEHT :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  was  the  charge  for 
which  Mr.  Sweeny  woe  imprisonea  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUS  :  I  think  the 
charge  was  for  carrying  arms  without  s 
licence.  In  I8B3  this  man  was  twice  in 
gaol  on  suspicion,  the  suspicion  being 
in  one  of  these  cases  that  he  had  been 
accessory  to  murder. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  :  All  Mr.  Sweeny  was 
convicted  for  was  for  having  powder  for 
carrying  on  his  ordinary  business. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— DISMISSAL  OP 
DALY,  PRISON  WARDER  AT  8LIQO. 
Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Daly,  the 
prison  warder  who  was  dismissed  at 
Sligo,  was  off  duty  from  2  p.m.  till 
9.30  p.m.  on  the  evening  of  Jaauur  30, 
the  day  and  time  in  yrht^  the  prohiDit64 
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articles  were  found  in  a  certain  prisoner'f 
cell ;  whether  Daly  was  on  that  evening, 
when  he  went  on  duty,  asked  for  an  ex' 
planation  for  the  articles  complained  of 
being  found  in  the  prisoner's  cell ;  whe- 
ther he  answered  that  before  he  went  o9 
duty  he  searched  the  prieoner's  cell,  and 
found  nothiag  inadmissible  in  it,  and 
that  he  left  it  all  right;  whether  the 
prisoner  in  question  was  ever  asked  as 
to  who  was  or  who  was  not  guilty  of 
introdncing  into  the  prison  the  articles 
complained  of ;  and,  whether  Uiere  was 
any  evidence  whatever  to  show  Daly  was 
the  culprit,  beyond  the  fact  that  the  ob- 
jectionable articles  were  found  in  the 
prisoner's  cell ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
will  re-open  the  inquiry,  so  as  to  enable 
the  prisoner  in  question  to  come  forward 
and  state  on  oath  whether  it  was  or  not 
Daly  who  brought  these  things  in  to 
him? 

,  THg  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAUona)  (Manoheatar,  E.):  Tho 
Oeneral  Prisons  Board  report  that  the 
statements  in  the  first  three  paragraphs 
are  substantially  oorreot.  The  prisoner 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  questioned 
on  the  matter.  As  regards  the  last 
par^raph,  the  grounds  on  which  the 
man  waa  dismissed  were  that  he  was 
reeponsible  for  the  presence  of  prohibi- 
ted articles  in  a  prisoner's  oeli  c5  which 
he  was  at  the  time  in  charge,  a  respon- 
eibilitj  equally  attaching  to  him  whether 
it  was  the  result  of  wilful  oonnivanoe  or 
of  culpable  negligence  on  his  part. 

The  lord  MATOK  of  DUBLIN 
(Mb.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentlaman  if  he 
regards  the  inquiry  as  satisfactory  or 
oomplete,  considering  that  the  prisoner, 
the  only  person  who  could  give  a  satis- 
factory explanation,  was  not  examined  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  presume 
the  gentleman  who  held  the  inquiry 
satifified  himself  that  an  examination  of 
the  prisoner  was  not  necessary. 

Ifa.  SHEEHY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  give  the  prisoner  in  question 
the  opportunity  of  swearing  on  oath  that 
the  man  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with 
the  matter  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR ;  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  have  the  matter  re-opened. 

POSTOFFICE  (IRELAND)— POST  OFFIOJS 

AT  DiLTSTOWN,  LODQHEEA. 
■   Me.  SHEEHY  (Qalway,  S.)  aabed 
the  Postmaster  Qeneral;  Whether  ho 
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received  on  the  6th  or  7th  instant  a 
Memorial,  largely  and  influentially 
signed,  from  the  inhabitants  of  Didys* 
town,  Loughrea,  asking  that  a  rural 
post  office  be  erected  in  Dalyetown  ;  and, 
what,  if  any,  has  been  the  nature  of  the 
answer  he  has  given  to  the  memorialists? 
The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ra.ikeb)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  hehad  received  the  Memorial 
referred  to,  and  was  giving  it  his  care- 
ful oonsideratiou. 


LAW  AND  JDSTIGE  (IRELAND)— AB- 
BE8TH  AT  LOUOHHEA. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Calway,  3.]  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  seven  merchants 
of  Loughrea  who  were  taken  out  of  their 
beds  on  the  morning  of  the  Hth  instant, 
on  a  charge  of  conspiracy  under  the 
ordinary  law,  are  to  be  prosecuted  under 
the  ordinary  law  or  before  a  Court  con* 
etituted  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  whether  tha 
conspiracy  of  which  they  are  accused  is 
of  recent  date ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
time  this  alleged  oonspiracy  existed; 
and,  whether  any  other  and  what,  if  any, 
prosecutions  under  the  ordinary  law 
were  instituted  in  connection  with  this 
alleged  conspiracy,  and  what  was  the 
result  of  these  prost^cutions  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
porta  that  four  only  of  the  defendants 
referred  to  belonged  to  Loughrea.  The 
trial  will  be  under  the  ordinary  law  at 
Assizes.  The  conspiracy  has  been  going 
since  1879,  the  object  being  to  com- 
pel a  man  to  surrender  an  evicted  farm 
which  he  had  taken.  True  bills  for 
larceny  of  hay  from  the  farm  in  question 
were  found  at  last  Sligo  Winter  Asaizea 
ogaiost  four  of  the  persons  now  referred 
to,  and  eight  others ;  but,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  the  prinoip^  witness,  the 
trial  was  postponed  to  the  Qalway  Spring 
Assizes,  and  then  further  postponed  to 
the  Summer  Assizes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland,  under  what  circumstances 
'  e  police  in  Ireland  handcuffed  these 

en,  who  were  untried  prisoners  ? 

The  SOLIOITOR  QENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbk)  (Dublin  Uni- 
ity) :  With  reference  to  that  matter 


..Google 


799 


Pbor  Lav 


{COMMONS  I 


{Irtlm^. 


800 


of  fact,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  put  a  Quostion  on  the 
Paper. 

The  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  yiiab  to 
ask,  with  refennoe  to  tbie  case  of  con- 
apirao;  arising  in  1B79,  whelher  these 
merchants  were  arrested  in  their  beds  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning  npon  the  as- 
sumption that  they  were  about  to  leave 
their  businesses  and  their  families  and 
ruu  away  from  the  charge  ? 

Ma.  A.  3.  BALFOirR  said,  the  hon. 
Member  rather  misapprehended  what  he 
had  said.  He  did  not  say  that  the  oon- 
spiraoy  took  place  in  1879.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  conspiracy  began  in 
1679,  and  ooutinued  down  to  the  present 
day.  He  presumed  the  police  found  it 
neceaaary  to  arrest  these  men  at  the 
hour  named,  because  they  anticipated 
that  they  might  have  escaped  if^they 
had  not  been  taken  in  that  way. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked,  would 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  give  a  further 
assurance,  in  addition  to  the  assurance 
he  gave  the  other  day,  that  the  case  of 
untried  prisoners  would  receive  the  im- 
mediate attention  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOtlR  said,  that  the 
question  of  the  accommodation  for  itn- 
bied  ptieoners  was  being  looked  into, 
he  believed,  in  England;  and  he  was 
making  in  Ireland  an  inquiry  parallel 
to  that  which  was  being  conducted  in 
this  country. 

LAW  AND   POLICE  (8CS}TLAND>-SUB. 

PICroOS  DEATH  OP  JOHN  MAOKAY, 

SOUTH  HARMS. 

Db.  OAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
has  completed  the  further  inquiries  re- 
cently promised  into  the  case  of  John 
Mackay,  some  time  ago  found  dead  and 
half-ui^ed  in  the  Island  of  South  Harris, 
whose  death  was  reported  by  the  police 
as  due  to  exposure,  hut  whose  mother 
asserted  that  his  body  when  found 
showed  stabs  in  two  places,  and  other 
marks  of  violence  indicative  of  foul  play ; 
and,  if  he  would  state  the  date  on  which 
Maokay's  body  was  found ;  the  date  of 
the  inquiry  on  which  the  first  Police 
Report  was  based,  and  by  whom  the 
inquiry  was  couduoted;  the  date  at 
which  the  medical  examination  of  the 
body  waa  made  by  Dr.  Stewart ;  and  the 
Mr.  UaMtn 


dates  of  any  visit  or  visits  made  to  the 
Island  by  the  Procurator  Fiscal  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  case  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonalq)  (Edinbu^h  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  have  com- 
pleted the  inquiry,  and  am  unable  to 
find  any  evidence  to  justify  the  institu- 
tion of  criminal  proceedings.  The  body 
waa  found  on  January  5.  Owing  to  the 
violent  storm  prevailing  at  the  time,  the 
Inspector  of  Police  and  the  Deputy 
Proourator  Fiscal  representing  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal,  who  was  storm-stayed  in 
the  Island  of  Ban-a,  were  unable  to 
reach  the  spot  till  the  11th.  They  at 
once  made  an  inquiry  and  reported. 
Application  was  made  for  exhumation 
of  the  body,  but  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
declined  to  order  it. 

POOH    LAW    (IRELAND)  —  DISMISSAL 

OFOFFICIALS-CASEOFP.LOUaHEy, 

HATE  COLLECl'Oa. 

Me.  cox  (Clare.  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  rule  or  usage 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  dis- 
miss, by  sealed  order,  Poor  Law  officials 
in  Ireland,  without  any  previous  com- 
munication with  the  Local  Board  of 
Guardians ;  what  offence  was  Mr.  Patrick 
Loughry,  rate  collector  in  the  Tulla 
Union,  charged  with,  which  resulted  in 
a  sentence  of  H  days'  imprisonment,  for 
which  he  was  dismissed  by  sealed  order 
of  the  Local  Government  Board;  what 
was  the  date  of  his  trial,  and  the  date 
of  hie  dismissal ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Guardians  have  advertised  for 
a  successor  to  Mr,  Loughry,  that  no  can- 
didate has  presented  himself,  and  that 
no  rates  are  being  collected  in  the  five 
Divisions  formerly  under  his  charge ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  consequence 
of  this  the  TuUa  Board  of  Quatdiaas 
have  been  compelled  to  refuse  out-door 
relief  to  applicants  for  it,  and  that  the 
duties  thrown  upon  poor  rate  collectors 
in  Ireland  under  the  Franchiae  Act  are 
undischarged  in  this  district,  and  a  large 
number  of  electors  thereby  disfranchised; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Correspondence  between  the  Guar- 
dians and  the  Local  Government  Board 
on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Loughry'a  dis- 
missal? 

The  CHIEF  SECMTTABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.    BAi.79nji)   (Maaobeater,    E.):    Th« 
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Local  OoTeniment  Board  hare  occa- 
sionaUy  aoted  as  indicated,  the  case 
beinK  one  whicli  tixej  deemed  it  right 
to  take  entirely  into  theii  own  hands, 
and  to  deal  vith  without  oonsulting  the 
OuardianB,  and  for  which  thej  have  full 
statutable  authority.  Loughry  appears 
to  have  been  prosecuted  under  the  ordi- 
nary law,  on  January  23,  for  taking 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly.  He  was 
dismisBed  on  April  5.  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  Quardiane  hare  advertised  for  a 
Bucceesor,  with  the  reeult  stated.  The 
Iiocal  Inspector  reports  that  the  Ouar- 
diane  have  been  able  to  give  almost  no 
out-door  relief  since  October,  1887;  but 
this  has  been  owing  to  the  general  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  TTnioo,  and  not  to 
the  ceisation  in  the  collection  in  the 
district  referred  to.  The  duties  under 
the  Franchise  Act  are  not  being  dis- 
charged in  the  particular  district.  I  am, 
however,  advised  that  payment  of  rates 
to  any  person  authorized  by  the  O-uar- 
dians  to  receive  them  will  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  disfranohi semen t ; 
and  that  it  would  be  lawful  for  them  to 
authorize  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to 
receive  rates  which  may  be  tendered 
to  him  before  July  1  from  the  oolleot- 
ing  district  which  is  vacant. 

Thb  LOED  MAYOE  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sextos)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask 
whetherin  the  case  of  Wilson,  the  Clerk 
of  the  Limerick  Union,  the  Local  Gti- 
Temment  Board  refused  to  diamisB  him, 
after  they  had  become  aware  that  his 
accounts  were  inaccurate  to  the  extent 
of  £200,  until  they  first  consulted  the 
Guardians;  and  with  respect  to  this 
case  of  Loughry,  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  unlawful  assembly  was  simply  a 
meet  of  the  hunt  of  the  local  harriers  ; 
and,  also,  whether  the  real  offence  was 
on  his  receiving  a  forged  letter  from 
Head-Constable  O'Callaghan,  enclosing 
£10  as  a  bribe  if  he  would  give  eertain 
iuformatioQ  to  the  police,  thathe  instead 
sent  the  money  to  the  Tenants'  Pefence 
Fundf 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  the  Question  about  the  Limerick 
Union,  the  hon.  Qentleman  will  be  good 
enough  to  put  it  en  tlie  Paper.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  about  Loughry, 
his  offence  was  not  simply  hunting  with 
the  local  harriers.  Neither,  as  far  as  I 
know,  was  any  cognizance  taken  of  the 
incident  of  the  letter  to  which  the  hon. 

YOL.  OCO^XVn.  pTiURD  SBaiK8."| 


Gentleman  refers.  I  am  totally  ignorant 
of  the  circumstanoes,  the  accuracy  of 
which  I  greatly  doubt. 

Mb.  cox  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  answered  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  Question  ;  whether  it  IB  the 
rule  of  order  or  usage  for  the  Local  Go- 
rcmment  Board  to  dismiss  by  sealed 
order  without  consulting  the  Guardians; 
or  whether,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  refuse  to  publish  the  Correspon- 
dence or  lay  it  upon  the  Table,  he  would 
state  if  it  was  a  tact  that  the  Guardians 
at  the  meeting  refused  to  deem  it  their 
duty  to  let  the  Local  Government  Board 
know  that  it  was  the  belief  of  the  Guar- 
dians that  no  eligible  person  would 
apply  for  the  office  so  long  as  the  sealed 
Older  with  Ur.  Balfour's  signature  to  it 
remained  in  force  7 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
noknowledgeon  the  subject :  but  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  he  would  inquire. 

SiK  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cookermoutb) :  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  any  objection  to 
state  what  the  unlawful  assembly 
was? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  Sir,  I  cannot 

fVe  full  information  on  the  point ;  but 
Ban  Bay  that  the  unlawful  assembly 
was  of  an  intimidatory  character  directed 
to  tenants. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 

May  I  ask  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ■ 

INDIA—THE  IRBAWADDT  FLOTILLA 
COMPANY. 

Mb.  BHADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  BUte  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  now  give  the 
promised  information  as  to  the  Irra- 
vaddy  Flotilla  Company  i 

Ths  under  SEOEETAEY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Johm  Gabst)  (Chatham), 
in  reply,  said,  the  information  had  not 
yet  arrived.  The  Eeturn  would  take 
some  time  to  prepare  ;  but  it  might  be 
delivered  by  the  mail  which  was  ex- 
pected to-morrow. 

THB     PABES    (METBOPOLia)— GKBBH. 

WIOH  PARK. 

Mb.   BEADLAUGH   (Northampton) 

asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 

Whether  at  the  tenmoation  of  the  pre- 
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sent  teaancy  of  the  Banger's  Lodge, 
Greenwich  Pork,  the  IS  acres,  or  there- 
aboute,  ot  the  16  acres  28  perches  at 
present  attached  to  the  Lodge  can  be 
thrown  open  to  the  public  7 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plumket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
subject  raised  by  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  an  important  one,  and 
I  shall  take  care  to  inquire  into  it  care- 
fully. 

WESTERN  AUSTBALU  —  QOVEEKOR 
BROOME  AND  CHIEF  JUSTICE 
ONSLOW. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  {Can- 
tsrbury)  asked  the  TTnder  Secretary  of 
State  lor  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is 
now  in  a  posittou  to  ^ive  the  result  of 
the  Privy  Council  decision  on  the  dis- 
pute between  Qovemor  Broome  and 
Chief  Justice  Onslow  of  'Westeni  A.U8- 
tralia ;  and,  what  course  the  Qovern- 
ment  have  decided  on  in  regard  to 
Governor  Broome  ? 

Thb  under  8ECEETAHT  oy 
STATE  (Baron  Heney  db  Woaus) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
which  was  approved  by  the  Queen, 
found  that  of  the  three  charges  formu- 
lated against  the  Chief  Justice,  the  first 
afforded  no  sufficient  ground  for  a  formal 
ehai^e,  though  the  Chief  Justice  had 
acted  indiscreetly  ;  that  the  conduct  im- 
puted to  the  Chief  Justice  in  the  second 
charge  arose  apparently  from  irritation 
produced  by  the  first  charge ;  and 
although  the  langoage  of  the  Chief 
Justice  was  characterized  by  much  im- 

!)ropriety,  yet,  as  it  was  not  then  pub- 
ished,  it  did  not  in  itself  afford  adequate 
ground  for  a  charge  intended  to  lead  to 
euspenaioQ  from  office ;  that  the  third 
charge  was  more  serious,  as  the  Chief 
Justice  had  given  for  publication  lan- 
guage of  great  animosity  to  the  Oo- 
vemoT,  as  well  as  confidential  informa- 
tion, which  he  hadno  right  so  tocommuni- 
cate,  and  that  on  this  charge  the  Com- 
mittee had  had  some  hesitation  in  not 
recommending  the  confirmation  of  the 
suspension  of  the  Chief  Justice ;  but,  as 
no  misconduct  of  a  moral  character,  or 
connected  with  judicial  duties,  had  been 
imputed  to  him,  they  recommended  that 
the  suspension  be  removed.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovernment  have  not  felt  them- 
selves called  upon  to  take  any  action 
with  regard  to  the  Qovemor. 
Jfr.  Sradku^h 


OPEN  SPACES  {METROPOLIS)— PREtf- 
ROSB  HILL. 

Ma.  LAW80N  (St.  Panoras.  W.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  unsatisfac- 
tory condition  of  Primrose  Hill,  that 
the  paths  are  worn  away  and  denuded 
of  grass,  and  no  adequate  efforts  are 
made  to  preserve  the  property  as  origi- 
nally laid  out  when  converted  into  a 
park;  and,  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  and 
preserving  the  enclosure  of  Primrose 
Hill  as  a  recreation  ground  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  large  number  of  persons  who 
frequent  it  as  a  popular  place  of  resort  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  well  avare  of  the  coudition 
of  Primrose  Hill  from  frequent  personal 
observation ;  and  he  could  not  admit 
that,  considering  the  nature  of  the  case, 
it  could  fairly  be  described  as  unsatia- 
factory.  The  grass  near  the  paths  was 
in  places  worn  away;  and,  no  doubt, 
this  deterioration  could,  to  some  extent, 
be  remedied  by  putting  up  cross  hurdles 
and  other  fencing,    and   thus  keeping 

SMple  more  strictly  within  bounds, 
ut  this  would  be  to  treat  Primrose  Hill 
as  a  private  park  or  garden,  rather  than 
as  a  place  open,  as  it  now  practically 
was,  for  thoroughfare  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night  to  the  public  gene- 
rally. The  HiU  looked  very  well  in  the 
spring  time ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  he 
could  not  promise  to  take  any  steps 
which  would  prevent  the  grass  from 
being  worn  away  in  the  dry  weather. 

Mr.  LAW80N  asked,  if  the  First 
Commissioner  would  give  orders  that 
Primrose  HiU  should  be  watered  at 
night? 

Me.  PLUNKET  :  It  was  weU 
watered  last  night. 

CBIM[NAL   LkW  AND    PROCEDURE 

(IRELAND)  ACT,   1887— ADMISSION  TO 

BAIL. 

Me.  aiLHOOLT  asked  Mr.  Solictor 
Gteneral  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
interval  between  the  arrest  of  a  person 
charged  with  an  offence  under  "The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1867,"  and  the hearingof  a  charge, 
any  magistrate  has  the  power  to  accept 
bail  for  the  appearance  of  such  person  f 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
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TeFBity] :  There  are  no  provisiona  ia  the 
Statute  enabling  Justices  of  the  Feaoe 
generally  to  accept  bail  under  the  cir- 
oumstaacea  mentioned  in  the  Qaeation. 
In  the  case  of  a  proaeoution  under  the 
Act  referred  to,  any  person  arrested 
under  warrant,  on  being  brought  before 
a  Resident  Magistrate,  maybe  admitted 
to  bail,  shonld  the  magistrate  be  of  opi- 
nion that  this  oouFBe  should  be  taken. 

In  further  reply  to  Mr.  Gilboolt, 

Mb.  madden  said,  that  under  the 
Crimea  Act  one  Besident  Magistrate 
oould  admit  to  bail,  although  the  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  consisted  of 
tvo  Resident  Magistrates. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  asked,  whether  the 
provistona  of  the  Petty  Sessions  Acta 
were  repealed;  or  whether  they  were 
incorporated  with  the  Oriminal  Law 
and  Procedure  Act  of  last  year  ? 

Us.  MADDEN  said,  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Petty  Sessions  Act  were 
not  repealed  by  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Aot  of  last  year;  but  they 
did  uot  apply  to  the  case  mentioned  in 
the  Question. 

Mb.  O'HBA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  the  habitual  practice 
of  Resident  Magistrates  to  supersede  the 
function  of  the  ordinary  magistrates  in 
the  cases  of  persons  arrested  and  waiting 
for  trial  under  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mk.  madden  :  That  necessarily  re- 
sults from  what  I  ha?B  stated  to  the 
House — that  an  application  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  must  be  made  to  a  Re- 
sident Magistrate,  but  not  necessarily  to 
a  full  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdictiou, 
because  a  single  magistrate  has  power 
to  act.  The  magistrate  acting  must  be 
a  Besident  Magistrate. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  inquired, 
what  section  or  sub-section  of  the  Act 
debarred  the  ordinary  magistrate  under 
the  Coercion  Act  from  taking  bail  ? 

Mb.  madden  ■  No  section  of  the 
Act  debars  an  ordinary  magistrate  from 
taking  bail ;  but  the  ordinary  magistrate 
has  not  the  jurisdiction  under  the  Act 
which  the  hon.  Member  supposes  him 
to  possess. 

ABMT  (AUXIIJART  FORCES)  —  ENGI- 
NBER  VOLUNTEER  C0RP8. 
Sib  CHARLES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow]  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  offieers  of  the  Line  are 
being  appointed  to  Engineer  Volunteer 
Corps ;  and,  if  so,  whether  this  arises 


from  paucity  of  Royal  Engineer  officers 
available  for  such  appointments,  or  lack 
of  advantages  necessary  to  induce  them 
to  leave  their  own  corps  to  become  ad- 
jutants of  Volunteer  Corps? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
St&nhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
Line  officers  hare  been  appointed  as  ad- 
jutants of  Engineer  Volunteer  Corps  in 
consequence  of  the  paucity  of  Eugineer 
officers  available.  Oihcers  of  the  Hcyal 
Engineers  are  not  seconded  when  hold- 
ing extra  -  regimental  appointments. 
Eight  officers  have  been  added  to  the 
corps  for  this  purpoee ;  but  as  the  En- 
gineer Auxiliary  Forces  require  18  ad- 
jutants some  must  be  provided  from 
other  sources. 

SnOAR  BODNTIES-THE  NEOOTFA- 
TIONS. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  any  further 
information  concerning  the  progress  of 
the  negotiations  concerning  sugar  boun- 
ties ;  and,  whether  he  can  say  at  what 
time  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Confer- 
ence on  that  question  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table? 

The  under  SECHETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FEBOussoif)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  No  further  information 
can  yet  be  given.  The  Revised  Draft 
of  the  Convention  prepared  in  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Conference  is  under  the 
oonsideratiou  of  the  Governments  con- 
oemed. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  Piotow, 

8m  JAMES  FERQUSSON  said,  that 
Papers  were  never  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment until  negotiations  of  this  kind 
were  completed.  The  Conference  would 
meet  again  in  August,  when  the  result 
of  the  reference  to  the  Governments 
would  be  known.  Papers  could,  of 
course,  not  be  presented  until  after  that 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  asked,  if  the  Prorogation  of  Par- 
liament took  place  before  that  time, 
what  opportunity  the  House  would  have 
of  discussing  the  matter  ? 

[No  reply.] 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES  CONFERENCE -THE 

PAPERS. 

Mb.  ILUNGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
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Whether  he  will  undertake  that  Papers 
containing  a  full  account  of  the  negotia- 
tions concerning  the  sugar  bo untiee,  and 
ot  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference, 
shall  be  laid  before  the  House,  so  as  to 
give  ample  time  tor  coneidering  and  dis- 
cussing them  before  any  legislation  on 
the  subject  is  attempted  in  this  coun- 
try? 

The  under  SECHETABT  of 
STATE  roE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaubb  FsBaussoH)  (Uanchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied]  aaid :  Full  information 
will  be  supplied  to  Parliament  before 
any  legislation  is  proposed. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Camber- 
laud,  Cookermouth)  said,  he  really  must 
ask  the  right  bon.  Oentlemaa  whether 
he  would  undertake  that  there  would  be 
no  legislation  on  the  subject  until  they 
had  the  Papers  ? 

StB  JAMES  FERQUSSON  :  I  have 
already  aaid  so. 

Ma.  ILLINQWORTH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  could  eay 
if  the  statement  in  Tkt  Daily  Ntm 
was  correct,  that  the  sugar  bounties  for 
the  coming  year  would  be  maintained  in 
France  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  I  have 
DO  information  on  that  point.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper. 

PEISONS  (IRELAND}-LONDONDBEEY 
QAOL. 

MR.0'HANL0N(CBvan,E.)a8kedthe 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  is  inside  the  main  entrance  to  Lon- 
donderry Gaol  a  large  hall  and  also  e 
large  waiting  room  formerly  used  by 
visitors ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  people 
who  go  there  ta  visit  their  political 
friends  are  first  asked  their  busiDese, 
and  then  are  ordered  by  an  official  to 
the  street  to  wait  there  for  a  very  long 
time ;  and,  whether  he  will  eay  if  he  has 
given  those  instructions  to  the  Governor ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  explain  by  whom 
they  were  given  ? 

Tss  OmEP  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A, 
Baijous)  (Manchester,  E.)  1  The  Gene- 
ral Prisons  Board  report  that  for  a  few 
days  visitors  were  not  admitted  inside 
the  outer  door  of  the  prison  while  wait- 
ing. Such  instructions  were  not  issued 
by  the  Board,  the  Governor  having  acted 
Mr.  nimgaortJ\ 


on  a  suggestion  made  by  the  Inspector 
of  Prisons,  On  learning  the  fact,  on 
the  18th,  the  Prisons  Board  at  once 
iaaued  directions  to  the  Governor  to 
resume  the  former  practice  of  giving 
visitors  immediate  admission,  there  being 
ample  accommodation  for  them  in  the 
large  entrance  hall  and  in  the  office. 

POOR  LAW(1HELAND)-DEFALCATI0N8 
IN  BALLTMENA  nmON. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretarv  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Is  he  aware  that,  in 
the  recent  defalcations  in  Ballymena 
Union,  although  a  bogus  bank  book  had 
been  kept  from  September,  1885,  till 
1888,  there  was  only  one  bank  book  for 
the  six  years  preceding ;  that,  while 
fraude  were  being  constantly  perpetrated 
during  that  period,  the  accounts  were 
certiUed  by  Colonel  Studdart  as  being 
correct ;  that  leaves  had  been  torn  from 
the  ledger  and  others  pasted  in ;  that 
private  marks  had  been  put  upon  the 
margins  opposite  sums  of  £40  and  £50 
without  exciting  the  suspicion  of  the 
auditor  ;  that  the  master's  and  relieving 
officer's  receipt  and  expenditure  books 
had  been  partly,  if  not  altogether,  kept 
by  the  clerk  ;  and,  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  Beaolutiott  which  waa 
passed  unanimously  by  the  Guardians 
on  the  subjeet;  and  if,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  grant  the  sworn 
inquiry  demanded  f 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfodr]  (Manchester,  E.) :  A  Reso- 
lution was  received  yesterday  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bally- 
mena  Union,  asking  for  an  inqoiiy  in 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  ac> 
counts  of  the  Union  have  been  audited. 
Colonel  Studdert  has  been  called  upon 
for  an  explanation  before  deciding 
whether  the  inquiry  should  be  granted. 

In  reply  to  The  Loan  Mayor  of  Dub* 
UK  (Mr.  Sexton]  (Belfast,  W.), 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  understood  the  Question,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  him  to  give  an  opinion 
on  Colonel  Studdert' s  behaviour  before 
Colonel  Studdert  himself  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  his  conduct, 
and  he  (Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour)  must  decline 
to  do  so. 
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INDIA-CmCULAR  No.  6,  ISSUED    BY 

THE      INSPECTOR      GENERAL      OF 

POUCE,   BBNOAL. 

Mb.  BLA.Oa  (Burnley)  asked  the 
TToder  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  lias  now  seen  the  "  confi- 
dential "  Circular  No.  G,  iaaued  by  Mr. 
J.  C.VeaBey.Inspeetor  General  of  Police, 
Bengal,  dated  Calcutta,  December  30, 
1887,  which  directs  the  police,  amon^ 
other  Bubjects,  to  scrutinize  and  report 
weekly  upon — 

"ETSrjtluDg,  however  anparently  triTial, 
that  can  have  a  political  ngnifloiiDce ;  com~ 
mentt  on  lawa  and  Uovennnent  roMxures ; 
affaira  in  independent  or  aemi.  independent 
Native  Statea,  and  mmourB  regordioK  tbsir 
conalitutioQ  ;  objects  and  prooeedinga  of  Native 
Bocintiei,  whether  eitahliahcd  for  political  or 
aat«aiibly  for  other  objects ;  political  or  maia 
tnee^ga,  their  origin,  orgaDization,  and  reanlt 
as  to  public  fseling  in  the  neigh boaihood, 
ic. ; " 

and,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  directing;  the 
Circular  to  be  withdrawn  ? 

The  under  8ECKETAEY  oy 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Oobbt)  (Chatham) : 
No  official  copy  has  yet  been  received. 
In  Bcoordance  with  a  promise  I  gave  on 
June  7,  a  despatch  baa  been  sent  to  the 
Qoremment  of  India  on  this  subject ; 
and,  aa  soon  as  a  reply  is  received,  the 
matter  will  be  considered  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council. 

POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  ACT-PAU- 
FEA  CHILDREN  AS  "HALF-TIMERS' 
IN  FACTORIES. 

Mb.  lees  (Oldham)  asked  the  Preai 
dent  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  it  is  contrary  to  law  for  Guar- 
dians of  the  poor  to  allow  pauper  chil' 
dren  to  work  as  "half-timers'  in  the 
factories ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Lancashire  cotton  spinning  industry 
only  be  properly  mastered  by  those  who 
are  employed  in  it  at  an  early  age  as 
"half-timers;"  and,  whether  he  sees 
any  prospect  of  being  able  to  propose 
any  alteration  of  the  law  in  this  re- 
■peot? 

The  president  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge'ej:  The 
proposal  which  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Local  Qoverament  Board  is  that 
children,  while  they  are  maintained  as 
pauper  inmates  of  the  workhouse,  should 
be  allowed  to  leave  the  workhouse 
during  port  of  the  day  for  the  purpose 


of  being  employed  in  factoriea.  The 
Board  have  stated  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment is  opposed  to  the  principles  which 
should  guide  the  Guardians  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief.  It  appears  to  the 
Board  to  be  entirely  opposed  to  the 
priociples  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act  that  persons,  while  maintained  in 
the  workhouse  at  the  coat  of  the  rates, 
should  be  employed  in  factories,  and 
thus  compete  with  independent  labour. 
If  such  an  arrangement  were  legalized 
as  regards  factory  work,  the  adoption  of 
the  same  principle  could  not  be  resisted 
with  respect  to  the  employment  of  work- 
house inmates  in  agricultural  and  other 
labour.  I  cannot  hold  out  any  expecta- 
tion that  an  alteration  of  the  law  will 
be  proposed. 

AFRICA  [WEST  COAST) -AD  MINISTRA- 
TION OF  JUSTICE  AT  SIERRA  LEONE 
—EXECUTION  OP  NATIVES. 
Mr.  A.  H'ARTHUB  (Leicester) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  three  Natives 
named  W.  T.  G.  Caulker,  T.  0.  Caulker, 
and  Lahai,  were  tried  in  Ihe  Colony  of 
Sierra  Leone  for  murder,  convicted,  re- 
commended to  mercy  by  the  jury,  and, 
notwithstanding  that  recommendation 
and  much  local  feeling  in  their  favour, 
hanged  at  Shaingay  on  the  6th  instant ; 
whether  the  murder  charged  was  the 
levying  of  war  by  one  Native  Chief 
against  another;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment has  received  information  of  the 
trial,  and  sanctioned  the  disregard  of 
the  recommendation  of  the  jury ;  whe- 
ther the  levying  of  war  in  queation  took 
place  in  British  territory  proper  or  in 
the  Protectorate,  and  what  was  the 
jurisdiction  to  try  by  English  law  for 
murder  in  a  case  of  intertribal  warfare  ; 
and,  whether  the  above-named  W.  T.  G. 
Caulker  was  the  same  man  who,  some 
years  since,  was  released  by  order  of  the 
Home  Government  from  an  illegal  im- 
prisonment by  the  Colonial  Authority, 
an  imprisonment  which  had  lasted  four 
years? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hembt  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  Three  Na- 
tivea,  so  named,  have  been  tried  for 
murder  at  Sierra  Leone  and  convicted, 
and  were  executed  at  Shaingay  on  the 
6th  instant.  The  Sectetaryof  State  baa 
no  official  information  that  they  were 
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recommended  to  mercy,  or  as  to  local 
feeling  in  the  case.  The  murder  appears 
to  have  been  oommitted  in  an  attack 
Bhain^;  in  the  course  of  an  insuir 
tion  against  a  Native  Chief,  the  circu 
stances  of  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
despatches  presented  to  Parliament  in 
September  last,  G.5236.  Hei  Majesty's 
Government  receired  information  that 
the  trial  was  taking  place,  and  has 
been  informed  by  telegraph  of  the  con- 
viction and  execution  of  tbeae  men,  but 
has  not  yet  received  a  Report  of  the 
trial.  The  Qovernor  has  been  called 
upon  for  a  full  Beport.  The  murder 
appears  to  have  taken  place  in  British 
territory,  and  the  Colonial  Court  had 
jurisdiction  to  trv  for  all  crimes  com- 
mitted in  the  Colony.  W.  T.  Q.  Caulker 
wae  in  1878  taken  by  the  Governor 
of  Sierra  Leone  out  of  the  hands  of  a 
Native  Chief,  a  relative,  who  was  about 
to  put  him  to  death,  and  was  detained 
at  Freetown — partly  for  his  own  protec- 
tion and  partly  to  prevent  an  outbreak 
of  war — until  1881,  when  he  was  allowed 
to  return  to  his  own  district  in  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  of  a  reconciliation 
between  him  and  his  family  effected  by 
the  Governor.  As  was  stated  by  the 
Uien  Under  Secretary  of  State  on 
August  23,  1881,  he  was  detained  as  a 
State  prisoner  without  any  clear  warrant 
of  law.  Hie  release  was  not  directly 
ordered  by  the  Home  Government,  but 
was  preceded  by  an  inquiry  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State. 

OBIME    AKD    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 

THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH  OF 

BOHER,  CO.  LIMEEICK. 

Mk.  riNTJCANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  paragraph  which 
appeared  in  Tfit  Cork  B»rald  of  last 
Saturday,  which  states  that  the  windows 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  Boher, 
County  Limerick,  were  broken  a  few 
days  before,  it  is  believed,  by  Emer- 
gencymen;  and,  whether  he  will  direct 
a  Besident  Magietrate  to  hold  a  sworn 
inquiry,  under  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  in 
order  to  discover  the  perpetrators  of  the 
alleged  outrage  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  Dis- 
trict Inspector  of  Constabulary  reports 
Baron  Renry  d»  Worm* 


that  panes  of  glass  were  broken  with 
stones  on  the  night  of  the  14th  instant 
in  Boher  Roman  Catholic  Chapel ;  and 
on  the  same  night  panes  of  glass  were 
broken  in  a  similar  manner  in  the  Pro- 
testant Church  at  Caheroonltsh,  two  miles 
from  Boher.  The  offences  are  believed 
to  have  been  perpetrated  by  a  tramp 
named  Patrick  Sweeny,  not  by  Emer- 
gency men.  Sweeny  wae  arrested, 
charged  with  the  offence,  and  remanded 
on  the  17th  instant  for  eight  days.  The 
parish  priest  spoke  to  his  congregation 
about  the  breaking  of  the  glass,  and 
said — 


WAR  OFFICE -REMOVAL  OF  THE  AYR- 
SHIRE ARTILLERY  TO  PLYMOUTH. 
Mb.  MAO  NEILL (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  Ayrshire  Artillery  were  lately 
removed  from  Ayrshire  to  Plymouth ; 
is  it  true  that  this  regiment  has  not  been 
removed  from  Scotland  for  12  years,  and 
that  in  its  number  there  are  200,  or  a 
considerable  number,  of  Parliamentary 
voters ;  was  the  regiment  removed  be- 
fore or  after  the  death  of  the  late  Mr. 
Campbell,  Member  for  the  Ayr  Burghs ; 
was  a  remonstrance  made  to  the  autho- 
rities about  the  removal  of  the  regiment 
on  the  eve  of  a  Parliamentary  eteotion; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  why  this  re- 
monstrance was  not  attended  to  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
There  is  no  Militia  corps  of  Ayrshire 
Artillery.  The  Ayrshire  Infantry  Militia 
will  train  at  Ayr  next  month.  Probably 
the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  Argyll 
and  Bute  Artillery,  which  was  selected 
in  December  last  to  train  this  year  at 
Plymouth.  The  actual  orders  for  its 
embarkation  were  issued  on  May  17. 
No  application  wae  received  asking  that 
any  change  in  the  arrangements  suould 
be  made;  but  if  it  had  been  it  is  im- 
probable that  It  could  have  been  acceded 

Mk.  MAC  NEILL  asked,  whether  in 
the  Argyll  and  Bute  Artillery  Militia 
there  were  200  voters  of  the  Ayr  Burghs ; 
and,  whether  the  regiment  had  h>ng 
been  stationed  at  Campbeltown,  one  of 
the  Ayr  Burghs? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  With  regard 
to  the  number  of  voters  in  the  regiment 
1 1  have  no  information,  and  I  do  not  ia- 
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tend  to  aik.  I  believe  that  the  regiment 
has  been  etationed  at  Campbeltown ;  bnt 
the  Military  Authorities  decided  in  De- 
oember  loat  that  this  jeta  it  shonld  be 
drilled  at  Plymouth. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool. 
Scotland) ;  Are  we  to  underetand  that 
the  Military  Aathorities  hare  the  power 
of  disfranchising;  a  number  of  soldier 
Toters  by  rsmoring  them  from  the  coH' 
aUtuency  in  which  they  hare  a  rote  at  a 
time  when  an  election  contest  is  going 
on? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  afraid 
that  military  considerations  override 
every  other  oonsi deration,  and  that  those 
who  are  in  the  serrice  of  the  Qovern- 
ment — whether  In  the  Army  or  the 
Militia — most  expect  to  go  wherever 
they  arc  called  by  the  Military  Autho- 
rities. 

Id  reply  to  Mr.  Mao  Nkill, 

Mb.  E,  stanhope  said,  it  was 
purely  a  matter  for  the  Military  Autho- 
rities to  decide ;  and  until  this  Question 
was  put  down  he  personally  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  on  the  subject. 

OBIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDDHE 

(IRELAND)    ACT,    18S7— ABEEST8    AT 

CURA8S,  KANTDRE. 

The  lord  MATOK  or  DUBLIN 
(Ur.  Sxxtok)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
Ireland  lately  the  police  have  resorted 
to  the  prootioe  of  taking  men  out  of 
their  beds  in  the  dead  of  night,  mostly 
opon  warrants  for  charges  under  the 
OoercioD  Act ;  why  the  arrests  of  six 
tenant  farmers  at  Curass,  near  Kanturk, 
on  the  14th  instant,  were  made  at  2  a.m., 
although  the  occurrence  which  was  the 
enbjeot  of  the  charge  dated  so  far  back 
OS  Mareh  23,  and  altbongh,  after  the 
men  had  been  held  in  custody  at  the 
police  barrack  for  about  20  hours,  the 
polioo  assented  to  their  release  on  bail ; 
and,  whether  the  Qovernment  will  in- 
struct the  Irish  police  not  to  cause 
nnneceesary  confusion  and  alarm  in 
households,  and  especially  to  women 
and  children,  by  making  arrests  of  per- 
sons of  respeotable  condition  in  the  dead 
of  night? 

Thi  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balpovb)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  am 
informed  that  arrests  are  not  made  at 
night,  except  in  cases  where  the  re- 


sponsible officer  has  reason  to  suppose 
that  arrest  would  otherwise  be  evsded 
or  rescue  attempted.  The  District  In- 
spector of  Constabulary  was  of  opiuion 
he  could  not  execute  the  warrants  in  the 
case  in  question  were  he  to  attempt  to 
do  BO  later  in  the  day. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  not  answered  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  necessity  whatever 
to  issue  the  instructions  referred  to,  for 
he  had  no  reason  to  believe  the  Irish 
police  did  oause  unnecessaty  alarm  and 
conf  ueion  in  honseholds. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked,  if 
people  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Onross 
had  not  been  summoned  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  attended  the  Court  in 
answer  to  the  summons  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  facte 
might  be  as  the  hon.  Qentleman  stated. 
He  had  no  knowledge  of  them;  but, 
even  if  true,  he  did  not  see  how  they 
affected  the  issue  raised  by  tbe  Ques- 
tion. 


IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 

RENTS  —  SUB-COMMISSIONERS    AT 

MANOBHAMILTON. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  bad  the 
following  Question  on  the  Paper  ; — To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  in 
acDOrdancie  with  the  spirit  and  letter  of 
the  Land  Iiaw  Act  of  18S1,  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  Sub-Commisrioners 
should  fix  the  judicial  rent  whilst  in 
Court,  on  the  mere  testimony  of  a  land- 
lord's valuator,  and  without  at  all  visit- 
ing the  farm  affected  by  such  rent ; 
whether,  at  the  late  sitting  of  the  8nb- 
Commieeioners,  Mr.  E.  0.  M'Devitt  in 
the  chair,  at  Monorhamilton,  County 
Leitrim,  Uie  case  of  "  Sarah  Maguirev. 
Owen  Wynne  "  came  on  for  hearing ; 
and,  whether  tbe  Chairman  fixed  the 
judicial  rent  on  the  basis  of  the  old 
rent ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  afford  facilities  to  Sarah 
Maguire  for  a  re-hearing  of  her  case  ? 
The  hon.  Qentleman  complained  that 
the  Question  was  not  in  the  form  in 

hich   he  handed  it  in.    It  ought  to 

be ["Order!"] 

B.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Qentleman  will  put  the  Question  as 
it  appears  on  the  Paper. 
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Mb.  CONWAT:  Bnt  it  does  not 
appear  od  the  Paper  as  it  ought  to  be. 

Mb.  SFEAEER:  The  hon.  Member 
will  content  himself  with  patting  it  as 
it  appears  on  the  Paper. 

Ma.  CONWAT:  Than  I  decline  to 
pat  the  Question. 

CUSTOMS  HOFBB-THE  STATISTICAL 
DEPAHTMENT  —  SPECIAL  PAY  OF 
WBITEHS. 

Mb.  OOWTBBAEE  (Oomwall,  0am- 
bome)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether,  aa  the  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into  the  Statistical  Department 
of  the  Oustoma  House  recommended  a 
special  rate  of  pay  to  the  writers  em- 
ployed therein,  and  several  months  have 
since  elapsed,  it  Is  intended  to  adopt 
such  recommendation  ;  and,  if  so,  when 
the  same  will  be  brought  into  operation  ; 
what  is  the  reason  for  the  prolonged 
delay  in  respect  of  the  promotion  of 
writers  to  the  Lower  Division  who  are 
employed  in  those  Offices  which  bare 
not  been  dealt  with  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  December, 
1BS6,  and  who,  fulfilling  all  the  condi- 
tions laid  down  in  that  Minute,  have 
been  accordingly  recommended;  and, 
when  the  writers  employed  in  the  Cus- 
toms Outports  (similarly  situated)  may 
expect  to  be  informed  of  the  decision  in 
their  case  7 

Sm  HEBBERT  MAXWELL  (A 
LoBD  of  the  Tbeasury)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied)  said:  Very  considerable  changes 
in  the  organization  of  the  Customs 
Statistical  Department  have  been  pro- 
posed by  a  Committee ;  but  we  are  not 
prepared  to  carry  out  oi^anio  changes 
until  the  Boyal  Oommission  on  Civil 
Establishments  has  considered  the 
clerical  establishments  of  the  Oustoms. 
In  the  meaotime,  we  contemplate  an  ad 
interim  arrangement,  which  we  hope 
will  be  shortly  ready  for  adoption.  We 
are  about  to  issue  our  decision  in  the 
case  of  oopyista  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  other  cases  outstand- 
ing are  cases  of  appeal,  in  which  our 
objections  have  not  as  yet  been  removed. 
As  regards  certain  copyists  at  the  out- 
ports who  have  been  brought  before  us 
for  favourable  consideration,  we  are 
still  in  correspondence  with  the  Com- 
missioner of  Oustoms  as  to  the  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  their  claims.  I 
regret   there    has,    undoubtedly,  been 
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some  delay ;  but  we  hope  to  be  able  to 
settle  it  in  a  few  days. 

LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD -AUALOA. 
MATION  OP  B0R0DQH8. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Vioe  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Eduoation,  Whe- 
ther be  is  aware  that,  for  purposes  of 
the  London  Bohool  Board,  the  boroughs 
of  Paddington,  Marylebone,  Hampstead, 
and  St.  Pancras  are  amalgamated  ;  and, 
whether  tenement  occupiers  are  entitled 
to  vote  at  these  elections ;  if  so,  why  in 
Paddington  they  are  precluded  by  the 
parochial  authorities,  whilst  in  the  other 
boroughs  they  are  allowed  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  {Sir  Win- 
LiAH  Habt  Dyxs)  (Kent,  Dartford] : 
For  the  purposes  of  the  London  School 
Board  the  Division  of  Marylebone  does, 
I  believe,  comprise  the  Parliamentary 
boroughs  stated.  It  is  provided  in  the 
Second  Schedule  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1873,  that  every  rate- 
payer whose  name  appears  in  the  Rate 
Book  at  a  particular  date  shall  be  en- 
titled to  vote,  and  no  person  shall  be 
entiled  to  vote  whose  name  does  not  so 
appear;  but  beyond  that  the  Depart- 
ment  have  no  information  to  give. 

WAR  OFPICE-KAVBNSCOURT  PAEK, 
HAMMERSMITH. 

Me.  BRADLAUQH  [Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  use  any  por- 
tion of  the  Ravensoonrt  Park,  Hammer- 
smith,  for  drilling  or  military  exercises ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  will  have  the 
effeot  of  excluding  the  ratepayers  of 
Hammersmith  from  ground  purchased 
for  the  purposes  of  public  recreation  ? 

TnB  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staheope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
1  have  bean  in  communication  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hammersmith  (Qeneral  Qoldsworthy), 
and  I  have  also  received  a  Memorial  on 
this  subject.  Looking  to  the  local  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  exceedingly  unlikely 
that  Ravenscourt  Park  will  be  need  for 
any  military  purpose,  exc^t,  perhaps, 
for  the  local  Yolunteers.  But  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified,  on  national 
grounds,  in  assenting  to  a  bye-law  which 
would  exclude  the  military  from  the 
Park  under  any  conceivable  ciroam- 
atanoes. 
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EVICTIONS  {IRELAND}-EVICTION  AT 
CLOQHER. 

Mb.  W.  fiEDUOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Iiord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing account  of  an  eriotion  in  Ireland, 
which  is  takeu  from  a  London  paper: — 

"  Aa  eviction  was  carried  oat  ;eaterday  on 
the  property  of  Mr.  Montroy  Qleiutanei  Fard- 
roBB,  Ctogher,  telegraphs  out  Dublin  correapoD- 
dank  Nearly  40  politMi  were  in  attendancB. 
The  evicted  family  numbera  aii  members.  Ooe, 
a  blind  boy,  received  tbe  last  aacrament  last 
evening,  and  the  father,  au  old  man  of  80  years, 
waa  BO  weak  and  ill,  aa  to  appear  utterly  un- 
consciooa  of  what  waa  going  on  aroiind  him. 
Anotbet  aon  baaoaght  the  Sab-Sheriff  (Mr. 
HoKelvey)  to  delay  tbe  removal  of  tbe  father 


for,  aa  the  nrriTal  of  Mr.  ilcKelvey  had  taken 
the  family  by  aorpriae,  but  the  ofGcer  waa  in- 
exorable. Tbe  old  man  was  than  transferred 
from  bit  bed  to  a  cut,  in  which  be  was  cod> 
veyed  to  the  house  of  a  aon-in-law,  where  he 
received  the  last  sacraoient  immediately  after- 
wards from  the  parish  priest ; " 
and,  whether  it  ie  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Oovemment  to  refuse  to  allow  the 
forcea  of  the  Crown  to  be  used  in  evict- 
ing persona  under  such  painful  circum- 
etancee  ? 

The  chief  8E0EETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Salfouk)  (Uancheater,  E.) :  I  am 
Borry  that  the  reports  which  I  have  re- 
ceived ore  uot  sufficiently  full  to  enable 
me  to  answer  this  Question  to-day. 
Would  the  hoD.  Gentleman  kindly  put 
the  Question  down  for  to-morrow  ? 

Ma.  W.  EEDMOND:  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  ie  the  second  time  that  I  have  put 
this  Question ;  and  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentteman  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  information 
which  has  been  given  to  the  public  in 
the  newspapers  to-day  —  information 
which  the  Oovemment,  as  appears  from 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlemou, 
oould  not  get,  although  the  public  have 
it  to-day  ?  The  Question  I  wish  to  ask 
is  this 

Mb  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  just  stated 
that  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  give  an 
answer  to-day,  but  that  he  will  give  it 
to-morrow.  If  the  hon.  Oentleman  is 
asking  a  Question  now  which  is  not  on 
the  Paper  he  should  give  Notice  of  it. 

Mb.W.  EEDMOND:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  a  Question  as 
to  s  matter  which  appears  in  the  news- 
pikers  in  connection  with  this  oase  ? 
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Mb.  speaker  :  Tbe  hon.  Member 
must  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND :  But  the  roan 
is  dying. 

Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND :  But  the  man 
is  dying.  ["Order!"]  It  is  very  hard 
that  a  man  is  turned  out  to  die. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND:  Turned  out  to 
die  on  the  roadside. 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order! 

ADMIRALTY— TORPEDO  NET  DEFENCE 
COMMITTEE— EXPEKIMEHTS. 
Admiral  FIELD(Sussex, Eastbourne) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported,  that  in 
the  fiual  experiments  on  May  17,  carried 
out  by  the  "Torpedo  Net  Defence  Com- 
mittee" at  Portsmouth,  it  was  conolu- 
sivsly  shown  that  wooden  booms  en- 
tirely failed,  although  increased  from  10 
to  12  inches  diameter,  the  same  being 
broken  or  blown  away  from  their  heel 
attachments  to  the  side  of  the  EetUtanea 
when  subjeoted  to  the  explosive  action 
of  92  lb.  of  gun-cotton  against  nets 
suspended  from  such  booms ;  whether 
in  all  the  previous  experiments,  from 
September,  1886,  to  the  present  time, 
wooden  booms  hare  invariably  failed 
when  exposed  to  ordinary  explosions  of 
gun-cotton  against  nets ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding these  failures,  it  has  been 
decided  to  fit  the  InvinethU  and  other 
ships  with  similar  heavy  wooden  booms 
of  from  20  to  24  cwt.  in  preference  to 
steel  booms  of  an  improved  type,  weigh- 
ing under  10  owt.,  as  proposed  by  Mr. 
Bullivantj  whether  the  estimated  cost 
of  steol  booms  is  from  £20  to  £23,  as 
against  £28  to  £30  for  wooden  booms 
of  12  inches  diameter;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  "  Net  Defence  Committee" 
and  Dockyard  officials  are  in  favour  ot 
steel  booms  being  fitted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships;  and,  if  so,  why  ore 
wooden  booms  still  ordered  to  be  used 
when  naval  opinion  outside  the  Ad- 
miralty Office  is  known  to  be  in  favour 
of  steel  booms,  as  being  less  than  half 
the  weight,  less  costly,  more  durable 
and  efficient ;  and,  whether  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty  will  bo 
pleased  to  order  a  further  trial  of  steel 
booms  to  establish  beyond  doubt  their 
superiority  over  wood,  as  claimed  for 
them  by  authority,  before  expending 
further  moneys  on  woodea  onw  r 
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The  FIE8T  LOED  (Lord  Gboeqe 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  DuriDK 
the  preseDt  year  five  azperiments,  with 
a  view  to  teeting  the  efficiency  of  wooden 
booms,  have  been  carried  out.  In  one 
case  only  was  the  boom  broken,  though 
some  defectB  in  the  ironwork  and 
rigging  were  developed  on  each  of  these 
oDcasions;  and,  ezoepting  in  the  caie  of 
the  broken  boom,  the  injury  was  not  of 
a  nature  to  render  the  net  defence  in- 
effioient,  but  the  damage  was  such  as 
could  be  readily  repaired.  The  state- 
ment that  the  wooden  booms  entirely 
failed  cannot,  therefore,  be  supported. 
It  has  been  decided  to  fit  the  Invineiih 
with  wooden  booms,  and  the  work  is  in 

ETOgress.  The  eetimated  cost  of  steel 
ooms  is  slightly  greater  than  that  of 
wooden  booms.  It  is  true  that  the  Net 
Defence  Oommittso  recommended  the 
use  of  steel  booms ;  but  there  is  a  great 
divergence  of  opinion  on  the  subject. 
Until  furtherexperiencehas  been  gained 
by  actual  use  of  the  present  fittings  at 
sea,  it  is  not  proposed  to  make  any 
changes ;  but  the  matter  will  be  kept  in 
view,  and  should  it  be  satisfactorily 
eBtablished  that  steel  booms  are  ia  aU 
respects  more  efficient  than  wood,  the 
Admiralty  will  be  prepared  to  substitute 
them  for  the  wooden  ones  now  in  use. 

Ma.  FIOTOK  (Leicester)  wished  to 
know  whether  the  weight  of  the  boom 
was  correctly  given  in  the  third  para- 
graph of  the  Question  ? 

Lord  OEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
not  aware  that  those  figures  ars  actually 
correct;  but,  no  doubt,  these  wooden 
booms  are  heavier  than  steel  booms. 

Mb.  BBITNNEIB  (Oheahire,  North- 
wioh)  inquired,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  the  names  of  the  officials 
who  were  opposing  the  introduction  of 
steel  booms,  so  that  a  Motion  might  be 
made  dealing  with  the  question  of  their 
continuance  in  the  Public  Service  ? 

Lonn  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  it 
was  most  improper  that  Questions  should 
be  put  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  adTcr* 
tiaing  inventions. 

SCOTTISH  SALMON  FISHERIES- 
LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Boxhurgh) 
asked  the  T»rd  Advocate,  Whether  he 
still  intends  to  introduce  during  the 
present  Sesaiou  a  Bill  dealing  with 
Scottish  Salmon  Fisheries  ? 


The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodoiiai.d)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  desired,  in  framing  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  Scottish  Salmon 
Fisberiea,  to  make  it  a  thorough  and 
complete  measure.  To  do  this  has  in- 
volved  much  labour  and  much  corres- 
pondence with  various  parts  of  the 
country.  The  Biil  is  now  practically 
ready,  and  it  is  the  intention  to  intro- 
duce it  this  BesBion. 

NAVY— PHOTOGRAPHIC  CHABTINa 
OF  THE  HEAVENS. 

Mb.  CE088LET  (York.  W.E., 
Sowerby)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
AdmiraJ^,  If  the  Government  has 
approved  of  the  reoommendation  of  the 
.^utronomer  Boyal  and  the  Board  of 
Visitors  of  the  Greenwich  Observatory, 
made  both  in  1887  and  1888,  that  a 
photographic  equatorial  refracting  tele- 
scope be  constructed  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  part  in  the  international  photo- 
graphic charting  of  the  heavens ;  and, 
whether  orders  have  been  given  for  the 
construction  of  such  an  instrument  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  Georqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing] :  The 
reoommendation  of  tiie  Astronomer 
Eoyal  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  There  has  been  consider- 
able delay  owing  to  the  necessity  of 
having  to  refer  twice  to  the  Observatory 
at  the  Gape  of  Good  Hope  with  regard 
to  their  requirements,  it  having  been 
decided  that  the  expenditure  for  the  two 
stations  should  be  considered  together. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL— THE  COUNTY  COUN- 
CIL—PAPERS. 

Mb.  CALEB  WEIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Boerd,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  when  the  Papers  show- 
ing the  number  of  County  Councillors  to 
be  elected  by  the  respective  County 
Divisions  will  be  distributed  to  the 
Members;  and,  whether  the  population 
of  each  Division  will  also  be  given? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Local  Government  Bill  contemplates 
that  the  number  of  members  of  the 
County  Council  should  be  fixed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Our  pro- 
posals in  this  respect  have  been  printed. 
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and  a  large  namber  of  copies  placed  in 
the  Vote  Office,  eo  tbat  any  Uember 
may,  on  application,  obtain  acopy.  Tbe 
Slectoral  Divisions  are  to  be  determined 
in  tbe  case  of  a  borougb  retarning  more 
than  one  member  by  the  Town  Council 
of  tbe  borough,  and  in  the  oase  of  the 
restof  the  county  by  the  Oourt  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  Each  Electoral  Diriaioa  is  to 
return  one  member  j  and  until  these 
DiyidonB  have  been  constituted  no  par- 
tioulora  o'au  be  giyen  with  regard  to 
them. 

WAH  OFFICE— F0RTRE8B  ENGINEERS 
AT  BDINBDEGH  AND  LEITH. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  {Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  at  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  decision  against  tbe  forma- 
tion of  tbe  corps  of  Fortress  Engineers 
at  Edinbnritb  and  Leith,  as  proposed  in 
tbe  Estimates,  has  been  arrived  at  in 
consequence  of  difference  of  local  mili- 
tary opinion  on  the  subject;  wbether 
this  opposition  is  due  to  any  lock  of  men 
willing  to  join  tbe  corps ;  whether  the 
Military  Authorities  at  the  War  Office 
are  stiU  favourable  to  tba  formation  of 
such  a  corps,  and  wbetbex  its  formation 
is  an  eesential  part  of  the  scheme  of 
defence  of  tbe  Eastern  Coast;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  tbe  public  interests 
iuTDlved,  be  will  still  endeavour  to  carry 
out  bis  original  intention. 

Thi  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopk)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncaatle): 
The  decision  against  the  formation  of 
tbe  corps  was  arrived  at  on  the  advice 
of  the  Local  Military  Authorities.  Its 
formation,  though  not  essential  to  the 
defence  of  tbe  Eastern  Coast,  would 
have  been  desirable ;  but,  in  view  of  the 
local  objections,  I  did  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  approve  its  being  raised. 

EVICTIONS  AND  PAUPBEI8M  (SCOT- 
LAND). 
Db.  GLABE  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Wbether  it  is  the  case 
that  correspondence  has  taken  place 
between  the  Secretary  tor  Scotland  and 
the  Sheriff  of  Caithness  as  to  the  rela- 
tion between  evictions  and  pauperism, 
and  between  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
or  tbe  Sheriff  of  Caithness  and  various 
Inspectors  of  Foor  or  Faroobial  Boards 
on  the  same  subject;  and,  whether 
copies  of  the  Correspondence  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table? 


Tm  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  8t.  An- 
drew's Universities):  I  have  ascertained, 
on  further  inquiry,  since  my  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  some  days 
ago,  that  at  the  end  ofMaich  a  letter  was 
received  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
from  a  Mr.  Waters,  in  Caithness,  which 
was  transmitted  to  the  Sheriff  of  tbe 
county,  with  a  request  to  report  on  it 
to  tbe  Secretary  for  Scotland.  In  making 
inquiry  to  enable  him  to  furnish  this 
Beport,  the  Sheriff  has,  I  understand, 
communicated  with  certain  Inspectors  of 
Foor.  No  Beport  has  yet  been  received ; 
and  I  cannot  give  any  undertaking  as  to 
tbe  publication  of  tbe  Correspondence 
until  it  has  been  sent. 

POOH  BEUEF  CSCOTLAND>-POOB  LAW 
ACT,  ISIS. 

Dk.  GLA£K  (Caithneas)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  since  the 
passing  of  "  The  Foor  Law  Act,  1849," 
about  £964,000  has  been  collected  by 
the  Kirk  Session,  but  only  about 
£378,000  applied  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  over  £500,000  having  been  applied 
to  otlier  purposes  ;  wbether,  during  tbe 
year  1886-7,  £38,746  was  collectedi  and 
only  £8,484  expended  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor;  have  the  £irk  Sessions  re- 
ported to  the  Board  of  Supervision  ;  and, 
wbether  tbe  Government  intend  to  take 
any  measures  to  inaure  that  the  whole 
of  the  collections  should  be  applied  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  as  prescribed  by 
that  Act  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdoitald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities),  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  not  the  information  to  enable  him 
to  answer  the  Question  at  present,  and 
he  must  ask  tbe  hon.  Member  to  put  it 
down  again. 


Ma.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  any  information  aa  lo  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Sugar  Bounties 
Conference;  whether  an  opportunity  for 
discussion  will  be  afforded  to  Parliament 
before  definite  action  is  taken ;  what  is 
the  total  estimated  amount  of  the  bounty 
on  foreign  sugar  imported  into  this 
country ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
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impose  oonnteirailing  dutiM  for  thepro- 
teotion  of  sugar  coming  from  Bntieh 
Colonies  J 

Thb  under  8B0BETAET  of 
STATE  (Baron  HmmY  de  Works) 
(Lirerpool,  East  Toxteth} :  I  am  DOt  in 
a  position  to  give  an;  further  informa- 
tion as  to  the  progress  of  the  negotia- 
tions concerning  the  abolition  of  sugar 
bounties,  which  are  still  the  subject  of 
diplomatio  correspond  en  oe.  With  re- 
gard to  the  second  Question,  if  legisla- 
tion should  be  necesear;  ample  time  will 
be  given  for  considering  and  discuaaiug 
the  GonTSntion  before  suoh  legislation 
is  introduced.  Aa  to  the  amount  of 
bounty  on  su^at  imported  into  this 
country  there  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  that  point,  the  bounties 
mainly  arising  from  the  payment  of 
drawback  on  sugar  which  has  paid  no 
duty.  The  figures  could  not  accurately 
be  stated  without  making  a  special 
Bcport  on  the  subject.  It  would  not  be 
ezpedisnt  to  make  such  a  Beport  now, 
OS  it  necessarily  involves  questions  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Powers. 
The  understanding  arrived  at  by  tlie 
Powers  at  the  lost  meeting  of  the  Oon- 
ference  prevents  my  making  any  state- 
ment, in  reply  to  the  fourth  Question, 
from  which  any  iuference  can  be  drawn. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES]     BILL-ABANDONMENT    OF 

THE  LICENSING  CLAUSES. 

He.     ERNEST     SPENCER    (West 

Bromwich)  asked  the  President  of  the 

Local  Government  Board,  Whether  the 

abandonment  of  the  Licensing  Clauses 

of  the  Local  Qovernment  Bill  includes 

Clause    19,    which    gives    powers   to 

County  Councils  to  increase  licences  20 

per  cent  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Eitohik) 
^Towet  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's):  Yea  ;  it 
IS  proposed  to  withdraw  Cnause  19  from 
the  BOI. 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL-GEORGE  WIL- 
LLAMS,  A  PENSIONER. 
Ma.  AETHUB  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  report  in  2%t  TimM  newspaper  of 
April  21  last  of  the  case  "  £x.  partt 
George  Williams,"  in  which  application 
was  made  for  a  mandamvt  to  the  Gover- 
nor and  Oommiasioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
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pital  to  issue  their  warrant  for  payment 
to  the  applicant  of  certain  arrears  of 
pension ;  whether  the  Court,  as  therein 
stated,  intimated  their  opinion  that  the 
applicant  should  get  the  fiat  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  a  Petition  of 
Eight ;  and,  whether  such  a  proceed- 
ing could  be  adopted  without  cost? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiCHA»D  WEBSTBa)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
I  have  referred  to  the  report  of  the  case 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  in  7S# 
Timtt  newspaper  of  April  21  last.  As 
I  understand,  the  Court  did  not  express 
any  opinion;  but  pointed  out  that  the 
remedy  of  the  applicant,  if  any,  was  by 
Petition  of  Right.  It  is  thejlal  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  not  that  of  the  Attorney 
General,  that  is  required  in  these  oases. 
No  fee  is  payable  on  the  Petition  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  the  Home  Oifice,  or  to 
the  Attorney  General.  If  a  Petition  of 
Eight  will  lie  in  Williams'  cose,  he 
should  present  a  Petition  in  the  form 
prescribed  by  23  and  24  Viet,  o  34.  He 
can  present  such  Petition  himself,  or 
through  a  solicitor. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL—APPaOPRLl. 
TION  OF  FUNDS. 

Sib  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Firet  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  has  been 
taken  as  to  the  Wality  of  the  appro- 
priation of  some  of  the  funds  of  Green- 
wich Hospital,  which,  by  the  Charter  of 
the  Hospital,  should  be  devoted  to 
charitable  purposes,  to  the  payment  of 
men  of  the  Seamen  Pensioners  Eoserve 
Force,  who  are  virtually  a  portion  of 
the  Effective  Forces  of  the  Crown  ;  and, 
whether,  if  the  question  has  not  been 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers,  it  will 
be? 

The  FIRST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SmxH)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Question  as  to  the  legality  of  appropri- 
ating Greenwich  Hospital  Funds  to  the 
payment  of  Seamen  Pensioner  Reserve 
has  not  been  referred  by  the  Admiralty 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and 
there  is  no  prosent  intention  of  doiog 
BO.  The  Admiralty,  as  Trustees,  are 
empowered  under  Act  of  Parliament 
(Greenwich  Hospital  Act,  1866)  to 
grant  such  pensions  as  they  may  deem 
fit ;  but  such  pensions  must  be  legalised 
by  an  Order  ia  Oouncnl,  and  anoh  an 
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Order  has  be«n  obtained  for  the  grant 
of  these  particular  penBione,  and  there- 
ford  all  legal  foTDialities  have  been  met. 

RULES  AND  OBDEBS  OF  THIS  H0U8B— 
DIVieiONa 

CoWMEL  NOLAN  (Qalway  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the 
House  could  have  an  opportunity  of 
oonsideriDg  whether  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  unlock  the  Library  and  exit 
doors  of  the  Uain  Lobby  im mediately 
after  the  door  of  the  House  being  un- 
locked during  a  DiTision,  power  to  be 
reserved  to  Ur.  Speaker  to  keep  these 
dooTB  looked  for  any  special  Division  ; 
in  caae  of  a  disagreement  between  the 
Tellers,  Ur.  Speaker  to  decide  without 
a  second  Division  whioh  telling  should 
be  accepted  fay  the  House  as  correct, 
uaing,  if  he  eonsidered  it  advisable,  the 
Division  Lists  to  decide  the  difference? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Oovemment  are  not  aware  that  the  pie- 
sent  manner  of  taking  Divisions  in  this 
House  has  worked  unsatisfactorily ; 
aod  antil  the  Government  are  assured 
that  there  is  among  the  Members  of 
this  House  a  general  desire  for  some 
change  of  the  existing  arrangementa, 
they  are  not  prepared  to  take  the  steps 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, which  I  am  inclined  to  think  might 
occasion  considerable  inconvenience  to 
hon.  Members. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PEOCEDURE  (lEE. 

LAND)  ACT,  1887-IMPRISONMEKT  OF 

MR.  DILLON,  M.P. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  oopy  of  the  record  and  depositions  in 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  and  on  ap- 

SaI  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a 
ember  of  this  Honse,  sentenced  on  the 
2gth  nltimo,  at  Dundalk,  to  an  im- 
prisonment of  six  months  ?  I  should  be 
obliged  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  answer  me  now;  but  if  not,  of 
course,  I  shall  put  the  Question  on  the 
Paper  in  the  ordinary  way. 

The  chief  SECBETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BaIjFOUb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  object 
to  put  it  dQwn  on  th«  Paper,  as  it  is  a 


matter  of  some  importance,  and  requires 
consideration ;  and  I  would  remind  him 
that  the  course  he  asks  the  Government 
to  pursue  is  not  usual.  I  do  not  say  that 
it  is  wholly  without  precedent.  There 
are  certain  precedents  for  it,  but  they 
are  very  few  and  far  between.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  sensible  that, 
although  such  a  course  may  be  justifi- 
able in  some  oases,  it  ought  not  to  be 
generally  followed  ;  and  I  shall  be  glad 
if  he  will  give  the  special  reasons  why 
it  should  be  done  in  this  case ;  because, 
as  far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  the 
points  of  law  and  the  facts  which  were 
raised  at  this  trial  were  of  a  very  simple 
character. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  fear 
tLet  if  I  gave  the  special  reasons  now, 
it  would  be  your  duty,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
check  me,  so  that  I  am  afrua  I  cannot 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  is  aware  of  any  other  case  in  which 
a  prisoner,  condemned  to  six  months' 
imprisonment,  received,  before  leaving 
the  dock,  an  address,  signed  by  ISO 
Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  a  Question  in  reference 
to  an  answer  whioh  he  gave  me  yester- 
day  afternoon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  told  me  —  these  are  his 
words — 

"Tha  Court  of  Ezcheqaer  in  Dublin  had 
Bud  that  thero  clearly  wu  avidenoa  of  oon- 
Bpiracy  St  Commoii  Law.  I  see  by  tha  report* 
in  tha  papen  tO'ds^  that  the  Court  said  there 
might  be  evidence,  if  it  ware  fumiihed,  of  con- 
spiracy at  Common  Law." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  bis  aooount  last  night,  or  the 
aceount  which  appears  in  the  papers  of 
to-day,  is  correct  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR :  Of  course,  I 
answered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
night  from  suoh  telegraphic  information 
as  was  at  my  dieposal.  I  was  not  aware, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the 
Question  just  now,  that  there  was  any 
discrepancy  between  the  information 
which  I  gave  him  last  night  and  the  re- 
ports in  the  papers  of  today.  I  will, 
however,  inquire  into  the  matter,  and 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
authoritative  statement  with  regard  tQ 
it  to-morrow> 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUItT  (Derby)  r 
A  itij  or  two  ago  I  asksd  the  Ohief  Se- 
oretary  whether  there  was,  or  whether 
there  would  be,  any  other  eTidence  of 
the  Killeagh  trial  beeideB  that  which 
appeared  in  the  reports  in  the  public 
papers  of  that  trial ;  and,  after  referring 
to  the  Irish  Law  OfBoers,  he  told  me 
that  he  should  be  prepared  to  supple- 
ment the  evideaoe  which  had  appeared 
in  the  newapapers  on  that  subjeot.  I 
wieh  now  to  ask  him  whether  he  will 
supplement  the  eTidenoe,  as  he  said  he 
would  do  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Of  oourse,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection,  if  the 
right  hon.  (gentleman  will  take  the  usual 
course  of  placing  his  Question  upon  the 
Paper,  to  give  him  all  the  informatian 
in  my  power  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Might  I  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Oentl»- 
man  would  have  any  objection  to  lay* 
ing  on  the  Table  oleo  the  Judgment  of 
the  Judges  ?  ^ 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  That  is  a 
matter  as  to  which,  of  course,  I  will 
make  inquiry. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  will 
be  able  to  say  to-morrow  how  many 
prisoners  are  now  undergoing  terms  of 
imprisonment  in  Ireland  for  taking  part 
in  a  criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
induce  others  sot  to  do  what  the  law 
gives  them  a  right  to  do;  how  many 
of  these  prisoners  there  are ;  and,  whe- 
ther, 88  in  the  case  of  the  Milltown 
Malbay  prisoners  who  got  six  months 
for  refusing  to  sell  provisions,  the  Qo- 
vemment  will  consider  the  sentences 
in  the  light  of  a  recent  judicial  deci- 
sion ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  can  obtain  the  infoF' 
mation  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  desires  by  to-morrow  ;  but  I 
think  that  it  is  quite  possible— at  all 
events,  I  will  do  my  best — to  obtain 
it.  But  with  regard  to  the  action 
which  the  GoTemment  may  take  with 
regard  to  prisoners,  I  would  point  out 
that  if  they,  or  their  legal  advisers, 
think  that  they  are  wrongly  sentenced, 
they  have  their  remedy,  and  they  are 
wrong  if  they  have  not  appealed. 
There  is  no  one  more  competent  to 
know  that  that  is  the  case  than  the 
boD.  and  learned  Gentleman. 


Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  the 
sentences  to  which  he  referred  had 
been  confirmed  on  appeal. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    {IBELAND)-ME. 

KELLY,  COUNTY    OODRT  JUDGE   OF 

CLABE. 

Mr.  JOBDAN  (Otare,  W.)  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  No- 
tice. Had  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's 
attention  been  directed  to  reports  in 
some  of  the  morning  papers  of  a  dis- 
cussion which  occurred  at  the  Ennis 
Quarter  Sessions  yesterday,  when  Mr. 
Kelly,  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Clare,  advised  and  instructed  Colonel 
Turner,  Resident  Magistrate,  as  to  the 
course  he  should  pursue  with  reference 
to  political  meetings ;  and  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  (ientleman  whether  he 
considered  the  oourse  taken  by  lit. 
Kelly 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  JOBDAN :  I  gave  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  private  Notice  to-day. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  suffi- 
cient for  a  Question  of  that  kind.  It 
depends  upon  the  length  of  the  Notice. 

Mb.  JORDAN  said,  he  had  given  the 
earliest  possible  Notice  that  day. 
Order! 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

CUSTOMS  {WINE  DUTY)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Caurlntg,  Mr.  CAmnctUor  of  tki  Exthiqiur, 

iff.  Jaeinn.) 

[bill  293.]      THIBD   BEADinO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  that  the  existing  system  of  Wine 
Duties  was  introduced  nearly  80  years 
ago,  after  the  total  abolition  of  ad 
valortm  duties  on  all  imports,  and  wine 
of  a  low  value  was  taxed  at  the  same 
amount  as  wine  of  a  high  value.  The 
system  of  imposing  ad  valorem  duties  not 
only  in  regard  to  wine,  but  in  reference 
to  many  other  q^iioles  upon  whiQh  dutieii 
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wen  levied,  had  fallen  into  utter  dis- 
repnte,  and  be  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  to  rovert 
l>aok  to  that  S3ratem,  and  disturb  the 
Wine  Duties  for  the  small  amount  of 
revenue  which  would  be  obtained.  The 
change  would  result  in  a  great  inter- 
ference with  trade,  and  would  give  rise 
to  muoh  heartburning  and  dissatisfac- 
tion. It  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  great 
regret  that  Parliament  should  be  aeked 
to  return,  even  as  to  one  article,  to 
a  system  which  had  been  unanimously 
got  rid  of  a  good  many  years  ago.  He 
regretted  that  he  was  not  present  when 
the  debate  in  Committee  took  place,  or 
he  should  have  tried  then  to  give  prac- 
tical effect  to  what  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
say  now ;  but  the  dieouesion  was  not 
brought  on  until  half-past  12  o'clock, 
and  he  had  been  told  that  it  would  not 
be  taken  after  midnight.  He  was  sorry 
that  this  change  had  been  proposed  by 
hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohaaoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  had  always  been 
regarded  as  a  sound  financier,  especially 
on  questions  of  trade  and  revenue. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patui. 


SUPPLY— ARMY   ESTIMATES. 
%\smjY—9otuid»red  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  Uotion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Thst  a  iDin,  not  eiceedioK  £1,410,000,  be 
eranted  to  Uar  Uajeitf ,  to  demy  the  Chuge 
for  tbo  So^pljr  and  Repair  of  Warlike  and  other 
Btorei,  whiott  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
daring  the  year  ending  on  tbs  Slat  day  of 
Uaroh  1889.'^ 

Mb.  HANBtTEY  (Preston)  said,  he 
had  placed  a  Uotion  on  the  Paper  to 
reduce  the  Vote  fay  the  sum  of  £1,000 
in  respect  of  lospection  and  Proof  of 
Stores,  and  the  beet  authority  which  he 
had  for  the  action  which  he  was  taking 
in  the  matter  was  the  very  able  Report 
which  had  been  presented  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  Qeneral  himself.  Another 
reason  for  bringing  forward  the  matter 
was  that  amidst  the  glut  of  Oommisaions 
inquiring  into  every  possible  subject,  the 
value  of  the  information  obtained  was 
not  even  noticed  by  Ministers  them- 
selves. They  had  evidence  of  that  the 
other  da^,  when  Lord  Woliele^  gave 
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evidence  before  a  Commission  presided 
over  by  Sir  James  Stephen  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  defences  of  the  country,  and 
yet  the  evidence  given  by  Lord  Wolseley 
did  not  appear  to  have  been  seen  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.  A  further  rea- 
son was  that  while  the  right  hon.  and 
learnod  Gentleman  tbe  Judge  Advocate 
Qeneral  brought  forward  some  astound- 
ing facts,  he  had  sugared  them  over  so 
carefully  with  excuses  and  apologies  for 
the  miademeauance  that  he  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  hoped  even  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  would  not 
object  to  his  pressing  the  subject  upon 
his  notice.  Seeing  that  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  found  that  acts  of  the 
gravest  character  committed  hy  the 
officials  in  the  Store  Department  at 
Woolwich  were  done  from  the  purest 
motives,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  glad  if  he 
were  to  press  upon  him  that  the  public 
also  had  some  little  interest  in  the 
matter.  It  was  well  known  that  even 
the  high  officials  carefully  abstained  from 
granting  the  stores  which  the  publio  re- 
quired, and  yet  had  cleverly  succeeded 
in  obtaining  rewards  and  pensions  for 
themselves.  What  was  it  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  obliged 
to  report?  He  reported  that  the  ordi- 
nary accoutrements,  especially  equip- 
menta  for  war  and  the  saddlery  sup- 
plied to  the  Army,  were  literally  in 
a  rotten  state ;  go  wherever  they 
might  iu  the  great  purchasing  Depart- 
ment they  would  find  the  same  grave 
eoandals  going  on,  and  the  officials  pre- 
pared to  make  the  same  stale  excuses. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  tbe  charac- 
ter of  some  of  the  bad  stores  on  which 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  reported. 
There  were  bad  traces,  bad  saddle  flaps, 
bad  wallets,  bad  valises,  bad  saddlery 
of  all  kinds,  and  leather  laces  for  sea 
aerviee.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  leather  was 
bad,  and  the  stitching  a  great  deal 
worse,  un waxed  thread  having  been 
used,  or,  being  waxed,  tbe  thread  was 
bad.  It  must  be  recollected  that  these 
were  etoree  which  meant  not  only  loss  of 
money,  but,  if  war  were  to  happen,  a 
much  greater  disaster — namely,  loss  of 
life  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  In  addition 
to  the  stores  he  had  mentioned  there 
were  many  others,  such  as  pack-saddles, 
most  of  which  had  straw  in  the  place  of 
hair,  and  what  hair  there  was  in  theni 
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ladeed,  it  was  admitted  that   Qovernment — namelj,  Rosa  and  Oom- 


the  hair  in  the  pack-saddles  was  only 
worth  half  the  price  of  the  hair  fkej 
ought  to  oontain.  These  thiuKS  were 
passed  into  Woolwich  Store  Depart- 
ment oa  au  enormous  scale.  He  was 
told  there  were  18,000  of  these  pack- 
saddles  at  one  time  or  another;  and 
of  Oaralr;  saddles  of  one  patfern — 
that  of  1884— there  were  over  3,500. 
What  was  found  worse  than  that  was 
the  fao.t  that  it  was  clearly  brought  out 
in  the  Beport  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  that  the  Qovernment  standard 
itself  was  very  low  for  these  things,  and 
that  they  did  not  require  for  the  Public 
Service  the  good  article  they  ought  to 
get.  Not  only  was  the  supply  bad,  but 
the  samples  were  bad  also,  because, 
bad  oa  the  samples  were,  the  articles 
passed  into  Woolwich  were  not  adequate 
to  fulfil  the  low  requirements  specified. 
He  had  spoken  hitherto  of  manufac- 
tured articles ;  but  he  would  turn  now 
to  unmanufactured  articles.  Surely  it 
was  easy  enough  for  the  Qovernment  to 
procure  unmanufactured  articles  of  good 
quality.  Nevertheless,  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate Qeneral  reported  in  regai^  to  the 
hides  passed  into  Woolwich — 

■•In  the  begutninc  of  IS8S,  11  ipecimena 
were  selected.  Haviag  looked  at  a  great  many 
of  the  hides  in  the  stores,  I  thiok  Qia  1 1  ta^en 
were  a  fair  sample,  H  not  of  the  vhole  de- 
liTery,  of  a  very  large  portion  of  it." 

That  was  of  all  he  had  seen.  What  was 
the  re^rt  of  the  Qovernment  as  to  the 
condition  of  those  hides  ?  In  fact,  the 
price  of  glucose  had  gone  up  lately  in 
consequence  of  the  qnantity  put  into  the 
Government  stores.  The  best  specimen 
showed  7'20  per  cent  of  glucose,  while 
eight  showed  over  20  per  cent,  and  the 
two  worst  2S'20  per  cent.  The  question 
arose — "  How  did  such  things  find  their 
way  into  the  Government  stores  at  alt  ?  " 
He  was  not  dealing  with  a  small  amount 
of  stores,  but  with  stores  passed  in  in 
large  numbers,  the  badness  of  which 
in  a  case  of  war  would  involve  a  serious 
loss  of  life  of  our  troops.  But  he  would 
go  further  than  that.  He  wanted  to 
place  the  matter  on  the  fairest  possible 
ground,  and,  therefore,  he  would  take 
the  Government's  own  pet  firm — the 
best  firm  on  the  list — and  »iow  how  that 
firm  did  the  work.  He  would  take,  too, 
not  only  the  best  fina  dealing  with  the 
War  Offioe,  but  the  firm  which  dealt 
largely  with  other  Departments  of  ike 
Mr.  Stmbta-g 


pany,  of  Bermondsey.  These  were  the 
words  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General — 

"  They  are  now  by  far  the  largest  oontracton 
for  aupptying  accoatrementi  to  the  Qovera- 
meat.  Durioff  the  five  years  ending  March,  1867. 
tliey  liave  had  £6  contracts  and  supplied 
l,B37,Z7i  articles.  The  firm  of  Messrs.  lUaa 
get  b;  far  the  largest  share  of  bosinass  from 
the  Qovernment— in  (act,  three  times  more 
than  any  other  firm." 

This  was  only  in  regard  to  some  portion 
of  the  contracts  sent  in,  and  referred 
simply  to  accoutrements.  Messrs.  Boss 
sent  in  an  enormous  amount  of  saddlery 
and  other  articles,  and  the  oontraots  ob- 
tained by  other  firms  were  largely  sup- 
plied by  Messrs.  Boss.  The  next 
largest  contractors  were  the  firm  of 
Messrs  Fulman,  and  it  was  in  evidence 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  articles  sent 
in  by  Messrs.  Futman  were  realty  sup- 
plied by  Messrs.  Boss.  These  two  firms 
together  supplied  the  Government  at 
Woolwich  with  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
of  their  requirements,  and  they  did  work 
not  only  for  the  War  Office,  but  for  the 
Post  Office,  the  Colonies,  and  India.  In 
regard  to  the  Admiralty,  a  representa- 
tive of  Ueasrs.  Boss  was  asked — 

"  Are  they  more  partioolar  at  the  Admiralty 
than  they  are  here  ?  No ;  tha  ioipeaUoo  is 
mat  the  same. — They  do  not  reject  more  there  F 
No  i  tbe  InspectioD  is  Just  about  the  same." 

They  had  the  fact  that  this  large  firm 
sent  in  to  Woolwich  a  large  quantity  of 
goods  for  the  Public  Service ;  and  yet,  in 
regard  to  many  of  those  goods,  they 
were  furnished  by  middlemen,  notwitli- 
Btanding  that  there  was  a  distinct  rule 
at  the  War  Office  that  tha  articles  sup- 
plied ought  to  be  only  bought  from  the 
manufacturers,  and  not  from  the  middle* 
men.  He  could  not  see  why  that  rale 
had  not  been  observed  in  this  case,  and 
he  thought  the  facta  be  had  mentioned 
proved  that  there  was  no  great  reason 
why  the  Government  should  go  out  of 
their  way  to  select  middlemen.  But, 
while  they  were  middlemen  in  regard 
to  all  manufactured  articles,  they  were 
also  sweaters,  and  sweaters  of  the  very 
worst  kind.  There  had  been  startling 
evidence  recently  given  before  a  Com- 
mittee in  "  another  place,"  Evidence 
had  been  given  in  regard  to  tha  ac- 
coutrements supplied  to  the  Army  by 
three  firms,  and  every  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses singled  out  Boss  and  Oo.  a>  the 
very  worst  sweaters   iu   Senuondsey. 
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John   Thorn  at    If  orris,    Aimy   amith, 
said — 

"  The  ftCMntrement  basmaM  hod  eome  under 
his  notice  for  the  last  16  yiwn.  Al  Beoratsry 
of  the  S^ddlerr  Trade  Society ,  he  had  seen  the 
miserable  reeatU  of  the  loweruiK  of  iragea.  He 
refamd  partiouUrly  to  Roaa  and  Co.,  of  Qnnge 
Road,  BrrmondBe/.  Ths  net  reanlt  wa<  bad 
work  for  tbe  Government,  hard  work  for  the 
worken,  and  richei  tor  the  tveaien. " 
John  Ooire;,  hameBs-maker,  stated  that 
the  practice  was  for  Goremmeiit  oou- 
tractors  to  set  estimates  from  aub-con- 
troctoFB,  and  then  give  out  the  work  to 
Ihose  who  made  the  lowest  tender. 
Ross  and  Co.  began  to  employ  girls  in 
their  place,  to  whom  they  paid  less  than 
the  sweaters  received.  Arnold  Wbight 
pointed  out  that  Bermondsey,  the  head- 
qoartera  of  Uessrs.  Rosa,  the  hours 
were  from  6  a.m.  to  10  p.m.  He  also 
declared  that  Uessrs.  Rosa  were  the 
worst  aweatera  he  was  aoqu^nted  with. 
Other  aweatera  paid  men  Si.  Sd.  for 
blocking  and  aewing  12  cartridge 
pooches  for  the  Navy.  It  took  three 
and  B-half  hours  to  make  one.  Boss 
had  them  made  in  hia  workahopa  for 
li.  9i.  a  doKen  by  women.  The  taread 
was  inferior,  because  tbe  workpeople 
had  to  buy  it.  The  Oovemment,  aa  a 
rule,  ought  to  be  very  careful  how  they 
gave  out  these  contracts,  and  ahould 
make  them  only  with  the  men  who  did 
the  work.  The  Director  of  Oontracta 
knew  very  well  what  he  was  doing,  and 
that  GoTemment  official  himself  said  in 
hia  fiTidenoe — 

' '  The  speoificationH  deacriba  the  Terj  beat 
•ort  of  leather,  and  I  think  there  ia  no  donbt 
whatever  that  inoh  a  kind  could  not  be  pnr- 
chased  for  the  pricsithe  Qovemment  pay." 
It  came  out  in  the  eyidenoe  of  Hr. 
Southey  that  at  the  time  of  the  Orimean 
War  the  beat  kind  of  leather  waa  aop' 

8 lied  to  the  OoTomment.  Now,  the 
rdnance  Department,  in  their  apedfi' 
cationa,  describe  the  very  best  class  of 
leather,  but  take  it  at  a  price  at  which 
no  manufacturer  oould  poasibly  sell  it 
at  a  profit.  Even  sweaters  would  not 
oblige  the  Gbvemment  out  of  pure 
patriotism. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stahhofb)  (Liocolnahire, 
Homoastle)  said,  he  underatood  the 
hon.  Ifember  intended  to  confine  hia 
remarks  to  the  hides. 

Hs.  HANfiURY  said,  he  waa  re- 
ferring to  the  hides.  The  Qoremment 
official  called  it  leather,  whether  it  was 
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hides  or  not ;  but  even  the  sweaters  did 
not  send  articles  in  at  a  low  price  in 
order  to  oblige  the  Qovemment.  Nor 
were  they  paaaed  in  by  the  Government 
▼iawera  out  of  the  highest  and  purest 
motiTe.  All  this  was  a  question,  as  the 
Judge  Advocate  Qener^  said,  not  of 
motives,  but  of  facts.  The  best  course 
was  to  judge  by  the  facts,  and  when  the 
facts  were  ascertained,  to  see  whether 
the  motives  were  of  the  true  and  high 
charaotsr  which  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  maintained  they  were.  How 
was  it  possible  for  goods  such  as  these 
to  be  passed  in  wholesale  from  auch  a 
firm  as  tbia?  He  would  ahow  how  some 
of  the  firms  were  treated  by  the  Bireotor 
of  Contracts.  One  of  the  witneeaee  said 
they  got  special  orders  j  whenever  any- 
thing was  wanted  in  a  hurry,  they  went 
to  Ross's.  That  meant  that  for  any- 
thing that  could  not  ba  carefully  in- 
spected, they  were  to  go  to  Roas  and 
Company.  Of  course  competition  was 
sometimes  necesaary.  The  job  would 
be  far  too  great  if  these  things  were 
always  got  in  a  hurry.  But,  then, 
Ross  and  Company  were  placed  upon 
a  limited  list  of  firms.  He  protested 
against  such  an  arrangement,  and  he 
hoped  that  in  future  the  House  would 
insist  that  there  should  be  no  aoch 
thing.  But  Ross  and  Company  were 
something  more  than  put  upon  a  fa- 
voured and  limited  list  of  contractors. 
They  had  special  knowledge ;  and  in 
dealing  with  a  Qovemment  Department, 
knowledge  was  power.  They  knew  the 
fashion  in  which  the  Qovemment  work 
was  conducted.  They  were  acquainted 
with  aome  of  the  peculiarities  in  the 
work,  and  they  were  well  aware  of  the 
strength  and  un business-like  fashion  in 
which  the  Government  did  this  work. 
Uoreover,  they  were  acquainted  with 
their  own  special  manner  of  passing 
i  nto  the  Gover  nm  entEatabliahmenta  their 
own  bad  articles.  He  would  give  an 
instance  to  show  some  of  the  apeoial 
knowledge  they  had.  As  old  contrac- 
tors, they  were  acquainted  with  the 
fact  that  the  specifications,  according 
to  which  articles  were  ordered,  tbe  sale 
pattern,  and  tbe  sample  according  to 
which  they  were  to  be  tested,  were  very 
different  things  in  these  wonderful  Go- 
vemcnent  Establishments.  They  also 
knew  the  fact,  which  outsiders  did  not 
know,  that  though  these  apeeificationa 
were  excellent,  they  were  in  many  sues 
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had  to  pass  in  and  test  the  articles.  He 
would  take  a  case — the  ooae  of  hides, 
whioh  was  quoted  by  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  himself — which  was  the 
question  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  anxious  he  should  lay  stress  upon. 
Id  the  ease  of  hides  the  Judge  Advocate 
Qeneral  said :  — 

"  Prime,  •oand,  Bogliih-dresied  leather,  oak 
bark  taona^,  DlesD,  level,  of  good  oolour, 
well  Bhaven,  dieased,  and  in  a  perfectly  dry 

That  was  the  kind  of  thing  we  had  to 
pay  for,  or  rather  ought  to  pay  for ; 
but  what,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  the 
thtQ^  passed  in  at  the  Qoveroment  Es- 
tabhshments  7  Two  experts  pronounced 
a  sealed  pattern  as  "  shocking  and  could 
not  be  worse ;  wretched,  and  as  bad  as 
anything  oould  be."  What  did  the 
Judge  Advooate  Qeneral  himself  say  in 
regard  toaparticularaamplef  He  said — 
"  It  had  been  in  nee  dnce  1873,  and  had  evi- 
dently received  rough  handling.  There  were 
a  good  many  of  i*hat  were  called  butcher'i  oati 
in  it,  and  sIk  warble  holea— that  waa  holei 
mada  by  grnba  in  the  cattle." 

That  was  the  kind  of  article  sent  in  as 
saddlery  to  the  Qtivernment  Establish- 
ments and  tested  by  viewers.  There 
was  a  sealed  pattern  kept  by  the  Go- 
vernment; but  he  was  told  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  many  oases,  where 
Boss  and  Company  passed  in  their  goods, 
the  sealed  pattern  had  not  been  taken 
at  all,  but  that  the  sample  was  taken 
from  the  list  supplied  by  the  contractors 
themselves.  Even  that  was  not  enough, 
end  outsiders  were  altogether  unable  to 
know  that  the  rules  were  being  broken. 
There  was  one  thing  upon  which  the 
Judge  Advooate  General  had  reported 
strongly.  In  some  instanoea  the  Go- 
vernment viewer  had  to  plod  wearily 
through  every  single  artiole.  It  was 
not  sufficient  to  examine  one,  and  if  it 
was  bad  to  decline  to  take  the  rest ;  but 
if  the  viewer  found  that  the  first  20  were 
bad,  he  had  still  to  go  through  the 
whole,  before  he  would  be  justified  in 
rejeoting  a  single  one.  In  the  case  of  i 
hides,  there  was  a  rule  that  every  one 
of  them  should  weigh  from  22  lbs.  to 
23  lbs.,  that  was  to  be  the  average 
weight;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
hides  were  weighed  in  a  lump,  with 
the  result  that  some  of  them  only 
weighed  one-half  what  they  ought  to 
have  weighed.  What  did  the  test  of, 
Mr.  Banbury 


aeoertmned;  but  one  quarter  of  them  had 
the  weight  mode  up  to  a  large  extent  of 
gluoose.  The  only  teat  of  that  gln- 
ooee  ID  the  Government  Establishment 
was  its  weight.  Ibere  was  no  chemical 
or  scientific  test  whatever  at  the  con- 
tractor's own  works,  nor  was  there  any 
scientific  test  at  the  Store  Department 
of  the  Government.  The  Government 
officials  were  not  even  allowed  to  put  a 

firaotical  test  to  the  hides  when  de- 
ivered,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  quan- 
tity of  gluoose,  although  some  were 
as  full  of  glucose  as  they  could  well 
be,  as  was  plainly  obaervatjle  from 
the  sweet  smell  of  the  sugar.  When 
tasted,  some  of  these  hides  were  as 
sweet  as  sugar;  but  the  officials  of 
the  Ordoance  Department  maintained 
that  they  should  not  be  so  tested,  and 
the  hides  were  continued  to  be  tested  by 
weight,  instead  of  any  more  sdentifio 
test.  He  thought  that  showed  pretty 
well  the  system  under  which  these 
articles  were  passsd  in.  He  would  now 
show  the  way  in  which  the  system  was 
administered.  Everything  depended 
upon  whom  the  people  were  who  tested 
and  viewed  the  articles  whenever  thecon- 
tractorsendeavouredto  pass  them  in.  The 
Inspector  who  was  responsible  for  these 
things  was  a  man  who  had  been  brought 
from  the  office  of  the  oontraotors  them- 
selves. He  had  been  in  the  employment 
of  the  contractors  ever  since  he  was  a 
boy,  his  father  bad  been  in  the  same 
employment  for  30  years,  and  he  had  a 
brother-in-law  also  connected  with  the 
firm.  And  that  was  the  man  brought 
in  as  Head  of  the  Department  to  inspect 
the  goods  passed  in  by  Boas  and  Oo. 
Not  content  in  making  him  Inspector 
of  the  articles  sent  in  by  Boss  and  Co., 
contrary  to  all  precedent  he  had  a  double 
appointment  given  to  him,  and  was 
made  Inspector  of  Saddlery,  so  that  he 
had  to  inspect  the  saddlery  sent  in  by 
the  same  firm  of  which  he  had  been  so 
long  a  servant.  It  might  be  thought 
that  this  man  had  been  brought  in  to 
inspect  the  contraotor's  work  on  aoooant 
of  great  knowledge  and  technical  skill 
in  that  direction ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  man,  to  begin 
with,  was  of  no  eduoation  at  all.  The 
Directors  of  Contracts,  Ur.  Nepean,  said 
he  thought  that  this  man,  Mr.  Spioe, 
was  not  sufficiently  educated  for  the  ap- 
pointment.    Then,  possibly,  he  was  a 
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man  of  technical  kaoirledge  and  had  a 
large  acquaintance  with  the  bind  of 
articles  he  had  to  ieapeot.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Judge  Adrocnte  Qeneral 
himself  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
of  Mr.  Spice's  merits,  and  Spioe  himself 
had  carefully  passed  over  and  had  re- 
fused to  appoint  as  viewers,  two  men 
who  were  responsible  for  bringing  these 
scandals  to  light.  He  bad  passed  them 
over,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  not 
fit  for  the  work,  and  had  made  them 
deputy  vieverB.  But  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  said  that  the  opinion  of 
the  men  he  had  refused  to  appoint  was 
worth  a  great  deal  more  than  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Inspector  himself.  They 
were  told  that  it  was  necessary  to  go  for 
an  Inspector  to  Uessrs.  Ross,  because 
buff  articles  were  brought  in  under  the 
head  of  accoutrements,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  necessary  to  go  to  one  of  the  five 
firms  which  supplied  buff  articles,  in 
order  to  get  a  knowledge  of  bu£F.  But, 
unfortunately  for  that  contention,  while 
Bpice  was  at  Messrs.  Boss's,  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  buff  at  all,  but  had 
only  been  foreman  of  the  men  who  cut 
out  black  leather — a  totally  different 
thing  in  every  possible  respect.  Then, 
how  came  such  a  man  as  this  to  be  ap- 
pointed ?  because  he  thought  it  wae  a 
matter  the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to 
follow  up.  It  was  a  matter  of  impor- 
tance to  ascertain  who  was  responsible  in 
a  Gloverument  Establishment  for  ap- 
pointing a  man  to  test  articles  who 
came  from  the  cootractora  who  supplied 
the  articles,  and  who  was  proved  not  to 
have  the  special  knowledge  that  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  discharge  of 
that  duty.  It  was  highly  desirable  that 
they  should  trace  home  the  responsibility 
to  the  man  who  had  appointed  him.  The 
Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  in  his  Report, 
too,  carefully  screened  the  head  man 
of  all,  the  Director  of  Contracts.  The 
Director  said  that  he  did  not  recommend 
this  man.  Now,  he  (Ur.  Hanbury)  did 
not  wish  to  put  his  own  gloss  upon  the 
matter,  but  he  would  read  two  answers 
which  had  been  given  in  the  evidence.  It 
would  appear  that,  when  the  appoint- 
ment was  decided  upon,  there  were  47 
or  48  applicants.  Tiiis  was  Question 
4,207— 

"  PoTty>Hven  or  4S  ii  what  has  been  stated  ia 
evidenos ;  joa  mv  48  f — Aboat  that  namber. 

4,208.  What  happened  next  f— The  repUea 
to  the  adfertUemeot   were  then   sent   by  me 

(he  War  Office  and   were  paaaed  by   the 


ifficientlf  educated  for  the  appoiet- 
ment.  The  five  names  were  thoo  sent  to  me  for 
my  report,  uod  I  have  brought  here  with  me  a 
little  memuraodum,  which,  perhaps.  I  might 
refer  to,  ahowin);  why  theiie  different  people 
were  rejected.  (The  witness  referred  to  the 
memorandum.)  The  five  namee  which  were 
9nloct«d  and  sent  to  me  were  Spice,  Thompson, 
Jlayno,  First  Class  Staff  eergeant  Hawkins, 
Army  Service  Corps,  and  R.  Hay,  Then 
Mr.  Nepean  reportea  that,  failingthe  four  latter 
names,  he  saw  no  alternative  but  tu  fall  baok 
upon  Spice,  but  he  did  not  altogether  concur  in 
the  appointment.  'Then  Thompson  we  knew 
nothing  about  at  all." 

Now,  Mr.  Nepean  was  Director  of  Con> 
tracts,  and  he  wanted  to  know  why  on 
earth  the  Director  of  Oontracta,  whose 
duty  was  simply  to  give  out  contracts, 
should  interfere,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, in  the  appointment  of  an  In- 
spector, whose  duty  it  wae  to  ascertain 
whether  the  articles  were  good  ?  The 
man  who  gave  out  the  coutraots  ought 
to  score  the  dischai^e  of  his  duties 
there,  and  should  have  nothlDr  more  to 
do  with  the  matter.  Certainly,  it  was 
improper  that  he  should  interfere  in 
the  appointment  of  a  man  in  the  posi- 
tion which  Mr.  Spice  held,  and  especially 
that  he  should  appoint  a  man  who  had 
long  been  in  the  employment  of  the  firm 
which  supplied  the  contracts.  This  was 
how  the  appointment  was  made.  From 
the 48  names,  Mr.  Nepean  selected  five; 
one  of  them  was  Mr.  May,  who  was 
working  at  Uessrs.  Ross  at  that  mo- 
ment ;  another  man  was  Mr.  Uayne,  in 
the  employment  of  Almond,  who  had 
the  Indian  contract;  the  third  was  a 
man  named  Thompson,  of  whom  Mr. 
Nepean  said  he  knew  nothing  what- 
ever ;  the  fourth  was  Hawkins,  of  whom 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  had  very 
unsatisfactorily  spoken.  Spice  wae 
the  fifth.  Having  selected  these  five, 
the  Director  of  Oontraots  said  that  he 
had  no  other  choice  than  to  fall  baok 
upon  Spice,  because  none  of  the  rest 
were  good  for  anything.  Therefore,  he 
reluctantly  felt  bound  to  appoint  Spice, 
although  he  did  come  from  the  con- 
tractors who  supplied  the  articles.  That 
was  how  the  matter  was  worked.  It 
was  not  sufficient,  however,  to  have  an 
Inspector  who  came  from  Messrs.  Roes. 
It  was  also  necessary  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  viewers  who  worked  under  him 
should  also  come  from  the  same  firm 
of  contractors.  No  sooner  had  Spies 
2  £3 
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received  the  double  appointment  of  In- 
spector of  Contracts  and  Inspector  of 
Saddlery,  than  he  set  about  to  get 
active  viewers  brougrht  in  from  the  firm 
of  Boas  and  Co.  The  first  man  of  those 
whom  he  appointed  as  viewer  was  a 
man  named  Hawkins,  who  had  been 
dismissed  from  Government  employ- 
ment some  years  before  for  having, 
while  in  their  employment,  taken  sub- 
contracts with  a  man  named  Curtis  from 
Boss  and  Co.,  and  carefully  arranged 
that  his  own  goods  should  be  passed 
into  the  Government  Departments.  It 
was  upon  that  ground  that  he  was  dis- 
missed, and  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral mentioned  the  estraordinary  in- 
ability of  Hawkins  to  tell  the  truth, 
and  declared  that  his  evidence  was  ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory.  Hawkins  was 
described  by  a  quartermaster  as  a  man 
whom  he  woula  not  trust  a  snap  of 
the  fingers.  Now,  Sergeant  Hawkins 
was  the  only  man  dismissed  by  the 
Qovemment  in  consequence  of  these 
scandals  ;  and  he  was  told,  although  it 
was  hardly  credible,  that  the  man  had 
appealed  to  the  Secretar;^  of  State,  who 
had  sent  him  back  again.  Was  that 
the  fact  ? 

Mb.  £.  STANHOPE  said,  be  was  not 
prepared  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man until  he  rose  to  reply  to  the  whole 
of  his  speech. 

Mk.  ^.  P.  SINCLAIE  (Falkirk, 
&o.)  asked,  would  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  inform  the  House  when  the  first 
appointment  of  Spice  had  been  made  ? 

Mb.  HANBUBY  said,  be  had  been 
in  the  employment  of  the  Qtivein- 
ment  for  some  years,  commencing 
about  1880.  In  addition  to  Hawkins, 
there  was  a  man  working  under  Messrs. 
Bossasasub-director  and  assistant  to  the 
Commissary  General,  Colonel  Bawnsley, 
who  had  himself  described  this  man  as 
a  sweater  of  the  very  lowest  type.  In 
addition,  there  was  a  man  named  Biden, 
whose  father  was  working  at  Messrs. 
Ross's  at  the  time  of  his  appointment, 
and  who  himself  came  from  the  same 
firm.  Not  content  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  men  as  viewers,  other 
persons  were  brought  in  to  act  as  tem- 
porary viewers — such  as  Lawson,  Pipe, 
and  Woodbridga,  one  of  whom  was  a 
nephew  of  Spice,  and  knew  nothing  of 
the  work  he  bad  to  inspect.  Even  that 
was  not  enough.  It  was  not  8u£Scieut 
to  have  these  men  passing  in  the  Go- 
yemment  goods,  but  the  rule  which  was 
Mr.  Havibury 
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observed  in  all  other  Government  Es- 
tablishments in  order  to  provide  a  check 
was  broken  in  this  instance.  In  other 
Government  Establishments  the  viewer 
was  required  to  put  his  mark  upon  the 
goods  which  he  passed,  so  that  if  bad 
things  were  passed  in  there  would  be 
some  responsibility,  and  it  would  be 
known  who  passed  them  in.  But  in 
this  blissful  EstablishmsDt  there  was 
nothing  of  that  kind ;  no  viewer  waa 
required  to  put  a  mark  upon  the  goods, 
and  the  result  was  that  bad  things  were 
passed  in,  and  there  was  no  responsi- 
bility whatever.  But  that  was  not  all. 
It  was  not  sufficient  even  to  do  business 
in  that  way,  and  he  should  have  to  go  a 
little  further  than  that.  As  a  rule,  he 
was  told  that  manufactured  articles,  such 
as  collars,  should  be  sent  in  half-made, 
so  that  the  authorities  should  be  able  to 
see  whether  they  were  stuffed  with  straw 
or  hair,  and  in  that  way  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  Government  got  the  things  for 
which  they  paid  their  money.  That 
rule  was  invariably  broken  in  this  Esta- 
blishment. One  of  the  witnesses  named 
Chase  said  that  the  specification  required 
the  contractor  to  submit  collars  in  a  half- 
finished  state,  without  hair,  facings,  and 
cream-coloured  duck  lining.  These  wero 
not  submitted,  because  women  took 
them  away  to  sew  the  cream  drill  linings 
on,  and  returned  them  to  be  stuBed. 
Things  were  therefore  passed  in  without 
any  opportunity  being  afi'ordad  to  judge 
of  anything  except  the  outside,  and  in 
that  way  collars  stuffed  with  straw  in- 
stead of  hair  were  sent  in.  The  inge- 
nuity manifested  by  the  Government 
contractor  and  the  officials  working  to- 
gether was  positively  marvellous.  In 
many  instances,  the  viewers  actually 
went  to  the  contractor's  own  yards  in 
order  to  pass  the  things  in,  Of  the 
3,S00  saddles  of  the  pattern  ef  1884, 
1,000  were  passed  at  Boss's  own  works. 
One  of  the  witnesses  was  asked  to  pasa 
them,  and  his  reply  was  tliat  Mr.  Plun- 
kett  went  down  to  pass  them ;  but  Mr. 
Plunkett  was  not  an  Inspector  of  Leather 
at  the  time.  Captain  Plunkett  had 
been  Inspector  of  Saddlery,  but  had 
been  superseded  because  be  was  not  up 
to  the  work,  and  forother  reasons.  But 
when  it  became  necessary  to  pasa  100 
of  these  3,500  new  saddles,  Captain 
Plunkett  was  found  good  enough  to 
be  called  back  and  sent  to  the  contrao- 
tor's  own  works,  and  Captain  Plunkett, 
a   superseded  official,  aotuall;|r  passed 
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them  ID.  Bat  the  story  did  not  end 
there.  It  was  not  sufficient  to  have  the 
contractot's  own  men  in  the  EstabliRh- 
ment,  but  it  wan  neceesaij  to  have  a 
oontraotor  himself  present  in  the  De- 
partment. One  of  the  witnessee,  Dunn, 
said  that  Mr.Tomlin,  the  principal  pait- 
nei  in  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Boss  and  uom- 
pany,  was  continually  there.  Chaae, 
another  'witness,  was  asked  whether 
8pice  sent  for  him  to  show  what  was 
rejected,  and  his  reply  was — 

"  Very  liltely ;  he  bM  been  ia  three  or  four 
timea  a- week,  and  up  in  Spice's  officii ;  we  gece- 
ToUy  uied  to  leava  him  in  the  offioa  with  nim." 

The  same  witness  was  asked — 

■ '  Used  he  to  watch  yoii  riawiiig  F— He  used 
to  come  round  the  shop. 

"When  thiagi  were  heing  viewed  t — Yes. 

Hia  own  articles  F— Yes. 

Did  you  condemQ  them  s  third  time  f — Yes. 
I  condemned  them  till  I  did  not  see  any  more 
ol  them  1  we  had  heaps  of  tham  each  side  of  ui. 
Ur.  Tomlin  o«me  to  Embledon's  board,  and  he 
said  :  *  If  you  go  on  in  thia  way  you  will  ruin 


hod  >trat_ .      

Who  did  he  say  that  to  P— He  said  it  for  all 

Did  yoo  hear  it  P— Yes ;  i  could  not  bo  off 
hearing  it." 

80  much  for  the  lelstions  between  the 
contractors  and  the  Qovemmeut  officials. 
The  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  very  inno- 
cently said  there  could  have  beeu  no 
jobbery  possible,  beoauae  when  he  came 
to  look  at  the  Beturn  he  found  that 
Messrs.  Boss  had  almost  as  many 
articles  rejected  by  the  viewers  as  other 
contractors.  Now,  that  statement  re- 
quired a  little  examination,  and  he 
tiioueht  it  would  be  found  that  it  told  in 
a  different  direction.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  apparent,  even  to  the  meanest  in- 
telligence, that  it  was  Hocessary  to  have 
a  fair  proportion  of  goods  rejected,  or 
else  even  the  authorities  in  the  Qovern- 
ment  Establishment  might  get  sus- 
picious. In  addition  to  thia  note,  he 
might  mention  that  Bobs  and  Company 
were  not  the  only  firm  who  had  viewers 
from  their  own  works  iusJde  the  Qovern- 
ment  Establishments  passing  in  their 
own  goods.  At  the  moment  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  was  holding  his  in- 
quiry down  at  Woolwich,  Colonel  Bar- 
rington  said  that  Messrs.  Masons  had 
been  written  to,  by  the  permission  of  the 
Secretary  for  War,  for  a  viewer,  and 
they  had  sent  a  viewer  from  their  own 
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establishment.  Thia  vraa  the  firm  who 
had  supplied  400  of  the  very  worst 
Indian  pack-saddles.  When  the  Judge 
Advocate  Qeneral  said  that  the  rejec- 
tions took  place  in  almost  equal  quan- 
tities, whether  they  came  from  Boss  and 
Co.  or  any  other  firm,  he  forgot  to  men- 
tion that  they  were  primary  rejections 
only.  It  by  no  means  followed  that 
goods  rejected  the  first  time  were  not 
again  sent  in  and  passed  into  the  Go- 
vernment Establiehmente  within  a  very 
few  days  of  their  rejection.  If  there 
was  one  thing  to  be  gathered  from  the 
Beport  it  was  that  the  inspestion  was  so 
carefully  arranged  that  the  primary  re- 
jections in  hardly  any  case  became 
final  rejections.  What  happened  ?  How 
was  it  possible  to  prevent  these  ar- 
ticles from  coming  in  again?  The 
rule  of  the  Establishment  was  to  mark 
them  with  chalk.  He  should  have  con- 
sidered it  better  to  have  marked  them 
with  something  more  durable  than  chalk, 
and  something  that  was  not  so  liable  to 
be  so  easily  rubbed  off.  Question  991 
was  this — 

"  Mr.  Spice  used  to  come  round  with  Mr 
Tomlin ;  be  nsed  to  come  down  the  shop  and 
took  at  ue.  This  note  (invoice)  of  bed  atrape, 
for  instance,  he  came  down  and  actually  told  us 
not  to  mark  tham — it  would  be  such  a  job  to 
get  the  chalk  mark  out. 

Who  told  you  that  P— Mr.  Tomlin,  one  of 
the  partners  at  Rose's. 

Do  yoQ  mean  that  he  oomeB  to  the  shopF — 
Ue  haa  come  down  to  the  board  where  we  are 

What  did  he  say  to  jou  F— He  told  ns  not  to 
chalk  them  too  much,  it  wonld  be  such  a  job  to 
get  the  chalk  marks  out 

Did  he  mean  von  not  to  mark  tbiogs  that 
had  been  rejected  too  much,  bo  that  the  chalk 
marks  would  not  come  out  f— Tee. 

Mr.  Tomlin  came  and  requested  you  not  to 
put  too  much  chatfe  on  P — Yes. 

What  did  you  understand  by  that  P— Because 
they  were  apt  to  come  in  again :  these  notea 
have  been  in  over  and  over  again  with  our  own 
chalk  marks  on  these  bed  straps.  Even  if  re- 
jected they  were  dons  up  in  the  Department 
itself  at  the  Oovenunent  cost. 

Are  there  any  other  mattsrs  that  you  would 
like  to  draw  my  attention  top — There  ia  one 
thing  which  I  wish  to  mention,  to  show  that 
there  is  a  little  favonritiam  with  regard  to 
Itoss's  firm.  On  three  Saturday  afternoons  we 
were  put  on  overtime. 

What  year  are  yon  apeaking  of  P—1SB5. 

What  month  r — About  March.  On  three 
Saturday  afternoons  we  were  altering  a  lot  of 
pouches ;  we  were  doing  this  for  Rosa's  firm  ; 
they  had  been  passed  in  by  somebody  else  be- 
fore we  we  went  there. 

Let  me  onilerstand  ;  they  bad  been  passed  in 
hy  somebody  else,  you  say  f— Yes. 
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Ton  were  altering  them  in  the  Oovenunaot 
collar- maker' a     ahop  f  —  In     ths     inapection 

Da  thtn*  work  in  the  inspectitm  braDch  t — 
Tea,  «s  lUd  kDrthiog  ve  were  told  to  do ;  «e 
were  aent  orer  there  to  assitt ;  wg  did  not  know 
whether  it  waa  oui  duty  or  not. 

la  it  the  rule  that  anj-body  should  be  there  to 
alter  thinga  that  had  been  aent  in  ? — No. 

But  it  is  done  ? — Yea.  There  ia  a  claaa  of 
men  picked  out  for  thoae  job«. 

Who  picks  them  ontf— I  suppose  the   In- 

Mr.  Bpice  ? — Ur.  Spice ;  he  waa  in  charge  at 
the  time.  Whether  he  haa  ever  aaked  them  to 
do  it,  or  whether  they  do  it  tbemielrei,  I  can* 

Thinga  come  in  which  are  not  ap  to  eample, 
or  would  not  he  paaaed,  and  which  would  re- 
quire iome  alteration,  and  a  man  in  the  Oo- 
-vemment  emploj  i»  there  to  alter  theni  f— Ha 
ia  not  there  to  alter  them ;  but  he  does  alter 

Can  yon  tell  me  the  name  of  any  people  who 
do  that  F— I  have  aaen  Woodhridge  do  Uiat. 

Any  other  P^No.  I  have  done  a  few  mjaelf 
when  I  have  been  told." 
But  even  that  was  not  sufficient  to  in- 
sure that  the  primary  rejections  were 
ultimately  passed  in.  If  articles  were 
rejected  by  one  viewer,  they  were  care- 
fully passed  over  to  someone  who  came 
from  Messrs.  Boss's  firm,  or  who  had 
got  a  father  or  a  brother  or  some  con- 
nection there.  Here  was  some  evidence 
is  regard  to  frogs — 

"Question  710.  Then  the  next  ia  'Frogs, 
aword  bayonet ; '  the  number  at  the  side  is 
7,690  (No.  1  book)  '  Roaa'  (at  the  top)  '126 
defective,  bad  work  and  material '  P — Yea;  those 
were  frogs.  I  called  Spice's  attention  to  it, 
and  he  told  ua  to  reject  them.  We  did  so,  and 
when  we  went  to  breakfaat  he  had  them  given 
to  Biden ;  he  is  an  ordinary  viaver ;  they  were 
given  to  him,  and  he  passed  them. 

Are  thoae  the  125  P— Yea. 

Those  125  you  rejected  ?— Yea. 

Did  yon  do  it  by  yourself  P— No ;  Chase  was 
with  me. 

Did  Cbaae  agree  with  you  ? — Yes. 

That  they  should  be  rejected  P— Tea. 

Why  did  you  reject  them  ? — Because  they 
were  tadly  stitched.  I  told  Spice  that  it  was 
Fome  youngater  that  was  half-time  at  aohool 
had  done  the  work,  that  no  man  could  have 
done  it- 
Colonel  Bakbinoton  :  Theae  were  frogs  f — 
Yea. 

The  JuDOB  Advocate  Ge-nrkal;  Tou  called 
Spice's  altentioa  to  that  7— Tcs. 

Did  he  agree  with  you  f— Ue  told  ue  to  . .  . 
demn  them,  and  when  he  went  out  to  breakfast 
he  gave  them  to  Biden,  and  Biden  paaaed  them. 

Yon  have  no  doubt  about  it  F— Not  a  bit. 
Chase  will  say  the  same." 
That  was  how  the  inspection  waa  ma^ 
naged.  But  there  was  another  way  also 
in  which  it  was  done.  Sometimes  goods 
were  sent  in  aad  rejected,  and  subse- 
2lr.  Santuty 
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guently  taken  in  at  reduced  price.  He 
maintained  that  that  ought  not  to  be 
the  case,  If  they  were  not  good  enoagh 
to  oome  up  to  the  Qovernment  standard, 
which  was  bad  enough  in  itself,  do  not 
let  them  have  these  ahoddy  things  taken 
in  at  reduced  prices.  He  waa  told  that 
not  long  ago  at  Pimlico  a  number  of 
helmets  were  taken  in  at  reduced  prices 
because  there  was  a  quantity  of  brown 
paper  in  them.  If  they  were  not  passed, 
they  were  sent  to  the  contractor  to  be 
re-dreased.  What  did  that  mean  ?  It 
simply  meant  that  part  of  the  glucose 
was  taken  out,  tbey  were  never  te- 
weighed,  and  consequently  the  full  price 
was  paid  fbr  that  which  was  half  the 
weight  it  ought  to  be.  If  it  were  not 
found  safe  to  send  in  things  within  a 
short  time,  they  were  put  by  for  a  year 
or  two,  and  sent  in  under  a  uew  con- 
tract. That  might  sound  incredible ; 
but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the  fact.  In 
Question  415  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral asked— 

"Waa  anything  else  paaaed  which  you  Bay 
ought  not  to  liBve  been  paaeed  P— Yea  :  a  lot  of 
thinga.     For  inabince,  there  were  SOO  poaches 

Can  we  identify  thoae  ponchea  P — It  would  he 
very  hard  to  do  ao. 

Colonel  Mills  :  In  what  year  were  they  sent 
in  F-Janaary,  1886,  I  think.  I  was  told  that 
the  contract  was  given  out  on  the  ISth  of 
January,  and  the  things  were  aent  in  about  a 
fortnight  after  ;  they  were  very  bad  when  sent 
in ;  but  they  had  been  laid  by  in  the  store  a 
conple  of  yean  ;  in  fact,  they  wore  old  rejec- 
tions just  done  up  a  bit,  and  aent  in  again. 
Biden  waa  senior  to  me,  and  I  drew  his  attea> 
tion  to  tbem  t  I  said  they  were  not  fit  to  b« 
passed  in,  and  he  drew  Spica'a  attention  to 
them,  and  ho  said,  '  There  is  an  order  from  the 
War  Office  that  they  are  to  be  inspected.' " 
The  way  in  which  these  facts  became 
known  was,  that  in  a  subsequent  year, 
when  a  fresh  contract  was  being  made, 
these  things  were  sent  in  bearing  the 
mark  of  1884,  and  showing  that  they 
had  been  sent  in  at  that  time.  This 
was  not  the  mere  evidence  of  one  or 
two  viewers,  or  discontented  men  at 
Woolwich,  but  it  was  borne  out  liter- 
ally, and  year  after  year,  by  the  As- 
sistant Commissary  General  (Colonel 
Bawnsley),  who  complained  of  the  way 
in  which  rejected  goods  were  sent  in.  In 
question  2,825,  be  was  asked  by  the 
Judge  Advocate  General — 

"  I  understand  you  wish  to  add  something  to 
what  you  have  said  before  P— I  wanted  to  bring 
to  your  notice  a  matter  we  havo  to  contend  with 
the  inapection  branch,  and  I  thiidc 
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it  ii  pertinent  to  the  anl^ect  ol  thU  inquiry. 
Wa  find  at  times  that  when  articlss  hare  been 
rejected  they  are  sent  in  over  again.  They  are 
■ent  in  under  two  different  circnmatancea ;  one 
ii  -when  they  are  reieoted  for  oattajn  faults 
which  can  be  remeoied :  the  other  is  when 
they  are  rqectad  for  faults  which  cannot  be 
remedied.  I  divide  them  into  two  clasaes.  I 
take,  Gnt,  rejectione  for  faults  which  can  he 
remedied.  We  find  sometimes  we  get  thoBO 
articles  sent  in  over  again  without  any  attempt 
being  made  to  rectify  Uiem  ;  that  is  bad  enough ; 
bnt  we  find  what  is  worse  than  that,  that  some- 
timea  when  we  Miject  articles  for  faults  which 
cannot  be  remedied  wo  get  those  articles  in 
over  asain.      We  have  known  that  that  bi 


jected,  because  we  have  had  a  suspicion  that  thoy 
might  perhaps  come  into  us  agam  ;  and  I  think 
you  will  see  that  it  places  the  mspcctiou  branch 
and  all  the  inspecting  it&fF  in  a  most  invidious 
position,  becBiise  if  by  any  OTeraigbt  or  any. 


might  at  once  say  that  the  inspection  branch 
was  most  inconnitent,  that  we  accepted  one 
day  what  we  rejected  a  week  or  two  before ; 
and  not  only  that,  but  the  whole  staff  have  to 
waste  their  time  going  over  all  those  articles 
again,  which.  In  i&ci,  have  already  been  re- 
jected. I  submit  with  all  respect  that  it  is  a 
question  for  the  consideration  ol  the  authorities 
which  have  to  deal  with  these  matters,  whe- 
ther some  drastic  measures  should  not  be 
Adopted  to  put  a  stop  to  this  on  the  part  of  con- 
tractors by  the  infliction  of  acme  punishment 
which  might  be  decided  upon  by  the  authorities 
who  have  to  deal  with  these  matters,  either  by 
removing  them  for  a  time  from  the  list  of  con- 
tractors, or  striking  them  off  altogether,  accord- 
ing to  the  magnitude  of  the  offence." 

He  had  two  remarki  to  make  upon  that 
matter.  The  first  was  that  the  punish- 
ment suggested  b;  Colonel  Bawnsle; 
would  by  DO  means  satisf  j  him,  because 
he  held  that  when  people  sent  such 
stores  to  a  Qovemment,  upon  whioh  the 
lives  of  the  troops,  and  even  the  safety 
of  the  country,  depended,  it  was  not 
enough  to  strike  them  off  the  list  of  oon- 
traotors,  or  even  to  dismiss  them,  but  a 
Bill  ought  to  be  brought  in  by  the  Go- 
Tommsnt  inflicting  on  them  a  very 
heavy  penalty  indeed.  Colonel  Bawns- 
ley  deserved  little  credit  for  giving  this 
evidence  before  the  Judge  Advocate 
Qsneral ;  he  ought  to  have  given  it 
before,  and  brought  the  whole  of  the 
facts.  Why  did  they  not  have  punish- 
ments of  this  kind  inflicted  f  Because 
it  was  a  high  official  of  the  War  Office 
himself  who  was  largely  responsible  for 
these  things.  The  high  official  who  gave 
out  thd  contracts  was  himself  the  man 
who  appointed  as  Inspector  a  person 
who  oame  from  the  contractors  them- 
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selves.  Why  was  it  that  even  Colonel 
Bawnsley  was  not  able  to  prevent  these 
articles  from  being  sent  in  again  ?  He 
would  not  put  his  own  gloss  upon  the 
matter,  bnt  would  give  the  avideoce  of 
Ur.  Tomlin,  the  contraoter.  The  wit- 
ness Chase  said— 

"  There  are  other  things  I  have  seen  passed 
in.  I  saw  Mr.  Tomlin,  Boss's  manager,  come 
down  there  and  complain  about  the  things  we 
rejected— rifle  pouches.  He  was  allowed  to  take 
them  back  and  rub  dubbin  into  them  to  soften 
them.  They  were  rejected  as  being  hard  and 
heavy,  and  he  sent  them  in  agMn," 

What  do  you  say  to  that  F  —  That  if  Mr. 
Spice  had  not  allowed  me  to  do  that,  I  ahould 
have  appealed  to  the  Director  of  Contracts  P 

On  what  ground  F— I  should  have  taken  tbem 
away,  dubbincd  them,  sent  tbem  back  agun, 
and  aeked  for  them  to  be  ra-inepected,  and  I 
should  have  beaten  the  department. 

Supposing  that  you  send  in  artiules  at  first 
whidi  are  not  up  to  sample,  is  it  not  right  to 
reject  them  P — Certainly. 

Were  not  these  up  to  sample  P— They  were 
hard.  They  were  up  to  sample  when  tbey 
came  back  again. 

That  is  not  the  point.  Were  they  up  to 
sample  at  first  P  I  say  that  if  bo  hod  not  allowed 
me  to  re. deliver  thorn,  I  should  have  appealed 
to  the  Director  of  Contracts." 
Here  they  had  this  remarkable  mention 
of  Mr.  Nepean,  the  Director  of  Con- 
tracts at  the  War  Office,  who  found  that 
was  not  sufficient.  In  order  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  tracing  bad  things 
from  such  a  firm  as  that,  when  they 
once  came  into  the  Qovernment  Esta- 
blishment, what  happened  7  He  took 
the  case  of  hides,  for  instance.  After 
they  bad  been  for  two  months  in  a  Qo- 
vernment Establishment,  they  were  so 
badly  stored  that  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  tell  the  condition  in  which  they 
were  sent  in,  and,  therefore,  it  was  im< 
posBible  to  trace  any  defects  home.  The 
Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  reported  as 
follows : — 

"  In  considering  the  case  of  them  hides,  it 
transpired  that  those  in  charge  of  them  keep 
them  in  store  in  a  way  that  is  universally  con- 
demned by  everyone  acquainted  with  leather. 
Properly,  hides  in  store  should  be  laid  flat 
upon  one  anoUier.  In  the  stores  at  Woolwiah 
the  hides  are  rolled  op  in  a  ronnd  form,  and 
then  stand  on  one  end.  All  the  expert  wit- 
nessea  expressed  their  strong  disapproval  of 
keeping  hides  in  store  in  this  fashion,  anil  it  is 
siDgutu  that,  though  Mr.  CruCchley  told  us 
that  he  had  complained  about  it  lots  of  times  to 
the  Inspectors,  it  had  continued  the  practice  tor 
20  yean." 

It  would,  therefore,  be  seen  pretty 
clearly  that  even  if  bad  things  were 
passed  in,  and  a  disturbance  woe  made 
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about  tbam,  it  was  BfterwardB  impoa- 
aibU  to  find  out  whether  at  the  time 
the;  vere  passed  in  the  articles  were 
good  or  bad.  There  the  story  ended ; 
but  he  thought  the  Committee  would  be 
anxious  to  learn  what  view  the  War 
Office  took  in  the  matter.  It  was  not 
andent  history,  but  the  system  was 
^ing  on  at  Woolwich  to  this  very  day ; 
nor  was  it  the  case  of  a  few  things 
having  been  delivered  in.  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  might  toll  him  that  some 
of  the  things  were  sent  in  at  the  time  of 
the  lastpaaio  in  1885.  Some  of  them 
might  have  been,  but  many  of  them 
were  not.  Take  the  case  of  the  hides. 
They  did  not  buy  unmanufactured  arti- 
cles in  a  time  of  panic,  but  manufac- 
tured articles.  Therefore  that  argument 
went  for  nothing.  What  had  been 
going  on  at  Woolwioh  with  regard  to 
these  tr an gaotiouB,  and  how  had  the  facts 
oome  out  at  all  ?  It  was  because  two 
men  named  Dunn  and  Moody,  workmen 
in  humble  positions,  oould  not  stand  by 
and  see  such  scandals  going  on.  They, 
therefore,  disclosed  them  to  theii  supe- 
riors, who  had  not  the  patriotism  to  bring 
them  before  the  puhlic;  and  how  did  the 
Government  officials  treat  thesetwomen 
who  were  honestly  trying  to  do  their 
duty  towards  this  Government  Depart- 
ment. He  had  already  shown  how  the 
Director  of  Contracts  had  treated  them, 
and  he  would  now  show  how  tbey  were 
treated  in  the  Department  itself.  What 
did  Commissary  General  Uoloney  say  to 
them  when  they  went  to  him  to  com- 
plain ?  He  told  them — "  It  is  no  busi- 
ness of  yours ;  I  am  responsible  and  not 
you."  However,  these  two  honest  men 
persisted,  and  what  happened  ?  One  of 
thoseDepartmentalGommittees,  of  which 
they  heard  so  much,  and  which,  be  was 
sorry  to  say,  the  Government  paid  more 
attention  to  than  to  all  the  independent 
Commissions  and  Committees  which  ever 
sat  —  a  Departmental  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  int^i  these  articles, 
and  Bpice,  who  was  one  of  the  men 
against  whom  the  oomplaint  was  made, 
was  one  of  the  first  persons  appointed 
to  test  them.  The  report  sent  to  London 
was  that  the  two  workmen  had  made 
frivolous  complaints,  and  they  were  re- 

Jrimanded  accordingly.  When  the 
udge  Advocate  General  held  his  in- 
quiry, the  original  complaint  was  exa- 
mined into,  and  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  himself  said,  that  so  far  from 
-Ifr.  Hmbury 
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being  a  frivoloiis  complaint  the  articles 
in  question  were  disgraceful,  and  he  was 
astonished  that  the  Woolwich  officials 
had  not  taken  up  the  matter  sooner,  as 
they  ought  to  hare  done.  But  that  was 
not  nearly  all.  The  oontraators  must 
have  their  little  spite  azainst  these  men. 
The  first  thing  they  did  was  to  send 
down  two  detectives  belougiug,  he  was 
told,  to  a  Government  Depattment  itself 
— two  men  named  Kendle  and  Stammers 
— who  made  false  charges  against  these 
men — a  aharge  of  drunkenness  against 
Dunn  and  em  bezslement  against  Hoody. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  inquired 
into  those  charges,  and  found  that  there 
was  not  a  partiole  of  justification  for 
them.  But  the  contractors  were  not  satis- 
fied ;  they  knew  that  there  was  another 
inquiry  to  bo  held,  and  they  got  their 
lawyers  to  send  threatening  letters  to  the 
men,  threatening  them  with  a  lawsuitand 
an  action  for  libel.  He  was  thankful  to 
say  that  the  men  were  brave  enough  to 
face  any  inquiry.  This  was  the  lelter 
that  was  sent  to  Dunn  and  Uoody — 
"1,  Bloomibory  Sqiiu«, 

7th  July,  1887. 

Sir, 

We  hsva  been  ooniulted  by  onr  clients, 
Messrs.  Ross  anil  Co.,  of  Qraiige  Uilli,  Ber- 
D]onde«y,  with  regard  to  tbe  folloving  matter. 
They  have  been  informed  that  you  have  in 
league  with  others  maliciously  damaged  certain 
of  their  goodB  atter  they  have  paued  official 
inapection,  your  object  being  to  fabricate  eirj- 
dencB  that  our  dtenti  have  aapplied  ioisdor 
Koodii  to  the  War  Office,  and  that  the  inepeotor 
in  colluaioa  with  tbem  has  iEnproperlj  passed 
such  g<Mia.  We  have,  therefore,  to  demand 
from  yoa,  in  the  course  of  to-morrow,  a  full 
explanation  of  tbe  matter,  or  in  default,  wo 
shall  commence  orimituU  proceedings  against 
you  tor  conspiracy,  or  such  other  proceedings 
as  we  may  be  advised. 

Votus  obediently, 

Foan,  Llotd,  Bartlett,  and  Micki.eiioiie." 
No  notice  was  taken  of  that,  and  up  to 
Uaroh  of  the  present  year  the  same  con- 
tractors went  on  supplying  goods  to  the 
Government  Department  at  Woolwich. 
But  it  was  not  only  the  contractors  who 
punished  the  men ;  they  were  charged 
with  having  acted  against  official 
etiquette  and  official  rulee.  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  said  in  his  Report 
that  the  men  Dunn  and  Moody,  who 
acted  as  viewere,  were  men  of  intelli- 
gence,  who  thoroughly  understood  their 
work,  and  that  it  was  a  grievance  to 
them  that  they  had  men  put  over  their 
heads  as  overseers  who  had  no  idea  of 
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(he  work,  and  who  had  been  brought  in 
from  Uessrs.  Boss's.  And  aa  distinctly  as 
anymaaoouldrsoommend promotion,  the 
Judg»  Advocate  Oeneial  reoommended 
that  they  should  be  appointed  perma- 
nent viewera,  becansa  they  knev  their 
duty  and  had  done  their  work  veil. 
Yet  every  means  had  been  taken,  and 
the  regulations  had  been  strained  by  the 
Wool  (rich  Department,  to  prevent  these 
men  being  viewers ;  and,  in  spite  of  the 
recommendation B  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate Qeneral,  they  were  doing  exactly 
the  same  work  at  the  same  pay  as  when 
they  disclosed  these  soandals.  He  did 
not  know  who  was  responsible  for  it, 
but  he  was  about  to  speak  of  the 
shabbiest  and  meanest  trick  that  was 
ever  played  by  a  government  Depart- 
ment, and  he  devoutly  hoped  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  his  reply  would  be 
able  to  repudiate  all  responsibility  for 
it.  Here  were  two  men  who  had  done 
their  duty  boldly  and  at  great  risk  to 
themselves ;  one  of  them  was  called  aa  a 
witness  before  a  Oommittee  sitting  in 
"  another  place  "  ;  he  gave  valuable 
evidence  as  to  the  way  in  which  aocontre- 
ments  were  supplied  to  the  Service  ;  on 
that  Committee  there  eat  a  Government 
official,  Lord  Onslow;  and  what  did  he 
say?  In  this  matter  the  noble  Lord 
oould  have  no  official  information  of  his 
own,  because  he  was  attached  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  Under  Secretary,  and 
he  must  have  derived  his  information 
from  other  sources.  Lord  Onslow  asked 
this  man  if  he  had  ever  been  subjected 
to  the  ordeal  of  a  court-martiu  and 
punished  for  having  refused  to  obey 
orders  and  telling  a  lie.      In  the  first 

Slaoe  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  said  it  was  a 
irty  thing  to  rake  np  that  incident  in 
the  career  of  a  man  because  he  had  been 
the  means  of  bringing  to  light  scandals 
which  had  reflected  so  badly  on  his 
superiors.  But  it  did  not  lie  in  the 
mouth  of  the  War  Office  to  bring  a 
charge  of  the  kind  against  that  witness. 
He  was  a  man  who  had  served  in  the 
Army  22  years  ;  ha  had  served  his 
country  for  six  years  after  the  charge  was 
brought  against  him,  and  not  only  that, 
but  he  had  left  the  Army  with  as  good 
a  character  as  any  man  could  have,  and 
with  a  pension  which  he  had  drawn  up 
to  the  present  time.  He  had  also  been 
taken  on  at  Woolwich  because  he  was  a 
good  workman,  and  had  been  through 
the  fomsoe.    He  said,  even  if  there  had 
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been  anything  in  that  charge  it  would 
have  been  a  shabby  and  dirty  trick  to 
rake  it  up  after  such  a  lapse  of  time. 
But  there  was  nothing  in  the  charge. 
In  the  first  place,  all  that  this  man  had 
been  charged  with  was  having  neglected 
to  obey  the  order  of  a  certain  riding 
master.  When  he  was  charged  with 
neglect  of  duty  in  that  respeot,  he  said 
that  he  had  never  received  the  order — 
that  was  the  charge  and  that  was  the 
lie  alleged  against  him.  The  riding 
master  soon  after  left  the  regiment,  and 
that  man  had  since  undergone  one 
month's  imprisonmant  in  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  gaols.  Therefore  he  did  not 
think  Uie  charge  was  one  which  the  Qo- 
vemment  ought  to  have  brought  forward 
to  try  to  punish  him  for  having  done  his 
duty  to  the  public — because  doing  one's 
duty  to  official  superiors  and  doing  one's 
duty  to  the  public  was  not  always  the 
same  thing.  How  had  the  Qo vera ment 
dealt  with  the  men  who  were  respon- 
sible for  this  state  of  things?  Had 
they  dismissed  anyone?  Was  Hr. 
Spice,  the  head  of  the  Inspection  Depart- 
ment, dismissed?  No,  he  was  there  at 
the  present  moment.  Were  the  men 
who  were  his  superiors,  and  who  were 
responsible  for  the  specifications  and 
samples,  and  who  knew  all  that  was 
going  on,  dismissed  ?  On  the  contrary  ; 
no  change  had  taken  place.  Yes,  one 
change  had  taken  place.  The  veracious 
Sergeant  Hawkins  had  been  dismissed. 
But  what  had  happened?  This  person 
had  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  had  gone  back  to  the  De- 
'partment  in  another  capacity.  The  con- 
tractors, he  was  told,  had  been  struck 
off  the  list;  but  contractors  had  a  bad 
habit  of  getting  their  work  passed  in 
under  another  name,  and  he  was  told 
that  Messrs.  Boss  were  doing  exactly 
the  same  work  as  before,  although  their 
name  had  been  struck  off  the  Qovem- 
ment  list.  It  was  true  that  another 
punishment  was  to  have  been  put  upon 
them  ;  the  bad  hides  were  to  have  been 
sent  bock.  But  there  were  only  169  in 
stock,  and  it  was  stated  that  some  which 
were  at  out-stations  had  not  been  sent 
back,  but  used  tor  fenders  in  the  Navy. 
Only  169  hides  were  sent  back,  and  be 
was  told  that  the  pack  saddles,  ordinary 
saddles,  valises,  wallets,  and  straps 
which  tite  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  con- 
demned as  being  so  bad,  were,  with  the 
exception  of  those  which  were  gradually 
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and,  least  of  all,  the  contractors  who 
sent  in  these  shoddy  articleB.  loBtead 
of  being  rewarded,  they  should  be 
punished,  and  aa  tho  only  means  the 
House  had  of  punishing  Uiem  was  hy 
reducing  the  Vote,  he  moved  its  reduc- 
tion by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 
Motign  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  the  Item  A,  £90,763,  Vay  of  Ustabtieh- 
menta  and  for  Inipeatiou  and  Proof  of  Stores, 
be  reduced  by  tlia  anm  of  £1,000."— (if r.  Htm. 
burs.) 

Tbb  SEOKETAItY  op  STATE  pob 
WAE  (Mr.  E.  Stakhopk)  (Linoolnshire, 
Homoastle)  said,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  facta  dealt  with  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hanbury)  oc- 
curred in  1886  and  1SB6,  and  that  neither 
he(MT.  £.  Btanhope}nor  the  Qoremment 
were  in  the  smallest  degree  reaponsible 
for  any  one  of  them.  How  did  those 
facts  oome  to  light  at  oil  ?  If  the  evidenoe 
was  to  ba  trustad,  the  facta  muet  have 
reached  over  a  considerable  number  of 
years.  It  was  a  Commission  appointed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and 
presided  over  by  Sir  James  Stephen, 
which,  in  the  first  place,  put  its  finger 
on  the  evils  now  complained  of.  But 
that  Commission  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  warlike  stores  pasaod  into  the 
Service.  The  CommiasionerB  did  not 
think  it  wea  their  duty  to  make  any 
investigation  into  the  matters  now 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  recommended  that  a  apeoial 
and  separate  inquiry  should  take  place. 
As  soon  as  he  saw  that  paragraph  in 
the  Beport  he  oame  to  the  oonolusion 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  special  and 
separate  inquiry,  and,  looking  to  the 
contradictory  nature  of  the  evidence 
going  to  be  brought  forward,  he  deter- 
mined that  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
judicial  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  and 
that  someone  should  be  appointed,  ac- 
customed to  weigh  and  present  con- 
clusions founded  on  careful  investigation . 
of  the  facts  on  one  side  and  the  other. 
Accordingly,  he  requested  the  Judge 
Advocate  (General  to  undertake  that  in- 
quiry. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  so,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  Government  and  the  country 
owed  a  considerable  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  the  time  and  trouble  expended  on 
the  inquiry.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
would  for  a  moment  be  disputed  diat 


being  supplied  to  the  Army  when 
wanted,  at  Woolwich  at  the  preaent 
hour.  But  they  were  kept  ao  careleaaly 
that  it  was  somewhat  diffloult  to  dis- 
tinguish them  from  other  stores,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  a  war  or  panic 
were  to  arise  they  would  be  served  out 
to  the  troops,  and  that  some  great 
disaster  would  result.  But  it  was  not 
only  that  the  men  had  not  been  dia- 
mieaed;  they  had  been  actually  pro- 
moted. They  had  aeen  how  the  humble 
workman  waa  puniahed  for  doing  his 
dutf,  and  they  now  saw  that  those  who 
had  not  done  their  duty  were  promoted. 
Colonel  Barrington,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  bad  articles  being  sent  in,  had 
been  promoted  to  a  higher  salary,  and 
not  only  that,  but  two  assistants  had 
been  created  to  help  him  in  doing  his 
work.  Then,  again,  there  had  been 
other  appointments.  There  had  been 
oomplainta  with  regard  to  the  Inspector 
of  Saddlery  that  he  did  not  know  his 
work;  he  was  told  that  this  official 
being  unable  to  judge  of  the  quality  of 
leather,  there  had  been  advertisements 
in  the  newspapers  for  a  new  officer  to 
be  appointed  under  the  name  of  In- 
spector of  Leather.  This  was  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  dealt  with  the 
scandals  in  the  Department  in  question. 
Colonel  Hawnsley  and  Commissary 
General  Moloney  ware  men  who  ought 
to  have  been  dismissed.  But  theirtime 
was  up,  and  the  only  notice  that  had 
been  taken  of  them  was  that  they  had 
been  allowed  to  retire  on  large  pensions. 
He  said  that  all  these  things  constituted 
a  very  bad  caae.  It  was  of  no  use  for 
the  Oovemment  to  tell  him  that  these 
things  occurred  one,  two,  or  three  years 
ago;  because  he  had  shown  what  had 
been  done  by  the  Wsr  Office  recently, 
and  what  was  going  on  at  that  moment. 
TJntil  the  Government  could  show  that 
the  money  asked  to  be  voted  was  to  be 
well  spent,  and  that  the  Department 
was  properly  organized,  he  said,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Army  itself,  it  was  iu- 
oumbent  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
to  insist  that  the  Army,  although  small, 
should  be  well  equipped,  not  only  in 
respect  of  weapons,  but  of  accoutre- 
ments on  which  very  often  the  lives  of 
our  soldiers  depended.  They  should 
see  that  the  lives  of  our  aoldiers  and  the 
safety  of  the  ooontry  were  not  imperilled 
either  to  please  the  Director  of  Contracts, 
the  viewers,  or  the  Commissary  General, 
Mr.  n anbury 
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this  inquiry  vas  not  only  conducted  in  an 
impartial  spirit,  but  in  such  a  manner  as, 
as  far  as  posBible,  to  eshaust  the  whole 
subject.  He  did  not  propose  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  all  the  particulars 
which  he  had  brought  forward  ;  but  he 
admitted  at  once  that  the  Beport  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  contained  facte 
of  a  most  lamentable  kind,  and  disclosed 
a  state  of  things  which  u^entlj  called 
for  improTement  in  the  administration 
of  the  departments  concerned.  Now,  the 
two  questions  taieed  were,  first  of  all, 
that  defective  articles  had  been  passed 
into  the  Service;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  the  question  of  the  whole  system 
of  inspection.  Before  proceeding  to  dis- 
cuss these  two  questions,  be  should  like, 
at  the  outset,  to  put  before  theCommittee 
two  things  which  it  was  right  hon. 
Members  should  bear  in  mind  in  con- 
sidering the  facts  as  a  whole.  Of  these, 
the  first  was  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
articles  passed  into  the  Service  as  de- 
fective were  passed  at  a  time  when  there 
was  an  enormous  strain  on  the  Depart- 
ment. A  large  number  of  men  connected 
with  it  were  taken  otf  to  Egypt  at  the 
time  of  the  war ;  and  also,  in  connection 
with  the  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland, 
tho  Department  had  to  get  a  large  num- 
ber of  articles  in  a  great  hurry.  Secondly, 
a  difficulty  had  arisen  with  regard  to 
leather  goods  owing  to  the  complete 
alteration  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
system  of  tanning.  Under  the  old 
system,  six  months  were  required  to 
complete  the  hides.  We  moved  too 
fast  in  these  days  to  allow  six  months 
to  finish  the  process  of  tanning,  and, 
accordingly,  new  methods  were  devised 
which  made  it  very  difficult  for  any 
Inspector  of  leather  goods,  however 
skilful  and   desirous  of  doing  his  work 

Eroperly,  to  detect  aduIteratioD  b^  mere 
andling.  Dealing,  then,  first  with  the 
individuals  concerned,  he  admitted  in 
the  fullest  way  that  the  evils  were  very 
serious  evils.  There  could  not  be  the 
least  doubt  that  the  number  of  defective 
articles  passed  into  the  Sorvice  was  very 
large,  and  that  they  were  passed  by  more 
than  one  man  into  the  Service.  When 
they  came  to  examine  who  were  the 
individuals  reeponeible  for  this  slate  of 
matters,  it  must  not  be  for»>ttoD  that 
the  Judge  Advocate  Oeaoral  examined 
the  witnesses  himself,  and  that  he  could 
form  an  estimate  for  himself  what  re- 
liance to  place  upon  them,  and  there- 


fore the  oonclueion  at  which  he  arrived, 
on  hearing  all  the  evidence  as  regards 
individuals,  even  more  than  as  regards 
the  system,  was  entitled  to  great  weight 
and  consideration.  Now,  to  take  the 
case  of  the  contractors.  He  thought  it 
showed  the  animus  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken,  that  he  described 
Boas  and  Oo.  as  the  pet  firm  of  the 
Ooremmeut. 

Mr.  HANBtTRT:  I  simply  called 
them  the  pet  firm  of  the  Government, 
because  they  got  nearly  two- thirds  of  the 
whole  Government  contracts. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  went  on  to  say 
that  Boss  and  Co.  were,  if  not  the 
largest,  certainly  in  some  departments 
the  chief  manufacturers  of  these  goods 
in  the  country.  They  had  been  em- 
ployed for  a  great  number  of  years  after 
competition  with  other  firms,  not  only 
by  the  War  Office,  but  by  other  Depart- 
ments in  connection  with  various  large 
coutrocta.  They  supplied  a  great  num- 
ber of  articles  which  were  rejected,  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  had  made  a  Beport.  On 
looking  carefully  into  that  Beport,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  oircum- 
stances  under  which  some  of  these 
articles  had  been  supplied  were  such 
that  it  was  impossible  to  retain  Messrs. 
Boss  on  the  list  of  contractors  of  the 
War  Office,  and  accordingly  he  struck 
their  name  off.  Ha  wrote  to  the  Admi- 
ralty and  asked  them  to  take  the  samo 
stop,  and  the  Admiralty  also  struck 
Messrs.  Boss  off  the  list  of  Admiralty 
contractors. 

Mh.  HANBUEY:  When  was  that? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  do  not  know 
the  date.  To  take  the  other  people 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, there  was  the  case  of  Sergeant 
Hawkins,  who  was  condemned  for  being 
an  untruthful  witness.  Although  Haw- 
kins had  always  been  a  good  workman, 
and  had  been  constantly  commended  as 
such,  he  felt  after  what  had  been  said 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  that  he 
could  not  allow  the  man  to  remain  in 
the  responsible  post  of  viewer,  and  he 
directed  his  name  to  be  struck  off  at 
ODce.  After  this  there  came  tt>  him 
from  Hawkins  a  humble  petition,  repre- 
sentiug  that  after  the  number  of  years 
in  which  he  had  served  the  Department 
and  had  done  thoroughly  good  service, 
it  would  be  absolute  ruin  to  him  if  he 
was  absolutely  excluded  from  employ- 
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ment.  In  reply,  he  declined  to  allow 
Hawkioa  to  hold  anj  reapoDBible  posi- 
tion, but  Baid  he  might  be  allowed  to 
do  aome  work  in  one  of  the  Eatabliah- 
ments  in  order  that  he  might  not  be 
absolutely  dOTtrived  of  bread. 

Mb.  BBADLAtTGH  :  Is  that  not  the 
Eatablishmentwhere  a  great  deal  of  the 
adulteration  has  taken  place? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  No ;  no  adul- 
teration haa  taken  place  there. 

Mb.  BBADLAUaH  :  I  mean  where 
the  adulterated  material  has  been  used. 

Mb.  B.  stanhope  :  I  take  it  that 
the  viewers  orethorougblToompetentto 
disoharge  their  duty,  and  Hawkins  is 
not  one  of  them.  There  was  next  the 
oaae  of  Mr.  Spiae,  and  he  oame  to  the 
ooncluaion  that  the  Judge  Adrooate 
General  was  entirely  right  in  his  con- 
tention  that  Spiae  ought  not  originally 
to  have  been  appointed.  Spice,  it  was 
true,  had  same  oonnection  with  the  oon- 
traotors  Boss ;  but  if  the;  wanted  to  get 
a  practical  man,  they  mast  have  one  who 
had  been  employed  by  soma  firm  or 
another  In  this  country.  But  Spice'scon- 
neotion  with  the  firm  of  Kosa  was  cer- 
tainly too  intimate  to  make  the  ohoioe  a 
properone.  His  hoe.  Friend  (Mr.  Han- 
DU17J  put  it  all  on  Mr.  Kepean,  and  eaid 
that  gentleman  appointed  him,  but  that 
WBB  aoBolutely  not  the  fact.  Originally, 
it  was  proposed  by  Oommissary  General 
Young  that  a  man  should  be  selected  to 
fill  the  office ;  but  Mr.  Nepean  objected, 
and  insisted  on  advertising  in  order 
to  get  the  beat  man  for  the  post.  Five 
candidates  were  selected,  and  Commis- 
sary General  Young  recommended  that 
Spice  was  the  best  man  ;  so  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  was  selected  in  the  fairest  way 
that  Dould  possibly  be  conceived,  and 
waa  choaen  honesUy  aa  being  the  best 
man. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  {Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked,  whether  it  was  to 
be  nnderatood  that  Mr.  Nepean  was  over- 
luled? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Practically, 
Commissary  General  Young  over-ruled 
Mr.  Nepean.  Mr.  Spice  was  appointed 
Inspector  of  Accoutrements.  There  was 
an  enormous  amount  of  work  to  be  done 
in  the  Department,  and  Mr.  Spice  was 
thoroughly  well  qualified  to  attend  to  his 
own  proper  work.  But  it  was  impossible 
for  him  during  the  laat  few  weeks  of 
1885  personaUy  to  superiatend  all  the 
work  which  it  was  his  duty  to  iuapect. 
JOr.  £.  Stanhopt 
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He  had  therefore  oome  to  the  oonoIurioB 
that,  although  Mr.  Spice  did  tiis  beet, 
he  was  physically  incapable  of  doieg  all 
the  work  which  he  was  called  upon  to 
do.  He  knew  it  had  been  said  that  Mr. 
Spioe  did  not  make  auffioient  complaint 
to  the  hieher  authorities  that  he  waa 
overtasked,  and  in  that  he  was  wrong. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  the  main  blame 
attached  to  those  who  imposed  all  these 
duties  on  Mr.  Spioe.  Cue  of  the  gravest 
errors  in  the  whole  business  was  tho 
appointment  of  Captain  Plunkett,  who 
was  absolutely  unfitted  in  every  way  for 
the  appointment. 

Ma.  B.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &c.) : 
Who  was  responsible  for  the  appoint- 
ment? 

Mb.  B.  STANHOPE :  He  was  ap- 
pointed  in  1 883  by  General  Beilly.  Mj . 
Spioe  had  now  been  eight  years  in  the 
service  of  the  Department,  and  it  had 
been  proved  that,  so  far  as  his  physical 
powers  allowed,  he  had  done  his  work 
exceedingly  well ;  and  it  could  not  be 
shown  that  Mr.  Spice  had  used  his  posi- 
tion to  favour  any  person,  even  including 
the  Messrs.  Hobs.  Ho  came,  therefore, 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  justice  of  the 
case  would  be  met  by  employing  Mr.  Spice 
at  the  work  to  which  he  was  originally 
appointed,  that  of  inspecting  accoutre- . 
ments.  The  nest  case  was  that  of  Colonel 
Bawnsley.  Thehon.  Member  had  done 
quite  right  in  tracing  out  the  various 
people  connected  with  this  matter,  and 
it  was  only  proper  that  the  House  should 
know  the  steps  which  the  Government 
had  taken.  He  found  nothing  in  the 
evidence  to  justify  the  condemnation  of 
Colonel  Bawnsley.  No  doubt,  he  was 
responsible  for  the  inspection ;  but  he 
had  asked  for  additional  viewers,  and 
there  was  no  evidence  whatever  that  bo 
had  shown  any  partiality  towards  any 
particular  contractors,  or  that  he  waa 
personally  responsible  in  the  matters 
complained  of.  Commissary  Qeueral 
Moloney  was,  so  doubt,  also  a  man  aa  to 
whom  inquiry  should  be  made.  He  waa 
closely  examined  before  the  Commission 
by  Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  but  he  was  un- 
able to  discover  that  the  Commission 
formed  an  unfavourable  opinion  of  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  discharged  his 
duties.  The  extraordinary  piessura 
made  it  very  difficult  for  a  proper  view 
to  be  made;  and  Commissary  General 
Moloney,  when  he  recognized  this,  autho- 
rized the  employment  of  33  additiooal 
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Tiawers  according  to  Ur.  Spice'a  reqaest. 
There  iraa,  indeed,  one  point  on  which 
he  had  felt  bound  to  ask  for  additional 
explanations  from  Colonel  U olonej.  This 
was  as  to  the  diacrepanoy  between  the 
epecifioationB,  patterns,  and  aamples, 
which  waa  quite  indefensible.  Bat  the 
explanation  given  to  himwas  this.  There 
were  3,700  specifications  to  be  examined, 
and  when  Colonel  Uoloney  came  to  the 
Office  in  1883,  he  found  that  there  was 
an  enormous  amount  of  thia  work  to  be 
done,  and  he  was  obliged  to  put  aside 
the  work  on  which  he  was  engaged  in 
order  to  attend  to  it,  and  the  evidence 
fallj  proved  that  he  did  do  a  great  deal, 
during  hia  term  of  office,  to  improve  the 
state  of  things.  According  to  Mr.  Buna, 
the  men  against  whom  the  grave  charge 
woa  made  of  passing  unsound  work  were 
tmployii  of  Boss  and  Oo.  These  men 
appeared  to  be  respectable  working  men 
of  a  good  class,  and  the;  bad  excellent 
characters.  Every  opportunity  was  given 
for  making  out  a  case  agaiust  these  men, 
butnocasewaseatablished  against  them. 
With  respect  to  the  information  fur- 
nished by  Dunn  and  Uoody,  be  was 
fully  satisfied  that  their  statement  of 
inauffioienoy  of  inspection  was  well 
founded,  and  on  this  point  he  fully  ac- 
cepted the  statement  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate Qeneral.  Particular  ioatructions 
had  been  issued  that  Ifeaara.  Dunn  and 
Moody  should  be  dealt  with  with  the 
utmoat  fairneaa;  but  the  question  of 
their  promotion  could  only  lie  with  those 
who  were  competent  to  say  what  they 
were  qualified  for.  In  a  matter  like  this 
he,  of  course,  could  not  interfere.  How 
could  he  bold  others  to  be  responeible  to 
himself  if  he  insisted  on  the  appointment 
by  them  of  particular  men  ?  Adverting 
next  to  the  other  branch  of  the  subject, 
he  remarked  that  he  was  not  going  to 
say  a  word  in  defence  of  the  system  as  it 
bad  existed.  In  times  past  it  had  re- 
sulted in  a  large  number  of  inferior 
articles  being  introduced  intotho  Service, 
and  he  admitted  that  it  required  a  good 
deal  of  overhauling.  He  would  try  to 
point  out  the  main  defects  which  ap- 
peared to  exist.  The  first  defect  in  the 
system  was  the  Bule  requiring  all  articles 
to  pass  in  order  that  they  might  he  paid 
for  before  the  31st  of  March  in  each 
year.  That  had  been  complained  of 
over  and  over  again,  and  especially  by 
Lord  Morley's  Committee  ana  Sir  James 
Stephen'^   CommiasioD,    and   the   Oo- 
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reroment  hod  taken  the  Bule  into  serious 
consideration.  He  had  been  in  come 
munication  with  his  right  boo.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  he 
believed  that  before  the  time  arrived  next 
year,  an  arrangement  would  be  arrived 
at  which  would  put  an  end  to  the  evil. 
The  second  point,  and  one  of  the  gravest 
problems  in  hia  judgment,  was  the 
difference  between  the  epecIGcatione 
and  the  sealed  samples.  Then  was  a 
terrible  discrepancy  there,  and  one 
which  nobody  could  justifyfor  a  moment. 
The  present  Commissary  Qeneral  ot 
Ordnance  had  taken  up  the  matter 
earnestly,  and  in  the  short  time  he  had 
devoted  to  the  work  he  had  satisfied 
himself  that  the  samples  brought  in 
were  in  accordance  with  the  specifica- 
tions, and  ho  himself  was  quite  oertain 
that  the  attention  which  that  officer  had 
given  to  the  subject  would  afford  a  good 
guarantee  that  the  former  state  of  things 
would  not  be  allowed  to  recur.  As  to 
the  inefficiency  of  the  tests  for  weapons, 
be  might  say  our  tests  were  much  more 
severe  than  the  tests  by  Foreign  Gtovern- 
meats.  As  an  instance  of  that  he  might 
mention  that  some  years  ago  a  large 
contractor  for  a  very  important  article 
sent  in  goods  several  of  which  were  re- 
jected; and  on  his  being  asked  whether 
it  was  worth  while  to  go  on  opening  the 
parcels,  he  replied — "No;  I  will  take 
them  back,  and  they  shall  go  to  the 
French  Qovernment.  '  The  contractor 
evidently  thought  that  the  French  Qo- 
vernment would  accept  them — which 
they  actually  did— aud  this  circumstance 
showed  that  our  teat  waa  more  severe 
than  that  employed  by  Foreign  Qovern- 
ments.  He  now  came  to  the  system  of 
inspectioD,  which  had  undoubtedly  been 
very  defective.  Some  hon.  Members 
bad  suggested  that,  instead  of  thia  sys- 
tem of  inspection,  we  should  try  to 
enforce  the  responsibility  of  contractors. 
He  thought  the  War  Department  would 
be  well  advised  if  they  struck  contractors 
off  the  list  when  there  were  many  ro- 
jeotiona ;  but  that  was  not  enough, 
because  warlike  stores  stood  upon  a 
special  footing.  If  the  Department 
were  to  rely  on  the  responaibihty  of  the 
contraators  for  warlike  atorea  sent  abroad 
the  country  would  be  put  in  a  terrible 
difficulty,  as  the  defects  would  not  be 
found  out  until  an  expedition  had 
started  or  the  troops  were  engaged.  It 
was,  therefore,  impossible  to  do  without 
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a  system  of  iaspeotion ;  but  tbe  inapeo- 
tion  must  be  as  thorough  as  it  coula  be 
made. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH,  interposing, 
said,  that  was  vhat  happened  in  the 
Egyptian  Campaign.  The  articles  were 
inspected  here,  and  were  afterwards 
found  to  be  altogether  inefficient. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  fully  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  past  the  inapeotion 
had  been  lamentably  deficient.  All  these 
goods  had  been  inspected  under  the 
responBibility  of  the  Oommissary  General 
of  Ordnance  ;  but  the  reaponsibility  of 
thatofficial  had  been  altogether  nominal. 
He  had  now  been  relieved  of  this 
nominal  responsibility,  and  a  competent 
officer  had  been  appointed  to  act  as 
Superintendent,  directly  responeible  to 
the  Military  Heada  of  the  War  Office. 
He  had  been  chosen  as  a  man  of  un- 
doubted experience,  and  he  would  be 
responsible  for  the  whole  conduct  of  tfae 
inspecting  branch  for  these  articles. 

Ma.  HANBUET  asked,  what  was 
the  name  of  the  officer  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  replied,  that  it 
was  Oolonel  Barrington.  His  hou. 
Friend  (Mr.  Eanbury)  had  made  an 
attack  on  this  officer ;  but  he  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  challenged  him  to  find  any 
ground  for  the  imputation.  There  was 
to  be  a  special  inspection  of  leather, 
which,  in  consequence  of  the  system  of 
adulteration  and  the  new  methods  of 
tanning,  had  been  very  difficult  to  deal 
with.  The  manner  of  storing  leather 
would  likewise  be  improved.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  had  also  alluded  to  the  sys- 
tem of  viewing  and  the  difficulty  of 
tracing  who  passed  defective  articles. 
It  was  now  intended  that  each  viewer 
when  he  inapeoted  an  article  should  put 
a  special  mark  upon  it,  so  as  to  bring 
home  the  responsibility  for  its  accept- 
ance to  him.  The  hon.  Member  had 
attacked  Mr.  Nepean,  a  public  servant 
of  many  years'  standing ;  but  he  (Mr.  £. 
Stanhope)  might  mention  that  neither 
Lord  Morley's  Committee  nor  Sir  James 
Stephen's  Commission  found  anything 
adverse  to  Mr.  Nepean,  nor  had  the 
Judge  Advocate  GeneraJ  said  a  word 
against  him.  The  hon.  Member  at- 
tacked Mr.  Nepean  because  he  said  he 
gave  a  number  of  contracts  to  Messrs. 
Boss,  who  employed  sweaters.  Messrs. 
Boss  obtained  the  oontraota  in  the  ordi- 
nary way  because  they  tendered  at  a 
lower  prioe  than  others ;  and  it  was  not 
Mr.  E.  Stanhept 


until  the  recent  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
that  he  had  any  idea  that  such  an  accu- 
sation was  made  against  them.  He  felt 
bound  to  eay,  in  justice  to  that  firm, 
that  their  side  of  the  case  had  not  yet 
been  heard  before  the  Committee.  He 
oould  say,  however,  that  the  War  Office 
never  sanctioned  the  giving  of  contracts 
to  sweaters,  and  great  care  was  taken 
in  the  Clothing  Department  that  the 
clothing  needed  should  be  specially  or- 
dered from  factories  in  order  to  prevent 
the  work  getting  into  the  hands  of  the 
sweaters.  As  to  the  charge  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  that  Mr.  Nepean  had 
allowed  contractors  to  take  articles 
away  after  they  had  been  condemned, 
in  order  to  alter  them,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  to  the  Answer  to  Ques- 
tion 3,364  he  would  have  seen  that  the 
answer  to  that  charge  was  that  goods 
were  frequently  rejected  for  a  defective 
stitch  or  two,  but  that  the  contractors 
always  had  an  opportunity  given  them 
of  putting  those  stitches  right.  So  it 
was  in  this  ease.  What  the  hon. 
Member  alleged  against  Mr.  Nepean 
amounted  to  nothing  less  than  criminal 
conspiracy. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  said,  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  contractor's  own  explanation. 
Mr.  Boss  distinctly  stated,  with  regard 
to  the  hidea,  that  if  he  had  been  allowed 
to  take  them  back  and  re-dress  tbem  he 
would  have  appealed  to  the  Director  of 
Contracts  and  beaten  the  Department. 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  could 
not  offer  any  personal  opinion  on  the 
subject,  but  if  the  hides  were  re-dressed 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  satisfy  the  pro- 
per tests,  he  oould  see  no  objection  to 
their  reception.  Therefore,  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  it  was  a  little  hard 
upon  a  public  servant  like  Mr.  Nepean 
that  he  should  be  attacked  in  the  way 
the  hon.  Member  bad  attacked  him.  He 
thought  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  had 
thought  a  little  more,  he  would  hardly 
have  attacked  a  gentleman  who  had 
done  such  good  aervioe  without  basing 
his  attack  upon  a  little  better  case.  He 
himself  was  not  responsible  for  parti- 
cular transactions,  but  he  was  respon- 
sible  for  the  system  now  being  estab- 
lished at  the  Wat  Office,  and  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  aocept  that  respon- 
sibility. If  nothing  else  could  be  said 
to  have  been  done  during  the  time  he 
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tad  fulfilled  the  duties  of  hie  present 
Office,  lie  Bhould,  at  any  tate,  Uavd  the 
Bstiafaction  in  liis  awn  mind  of  knowing 
that  he  had  done  his  utmost  to  make 
the  inspection  of  all  war-like  stores  in 
all  Departirients  of  the  Army  indepen- 
dent and  real. 

Loud  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Fadding^ton,  8.)  said,  he  believed  the 
Committee  would  agree  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  had,  in  a  perfectly 
fair  manner,  laid  his  statement  before 
them,  and,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
ao,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
epokon  with  great  faimeBs,  and  ex- 
plained with  great  facility  and  ability 
the  steps  ha  had  takes  to  guard  against 
the  repetition  of  a  state  of  things  which 
oould  not  but  be  regarded  as  constitU' 
ting  a  gieat  publio  danger.  He  wae 
bound,  however,  to  remark  that  tho 
Committee  must  still  be  left  in  a  state 
of  some  bewilderment  and  almost  as- 
touishment,  at  the  remarkable  evidence 
laid  before  them  as  to  the  system  which 
had  prevailed,  and  was  still  prevailing, 
in  ^e  Department.  Hie  right  hon. 
Friend  has  stated  that  there  oould  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  system  in 
past  years  had  been  extremely  bad,  and 
that  under  that  system  a  very  large 
number  of  defective  artiolss  had  been 

Eassed  into  the  Public  Service,  that  very 
trge  number  reptesenting,  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ghurohill)  supposed,  a  very 
large  sum  of  public  money  wasted.  But 
it  was  most  extraordinary  that  even  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  all  his  desire  to 
re-organize  the  Departmentandassist  the 
publio,  had  not  been  able  under  the 
peculiar  system  prevailing  to  place  hie 
fiager  on  one  single  person  as  being 
responsible  for  that  great  publio  crime. 
He  was  not  going  to  argue  against  the 
conol"sion  at  which  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemau  had  arrived,  when  he  said  that 
SergeantHawkinswas  an  untrustworthy 
witness,  and  he  agreed  with  the  judg- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that 
he  was  perfecuy  unreliable.  But  still 
he  remained  in  bis  position.  Colonel 
Sawnsley  apparently  had  held  a  posi- 
tion of  some  control  and  would  in  a 
private  capaoity,  no  doubt,  have  pre- 
vented what  had  occurred  to  some  ex- 
tent, yet  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  Stat«  to  bring  the  smaUest 
accusation  against  Colonel  Kawnsley. 
Then,  as  to  Oommiasary  Qeneral  Ifolo- 
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ney,  the  Secretary  of  State  said  that, 
although,  perhaps  he  did  not  do  all 
that  he  ought  to  have  done  with  re- 
gard  to  the  articles  supplied  being  equal 
to  the  specifications, yet  Colonel  Uoloney 
had  a  great  deal  of  work  to  perform, 
that  he  did  all  he  could  that,  on  the 
whole,  he  was  doing  good  work  for  the 
State,  and  that  he  could  not  get  rid  of 
Colonel  Moloney.  Then  there  was  Ur. 
Spice.  His  conduct  was  reviewed,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  no  blame  could 
legitimately  be  attached  to  him.  Then 
they  came  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Bar- 
rington,  who  also  occupied  a  position  of 
high  control  in  this  Department,  and 
might  be  held  in  some  way  responsible 
for  what  had  occurred.  But  no.  It 
appeared  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evi- 
dence in  the  Report  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate (i^eneral  to  show  that  any  respon- 
sibility attached  to  him  or  that  there  was 
anything  that  reflected  upon  him  in  the 
slightest  degree,  so  that  Colonel  Bar- 
rington  was  now  in  a  more  responsible 
position  than  before.  Of  course,  this 
might  all  be  very  right,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  was  in  a  position 
to  dispute  the  conclusion  of  the  right 
hon.  (Dontleman.  But  what  he  was 
most  oonoerned  about  was  this — he 
wanted  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  state  of  things  under 
which  an  immense  sum  of  money  for 
many  years  past  had  been  utterly  wasted 
and  thrown  away.  The  occurrences  had 
been  brought  to  light,  and  yet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  with  all  the  machinory 
at  his  disposal,  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  ail  the  great  powers  at  its 
command,  were  unable  to  visit  a  single 
individual  with  the  smallest  penalty. 
That  was  the  moral  to  be  drawn  from 
what  had  transpired.  He  had  only  one 
farther  remark  to  make,  and  it  was  in 
refercuce  to  it,  that  he  made  a  strong 
and  special  appeal  to  bis  hon.  Friend 
not  to  divide  the  Committee  on  his 
Amendment.  If  hishon.  Frienddivided 
one  of  twii  things  would  happen,  either 
he  would  put  the  Qovemment  in  a 
minority  which  would  be  attended  by 
much  inconvenience,  and  that  after  the 
explanation  ot  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  certainly  be  a  course  of  some  in- 
justice. On  the  other  hand,  his  hon. 
Friend  might  be  put  in  a  minority,  and 
if  that  were  so,  the  publio,  instead  of 
drawing   the   conclusion  they   wished 
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them  to  draw,  would  oome  to  the 
oonolusiou  that  there  was  not  muah  in 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Freaton,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  oompletely  disposed  of  it.  And  there 
■was  this  further  consideration — that  if 
the  Committee  adopted  the  Uotion  by  a 
large  majority  it  might  be  understood 
outside  that  the  Committee  had  oon- 
demned  the  changes  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  with  a  view  to 
guarding  against  a  repetition  oi  these 
ooourrences.  That  was  what  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  do.  The  Com- 
mittee upstairs  had  guarded  itself  from 
expressing  the  slightest  opinion  on  the 
various  ohangee  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  made  with  a  view  to  the  better  ar> 
ganization  of  our  military  affairs.  No 
opinioD  could  be  properly  expressed 
until  those  changes  had  been  tried. 
The  right  hon.  GTentleman  had  oonsti' 
tuted,  and,  for  all  he  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  knew,  properly  constituted, 
at  very  considerable  cost,  a  large  Depart- 
ment charged  with  the  independeut  in- 
apectioD  of  the  articles  manufactured  for 
the  use  of  Her  Majesty's  troops.  The 
changes  might  or  might  not  work  well, 
and  they  might  or  might  not  preserve 
us  in  the  future  from  the  grave  scandals 
which  had  up  to  now  occurred.  But,  if 
the  Committee  divided  on  the  Motion, 
and  carried  the  Vote  by  a  large  majority, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  the  future,  should  the  ar- 
rangements turn  out  badly,  would  be 
perfectly  able  to  turn  round  on  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  say — "Well, 
I  told  you  of  the  changes  I  had  made, 
and  you  approved  them  by  a  large  ma- 
jority." tJnder  all  the  cirQumatances  of 
the  ease,  and,  as  the  only  motive  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hanbury)  was  the 
good  of  the  Public  Service,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  rest  satisfied 
with  the  debate  he  had  originated,  and 
with  the  assurance  that  the  Committee 
was  grateful  to  him  for  the  great  atten- 
tion he  had  bestowed  upon  this  matter, 
and  not  seek  to  press  his  Motion  further, 
because,  if  the  Division  was  hostile  to 
him,  the  result  would  bethat,  instead  of 
doing  good,  he  would  be  doing  a  positive 
evil  to  the  public  interest. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 

bom)  said,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  War  stated    is  the  course  of   his 

speech,  that  oral  testimony  was  more  im' 
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pressive  than  written  testimony.  Perhaps 
as  he  was  a  member  of  Lord  Morley's 
Committee,  and  also  of  the  Special 
Committee  on  Saddlery,  he  might  be 
jiennitted  to  detail  his  ezperienoos.  The 
impression,  which  was  left  on  the  minds 
of  Lord  Morley's  Committee  was  that, 
while  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  in- 
competency among  the  Qovemment  offi- 
cials, there  had  been  no  corruption ; 
and  the  result  of  the  inquiry  conducted 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  gene- 
rally tallied  with  that  of  the  former 
Committee.  The  hon.  Memberfor  Pras' 
ton  (Mr.  Hanbuiy)  had  said  that  the 
Government  ought  to  be  loyal  to  the 
country  as  well  as  loyal  to  its  officials ; 
he  (Colonel  Duncan)  maintained  that 
the  Government  ought  to  be  loyal  to 
its  officials  when  they  were  good,  bat 
not  loyal  to  them  when  they  were  bad. 
Two  or  three  men  who  had  been  so 
severely  attacked  were,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  doing  the  work  for  which 
they  were  engaged,  and  certainly  they 
were  absolutely  free  from  corruption  as 
far  as  the  Committee  could  ascertain. 
The  name  of  theDireotor  of  Contracts  had 
been  mentioned ;  that  gentleman  was 
examined  by  the  Committee  on  Saddlery ; 
the  whole  system  at  work  was  put  be- 
fore the  Committee  in  the  most  open 
way ;  no  question  was  left  unanswered ; 
and  he  thought  that  a  more  worthy  and 
ezoellent  public  servant  did  not  exist  in 
the  country.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  omitted  to  mention  one  thing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
among  the  discoveries  he  had  made  was 
the  great  difficulty  of  getting  speoifica- 
tioaa  to  agree  with  the  sealed  pattern. 
The  difficulty  the  Committee  experienced 
was  to  get  the  article  manufactured  to 
agree  with  the  sealed  pattern,  and  that 
was  a  much  more  important  thing. 
They  found  that  some  thousands  of 
certain  articles  hod  been  accepted  by 
the  viewers  which  were  of  a  totally 
different  pattern  to  the  sealed  pattern 
which  was  given  to  the  viewers  to 
follow.  That  showed  inoompetenoy  on 
the  part  of  the  viewers.  Although 
great  temptatious  had  been  thrown  tn 
the  way  of  viewers  in  their  dealings  with 
wealthy  oontractors,  no  corruption  on 
their  part  had  ever  been  shown.  As 
one  who  had  sat  on  the  Special  Com- 
mittees, and  heard  the  eriaenoe  given, 
and,  as  one  quite  oonsoioiis  of  the  great 
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B  of  our  ajsteni,  lie  rejoiced  to 
find  that  now  efforts  were  being  made 
to  improre  that  Bjatem. 

CoLONKL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  aaid, 
be  quite  understood  the  advice  given  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  not  to  divide  the  Committee 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Ijord  Ztandolph 
Churchill).  The  noble  Lord  was  an  in- 
dependent supporter  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment;  and  although,  do  doubt, 
he  liked  them  to  get  a  lesson  now  and 
then,  he  thought  that,  as  they  had  been 
beaten  twice  last  week,  it  was  hardly 
fair  to  beat  them  on  the  oreeent  occa- 
aion.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  lielieTed  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Hr. 
Hanbury)  were  to  go  to  a  Division  it 
was  vary  likely  that  he  would  get  a 
m^ority;  certainly  he  would  if  there 
were  any  Oonservativea  who  really 
valued  the  efficiency  of  the  Service  more 
than  the  interests  of  their  own  Party. 
The  Oomraittee  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preaton  referred  was  not  ono  on 
which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  served  ;  but 
he  could  quite  understand,  from  hie  ex- 
perience on  other  Committees,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
was  very  much  within  the  facta.  Now, 
he  took  a  much  broader  view  of  this 

iuestion  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
reaton.  The  defective  supply  of  saddles 
and  accontrements  waa  only  a  small 
part  of  this  question.  Again,  saddles 
and  aoooutremants  were  put  out  to  aome 
sort  of  competition.  Would  the  Com- 
mittee believe  that  out  of  the  £  1 ,500,000 
worth  of  stores  there  was  hardly  a 
aiogle  item  put  out  to  competition,  but 
that  the  liata  wore  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Nepean  ?  Mr.  Nepean  was  a  man  who 
had  a  great  fancy  for  a  restricted  list  of 
oontractors ;  certainly  he  had  declared 
be  would  like  to  retain  the  liat,  but  he 
had  never  gone  in  for  open  competition. 
Preasure,  too,  was  put  on  him  by  the 
Superinteudenta  of  the  different  depart- 
ments in  Woolwich  to  have  restricted 
liats.  It  waa  only  proper  that  all  the 
atorea  ahould  be  bought  in  the  open 
market,  and  until  that  was  done  the 
country  would  spend  20  or  30  oi  40  per 
cent  more  than  the  value  of  the  articles 
it  received.  Frequently,  if  they  bought 
in  the  open  market,  they  would  get 
goods  at  20,  30,  or  40  per  cent  below 
coat  price,  because  manufacturers  must 
manufacture,  nLuat  keop  their  eatablish- 
ments  going,  hoping  to  make  aomethiog 
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out  of  the  country  in  time  of  war  or  of 
great   prensure.      An  enormous  saving 


on  this  Yote  would  be  effected  if  the 
priooiple  of  open  competition  were 
adopted.  Of  course,  in  the  case  of 
machine  guns,  there  ought  to  be  some 
reward  given  to  the  inventor,  and  such 
things  he  would  exempt  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  open  competition  by  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  But  take  the  case 
of  euch  a  rough  article  as  ooal.  It  was 
proved  to  Lord  Morley'a  Committee  that 
a  large  part  of  the  coal  in  the  Arsenal 
was  not  bought  in  the  opeu  market; 
there  was  onekind  which  waa  aubmitted 
to  open  coatraet,  while  there  was  an- 
other  kind  which  was  not.  Pig  iron, 
ateel,  and  other  rough  articles  supplied 
in  the  factory  were  never  put  up  to  open 
competition.  Sometimes  there  was  a 
long  list  of  contractors,  and  sometimes 
a  very  short  one  ;  it  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  a  number  of  contractors  ari^ed 
that  it  waa  no  uae  to  get  on  the  list ; 
certainly  there  would  be  no  economy 
until  they  adopted  the  simple  plan  of 
having  open  contracts  in  ell  cases,  ex- 
cept where  a.  reason  could  be  given  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  why  it  should  not 
be  adopted.  There  was  a  tremendous 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  War  Office 
to  narrow  the  contracts  in  every  way. 
Take  the  caae  of  steel.  The  manufacture 
of  steel  had  been  set  up  in  the  Boyal 
Arsenal  almost  anrreptitioualy  —  that 
was  to  say,  the  War  Office  did  not  ex- 
actly forbid  the  authorities  to  aet  it  up, 
but  simply  closed  its  eyes  to  their  action. 
But  the  moment  they  succeeded  in 
manufacturing  steel  in  the  Boyal  Qun 
Factory  they  were  met  with  the  objec- 
tion— "We  have  promised  eight  or  10 
contractors  to  give  them  for  the  future 
the  greater  portion  of  the  steel  aupply 
for  the  Boyal  Arsenal."  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  believed  that  a  sort  of  promise 
had  been  given  to  aome  ateel  manufac- 
turers. It  was  said  in  the  House  that 
there  waa  encouragement  to  be  given  to 
certain  manufacturera  to  aet  up  steel 
works,  and  that  thia  encouragement 
would  take  the  shape  of  giving  them 
the  orders  of  the  future.  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  remembered  rising  in  the  Honse, 
and  saying  that  what  was  proposed 
would  lead  to  a  tremendous  monopoly 
and  tremendous  profita  to  the  manufac- 
turers of  steel.  The  War  Office  now 
contended  that  they  had  only  given  a 
half  promise  to  six  or  eight  people,  aii4 
a  f 
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that  there  was  another  list  to  whom 
the;  had  not  given  a  promise  at  all. 
There  waa  not  the  alighteet  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  the  War  Office  had  gone  out 
of  its  waj  to  create  a  monopoly  in  steel, 
whioh  was  to  be  the  chief  material  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  guns  of  the 
future.  There  was  only  one  remedy  for 
that  state  of  things,  and  it  was  for  this 
reason  that  he  wished  the  hou.  Ueoibei 
forPre8ton(lfr.  Hanbury)  would  ignori 
the  advice  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Idem' 
her  for  South  Faddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  and  go  to  a  Division. 
The  whole  system  of  contract  in  this 
country  required  thorough  overhauling ; 
and  until  the  couutry  was  more  awake 
to  the  fact  that  stores  were  not  put  out 
td  open  contract,  bnt  were  given  to 
different  people  as  a  sort  of  favour,  the 
War  Office  would  be  strong  enough  to 
enforce  itself  against  the  princtple  of 
open  contract.  It  was  not  tnat  the  men 
concerned  got  any  advantage  out  of  the 

firesent  system,  the  most  they  got  was  a 
ittle  power  or  influence  in  being  able 
to  distribute  these  contracts.  Mr, 
Nepean,  the  Director  of  Contracts, 
assigned  the  contracts,  but  the  Superin- 
tendents were  able  to  recommend  con- 
tractors. A  Superintendent  certainly 
could  not  safely  reoommead  anybody 
during  his  first  two  years  of  Office; 
and,  therefore,  vhat  he  hod  to  do 
was  to  go  to  the  manager  —  the  ma- 
nager was  very  often  advised  by  the 
foreman,  and,  consequently,  the  ma- 
nager and  foreman  had  reallj^  the  giving 
of  the  contracts.    The  Superintendents, 


although  they  got  no  pecuniary  advan- 

,t  of  the  present  system,  incurred 

I  responsibility.    Certainly,  if 


pretty  certain  they  would  get  a  good 
article,  though  they  would  not  get  value 
for  their  money,  and  there  would  not  be 
the  same  trouble  in  inspecting  it  as  if 
they  went  into  the  open  market  for  it. 
Superintendents  argued  that  they  did 
not  like  the  system  of  open  contracts, 
because  they  were  not  sure  of  a  good 
article.  It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  they  did  not  care  to  take  the 
trouble  or  to  incur  the  responsibility  of 
inspecting  the  articles,  or  else  their  con- 
tention meant  that  they  could  not  tell 
a  good  article  from  a  bad  one.  Now, 
Lord  Uorley's  Committee  recommended 
certain  eoonoraies;  they  recommended 
Colontl  NoiaA 
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there  should  be  an  inspecting  Staff,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  hod  gone  so  far 
as  to  appoint  an  inspecting  Sta£f  at  a 
coat  of  £8,000  a-year.  Surely,  if  they 
were  to  have  such  a  Staff,  they  ought 
to  get  some  value  out  of  it.  He  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  if  they  threw 
upon  that  Staff  the  responsibility  of 
judging  whether  materials  supplied 
were  good  or  bad  they  would  certainly 
save  more  than  £8,000  a-year.  If  this 
responsibility  were  not  cast  upon  them, 
then  £8,000  would  simply  be  added  to 
the  other  expenses  of  the  county.  As 
Lord  Uorley's  Committee  had  been 
more  than  once  referred  to,  be  deatred 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions  in  respect 
to  its  recommendations.  That  Com- 
mittee reported  in  favour  of  cirilian 
heads  at  the  Arsenal.  He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  atgoed  the  Utnority  Beport 
which  was  opposed  to  that  recommenda- 
tion, because  he  thought  the  Secretary 
of  State  ought  to  appoint  the  best  men 
he  could  get,  whether  military  or  civi- 
lian. The  Committee  also  thought  there 
should  be  one  mechanical  engineer  at 
the  Arsenal,  and  that  struck  him  oB 
being  avery  good  suggestion.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  that  portion  of 
the  Heport  had  been  carried  out ; 
indeed,  there  was  nothing  to  whioh  the 
Committee  attached  such  importance  as 
that  there  should  be  one  first-class 
mechanical  engineer  at  the  Boyal 
Arsenal  to  advise.  He  saw  that  in  the 
Yote  £3,000  was  to  be  taken  for  new 
buildings.  As  he  said.  Lord  Uorley's 
Committee  were  very  anxious  to  secure 
economy,  and  they  made  recommen- 
dations which  he  thought,  on  the 
whole,  tended  greatly  to  economy.  Tet 
the  very  first  thing  they  saw,  not- 
withstanding those  recommend adons, 
was  that  new  buildings  were  to  be  put 
up.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  a  very 
good  knowledge  of  Woolwich  Arsenal, 
and  it  struck  him  that  many  of  the  old 
buildings  could  be  utilized  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  clerks  and  Com- 
mandant, If  they  wanted  to  spend 
money  in  putting  tramways  in  the 
workshops,  or  in  building  new  and  im- 
proved workshops,  well  and  good ;  but 
he  scarcely  saw  the  necessity  of  expend- 
ing the  £3,000  in  the  way  now  proposed. 
The  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
seemed  to  think  he  had  instituted  a 
good  many  reforms  during  his  compara- 
tively short  tenure  of  Office.    On  the 
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whole,  be  (Colonel  Nolan)  really  thought 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  had  done  good 
work  Id  the  cause  of  economy ;  certainly, 
the  right  boa.  Qentleman  wae  about  to 
effect  a  change  which  was  of  the  greatest 
importance.  He  was  going  to  take 
power  to  carry  on  the  money  over  the 
financial  year.  Now,  that  was  of  im- 
portance, because,  to  a  great  extent, 
matters  of  finance  in  that  House  were 
managed  by  men  who  were  at  the  Trea- 
sury. A  great  many  bon.  Uembers 
had  passed  through  tbe  Treasury,  so 
that  it  might  really  be  said  that  one- 
half  of  the  men  who  voted  on  this 
question  were  connected  with  the  Trea- 
sury, and  that  they  looked  at  these 
matters  ^m  a  Treasury  point  of  view. 
They  consequently  wished  all  money 
that  was  left  over  on  tbe  different  Votes 
to  be  surrendered  into  tbe  Treasury, 
and  to  go  to  the  Sinking  Fund.  Now, 
in  tbe  opinion  of  many  people,  all 
the  money  which  was  left  over  at  the 
end  of  tbe  financial  year  was  wasted,  so 
that  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on  the 
Superintendents  and  managers  at  the 
Arsenal  to  spend  ail  tbe  monev  which 
was  noted  just  before  tbe  end  of  tbe 
financial  year.  Lord  Motley's  Com- 
mittee received  a  large  amount  of  evi- 
dence upon  tbe  point,  it  was  shown  that 
tbe  Arsenal  Autborities  used  to  go  into 
tbe  market  and  get  articles  ;  whereas,  if 
tbey  bad  waited  a  few  months  longer, 
tbey  could  have  got  tbemmuch  cheaper. 
Tbe  plan  suggested  by  tbe  Secretary  of 
State,  by  which  the  money  could  be 
carried  over  the  31st  of  March,  was  one 
of  great  practical  importance,  and,  in  bis 
(Colonel  Nolan's)  opinion,  would  lead 
to  considerable  saving.  Some  of  the 
ofBoera  who  gave  evidence  were  in 
favour  of  a  setUement  every  four  or  five 
years,  but  that  was  not  assented  to  by 
the  Committee,  because  it  was  felt  that 
in  that  case  Parliament  would  virtually 
surrender  control  over  militaiy  matters. 
He  was  glad  to  see  tbe  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  decided  to  carry  over 
the  money  for  three  or  four  months. 
There  always  must  be,  at  tbe  end  of 
the  financial  vear,  an  aoeumulation  of 
money  in  tbe  hands  of  the  Department, 
and  for  the  very  good  reason  that  if  the 
Department  spent  its  money  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stats  came  down  towards  the 
close  of  the  year  with  some  urgent  de- 
tuand,  they  would  h^re  qo  money  out  of 


which  to  defray  tbe  cost.  They,  there- 
fore, must  have  some  money  in  hand  to 
meet  any  sudden  requirement  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  As  the  year  came  to  a 
close,  however,  tbey  were  anxious  to 
spend  the  money,  and  frequently  they 
did  spend  it  almost  reckleasly.  He  was 
exceedingly  glad  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
bad  taken  some  steps  to  remedy  that 
state  of  things,  by  which  remedy  be 
(Colonel  Nolan)  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
the  country  would  gain  £40,000  or 
£50,000  a-year. 

Hb.  BEADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
said,  be  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
tbe  hon.  Uember  for  Preston  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  accepted  the  advice  offered  to  him 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  !Randolph  Gburcbill) 
the  Committee  would  stand  in  a  very  lame 
and  impotent  fashion  before  tbe  country 
to-morrow.  The  charges  made  were 
very  specific  ;  tbey  bad  been  dealt  with, 
he  quite  agreed,  with  perfect  frankness 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) ;  still  he  reminded  tbe  Committee 
that  wbon  the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  "War  it  was  bis  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh'a)  duty  to  submit  to  him 
some  similar  cbarees  in  relation  to 
similar  matters,  and  yet,  although  the 
same  things  were  constantly  recurriog, 
no  one  had  been  punished.  The  con- 
tractors, in  some  of  these  cases  which 
had  been  mentioned,  must  have  been 
guilty  of  fraud;  if  tbe  statements  alleged 
were  true,  they  must  have  been  guilty 
of  deliberate  and  intentional  dishonesty. 
Although  it  was  perfectly  true  that  to 
preBsthismattertoaDiTisionwouldputa 
number  of  Members  who  sat  on  tbe 
Qovernment  aide  of  the  House  in  an  un- 
pleasant position,  because  they  would 
then  have  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment they  supported,  yet  be  ventured  to 
suggest  that  there  was  another  view  of 
the  matter  to  be  taken.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Gandolph  Ohurohill)  said  that  if 
there  were  a  majority  in  favour  of  tbe 
Tote  tbey  would  endorse  tbe  arrange- 
ments the  Secretary  of  State  bad  stated 
he  bad  made  in  order  to  prevent  these 
things  happening  in  the  future.  But, 
on  tbe  oontrary,  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
submitted  they  would  be  putting  on 
record  a  very  distinct  protest  against 
people  being  allowed  to  escape  who 
ought  to  hare  been  punished,  against, 
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iQfaot,  psopIeabBoIutelybelngrewarded, 
notwithstanding  their  neglect  of  dutj. 
He  c«rtainl;  was  of  opinion  that  upon 
this  queatlon  the  Committee  ought  to  go 
to  a  Uiviaion.  He  knew  that  they  were 
largely  in  the  haads  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  and  those 
who  co-operated  with  Mm  as  to  what 
kind  of  expression  of  opinion  there 
should  be;  but  the  country  would  read 
the  names  given  in  the  Division  List, 
and  would  understand  how  far  Members 
carried  their  adhesion  to  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  country  as  against  their 
allegiance  to  the  Oorernment.  He  main- 
tained that  there  ought  to  be  no  alle- 
^ance  to  men  in  the  position  of  Messrs. 
Sobs.  One  could  not  be  sure  that  the 
adulteration  of  leather  was  not  going  on 
at  the  present  moment.  He  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say  the  QoTemment  were  not 
taking  steps  to  check  it,  hut  he  did 
allege  that  when  Motiona  of  this  kind 
were  brought  before  tlie  House,  time 
after  time,  only  to  be  withdrawn,  the 
country  would  regard  them  as  simply 
trifling  with  matters  of  this  character. 
The  adulterations  were  so  skilfully  con- 
trived that  the  contractors  must  have 
paid  skilled  people  to  effect  them. 
Poor  people  wno  defrauded  the  nation 
were  sent  to  the  place  where  fraudulent 
persons  received  punishment,  but  not  so 
with  wealthy  contractors.  He  main- 
tained that  the  Qovemment,  in  not 
taking  proceedings  against  the  con- 
tractors, and  punishing  all  those  upon 
whom  responsibility  fell,  while  they 
admitted  the  chief  counts  of  the  indict- 
ment, were  merely  stultifying  them- 
selves. As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
was  certainly  strongly  disposed  to  chal- 
lenge a  Division  when  the  Question  was 
put  from  the  Chair.  He  thought  that 
everyone  ought  to  vote  for  the  Motion, 
as  n  protest  against  the  system  which 
allowed,  year  uter  year,  these  things  to 
go  on,  because  these  things  were  the 
same  in  1862,  when  our  soldiers'  lives 
were  lost  by  them,  and  they  were  the 
same  even  before  then.  As  long  as  no 
example  was  mads,  as  long  as  Motions 
of  this  kind  were  simply  introduced  to 
be  withdrawn,  so  long  would  these 
things  be  repeated. 

Ma.  LAFONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey)  said,  that  if  the  Committee  would 
bear  with  him  he  would  tike  to  make 
a  few  oommmts  upon  this  matter, 
especially  as  he  had  eome  practical 
Jfr.  Bradlaugh 
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knowledge  of  the  subject.  He  was 
rather  surprised  at  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh), 
practical  man  as  he  was,  taking  such  a 
strong  view  with  only  one  side  ofllie 
evidence  before  Mm.  It  was  not  like 
the  hon.  Qentleman,  upon  such  insnffi- 
cient  evidence,  to  say  that  there  had 
been  shameful  and  disgraceful  fraud  on 
the  part  of  the  contractors.  He  (Mr. 
Lafone)  thought  that  he  would  be  able 
to  show  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
justification  for  any  such  statement.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind,  in  the  first 
place,  that  Messrs.  Rosa  and  their  im- 
mediate predecessors  had  been  contrac- 
tors for  the  Government  for  the  last  40 
years,  and  that,  without  exception,  they 
had,  before  the  present  charges  were 
made,  carried  out  their  contracts  in  the 
most  admirable  manner.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had 
made  statements  founded  upon  evidence 
contained  in  the  Blue  Book ;  he  had 
taken  the  evidence  corroborating  the 
charges  he  had  made ;  but  if  the  hon; 
Q-entleman  would  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  see 
that  the  statements  he  relied  upon  vere 
not  made  on  oath.  Those  statements 
were  made  by  Messrs.  Dunn  and 
Moody,  and  other  people  who  gave  evi- 
dence. In  the  first  place,  there  was  a 
charge  made  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission of  gross  and  wilful  corruption 
in  the  Department  at  Woolwich.  For 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  founda- 
tion ;  there  was  no  evidence  whatever 
in  support  of  it ;  indeed,  all  the  evidence 
was  in  a  contrary  direction.  One  or 
two  witnesses,  in  giving  their  evidence, 
stated  that  it  was  utterly  impossible 
that  the  corruption  such  as  was  spoken 
of  could  pass  at  Woolwich  without  de- 
tection. There  were  60  viewers  and  6 
overlookers,  and  the  viewers  examined 
the  goods  in  pairs,  so  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  bribe  two,  if  not 
more,  of  the  viewers.  Then,  again,  the 
question  was,  whether  certain  viewers 
were  not  so  interested  by  previous 
knowledge  of  certain  contractors  that 
they  passed  goods  they  should  not  have 
done  simply  to  favour  such  contractors? 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Spice.  He  was  not  going 
into  the  question  whether  the  appoint- 
ments were  judicious  or  not,  but  all  the 
evidence  tended  to  prove  one  tMng,  and 
that  was  that  Mr.  Spice  was  a  tboroughl^ 
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competent  penon  for  the  position  to 
wbimi  he  was  appointed.  But  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  llr.  Spice  to  do 
the  whole  of  his  work  in  a  proper  and 
satisfaotor;  manner.  What  were  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  relatinE  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
called  collar-hides,  but  which  were  really 
collar-backs  f  The  goods  were  delivered 
hurriedly,  and  It  was  stated  that  they 
were  not  properly  examined.  There 
were  1,120  hides  to  be  delivered  for  the 
purpose  ofcompIetingtheoontraQtB.  Of 
these  240,  not  159,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  stated,  were 
rejected  as  not  being  up  to  the  standard  ; 
120  of  the  bides  sent  back  to  the  con- 
traotor,  after,  of  course,  being  injured 
in  the  prooese  of  examination,  were  sold 
at  the  rate  of  It.  Id.  per  pound.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  got  good  value  for  their  money. 
They  ooula  not  expect  to  get  hides  of 
the  value  of  2*.  per  pound  for  li.  &\d. 
per  pound.  The  best  collar-backs  were 
sold  at  2».  Sd.  per  pound,  and  those  of 
the  second  quality  were  sold  at  It.  lOi. 
per  pound.  But  the  Government  wanted 
the  contractors  to  deliver  such  goods  at 
I(.  61i.  perpotknd.  At  the  same  time, 
they  did  not  give  either  the  contractors 
or  Uie  viewers  a  fair  chance,  for  the  speci- 
fications, sealed  pattern,  and  the  con- 
tract pattern  were  all  different.  The 
question  thsrefore  was,  whether  the 
viewer  or  the  contractor  should  take  the 
specification,  or  the  sealed  pattern,  or  the 
working  pattern  to  guide  him  as  to  thede- 
livery?  Be  (Mr.  Laf  one)  did  not  hesitate 
to  say,  as  an  old  leather  manufacturer, 
that  no  one  could  possibly  deliver  such 
goods  as  those  described  in  the  specifica- 
tion under  2«.  or  1(.  lid.  per  pound. 
Aa  he  had  said,  the  Government  expected 
the  hides  to  be  delivered  at  It.  S^d.  per 
pound.  UnqueBtionably  they  got  value 
for  their  money,  and  the  beet  proof  of 
that  was  that  the  hides  which  were  re- 
jected by  the  Government  were  sold 
afterwards  in  the  open  market  at 
1*.  7d.  per  pound.  What  waa  the 
process  to  which  they  were  sub- 
jected ?  Instead  of  being  laid  in  bulk, 
with  grease  put  between  them  to 
keep  them  in  proper  order,  they  were 
all  rolled  up,  and  exposed  to  the  air. 
The  result  of  treating  leather  in  this 
way,  mors  particularly  leather  of  this 
description,  was  that  the  quality  wae 
deteriorated.    The  grease   became  ab- 


sorbed, and  the  leather  became  quite 
hard.  That  was  the  appearance  of  the 
goods  when  they  were  seen  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  nearly  two  years  after 
they  were  delivered.  Now  he  came  to  the 
question  of  glucose.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  used  the  term  very  glibly. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  gave  at 
the  end  of  his  Keport  the  result  of  an 
exhaustive  analysis  made  by  Mr.  Wright 
on  the  subject  of  glucose:  Mr.  Wright 
very  properly  said  that  it  was  a  new 
field  of  investigation  for  him,  and  that 
he  was  not  at  all  certain  of  Uie  results. 
He  carefully  guarded  himself,  and  very 
properly  bo,  because  his  results  were 
entirely  fallacious,  and  that  he  (Mr. 
Lafone)  could  prove  to  demonstration, 
for  he  had  in  his  possession  an  analysis 
made  by  men  who  knew  all  about  the 
subject.  It  hod  been  said  that  it  waa 
very  easy  to  detect  glucose  in  leather  ; 
but  he  could  take  hen.  Members  to  a 
warehouse  with  5,000  hides,  and  defy 
them  to  say  whether  there  was  glu- 
cose in  the  leather  or  not.  It  waa 
very  difficult  to  detect  the  presence 
of  any  foreign  material  in  leather,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  weight,  without 
a  chemical  analyslB.  No  such  ana- 
lysis was  made  at  Woolwich,  neither 
was  it  expedient  that  there  should  bo. 
But  it  would  be  easy  in  the  future  to 
prevent  differences  between  the  speci- 
fications and  the  sealed  samples.  liefer- 
ence  had  been  made^to  the  pack  eaddies 
which  were  made  for  Egypt.  The  con- 
tractors had  not  time  to  make  the  saddles 
according  to  the  specifications,  and  the 
reenlc  was  they  were  obliged  to  make 
them  as  near  to  the  pattern  as  they  pos- 
sibly could.  The  person  who  supplied 
the  hair,  supplied  it  on  condition  that  it 
paesedGovernmentinspection,anditwas 
proved  in  evidence  that  the  proper  quan- 
tity had  been  sent  in,  delivered,  and  paid 
for.  The  Government  had  not  time  to 
pass  the  saddles ;  they  were  obliged  to 
ship  them  on  a  certain  day,  and  to  take 
them  as  they  were  delivend.  One  of  the 
misfortunes  of  the  time  andof  the  system 
which  now  existed  was  that  this  House 
and  the  country  had  hot  and  cold  fevers. 
At  one  time  they  had  a  fit  of  economy, 
and  would  not  keep  the  stores  up  to  a 
proper  height.  InthetimeoftheOrimean 
War  his  firm  had  to  go  into  the  market 
and  buy  40,000  or  60,000  hides,  at  an 
extra  cost  of  between  £8,000  and 
£  10,000,  to  supply  the  denuded  etorea  of 
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the  Government.  If  was  utterly  impoe- 
aible,  when  men  were  working  da;  and 
night  manufacturing  stores,  that  the 
etoreB  could  be  of  the  very  beet  deaorip- 
tion.  The  qnestion  of  sweating  had 
lieeQ  introduced.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Freaton  (&fr.  Hanbury}  had  made  a 
great  uae  of  certain  wild  atatementa 
made  before  a  Committee  of  the  other 
Houae  by  Mr:  Dunn  and  Mr.  Wright. 
Mr.  Wright  had,  fortunately  for  himself, 
put  the  Bea  between  him  and  thiacountry. 
He  had  made  statements  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  substantiate. 
When  he  (Mr.  Lafons)  spoke  of  what 
took  place  at  Bermondsey,  he  spoke  of 
a  place  with  which  he  waa  most  inti- 
mately acquainted,  and  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that,  instead  uf  sweating 
going  OD  there,  there  waa  nothing  what- 
ever of  the  kind.  He  had  been  in  the 
BO-called  sweating  rooma.  They  were 
large  and  lofty  rooms;  15  or  20  young 
women  and  girls  worked  there  with 
machines  and  by  hand.  He  asked  them, 
one  after  another,  what  wages  they  were 
earning.  One  young  woman,  who  had 
just  commenced  the  business,  said  she 
earned  8<.  a-week.  There  were  people 
there  who  had  been  1 2  and  1 5  years  in  the 
trade,  and  they  would  not  take  any  other 
employment  when  there  were  no  con- 
tracts out,  because  they  were  continu- 
ally hoping  that  the  work  would  return. 
The  oldest  hands  were  making  12«.  and 
14».  a-week.  Having  regard  to  the 
allegation  made  in  the  Committee  that 
these  people  worked  excessively  long 
hours,  ne  asked  them  what  their  hours 
of  labnur  were.  They  told  him  they 
came  to  work  at  8  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing and  left  at  half-past  5  in  the  even- 
ing, an  hour  being  allowed  for  dinner. 
Therefore,  he  said  there  waa  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hanbury),  at 
least  so  far  as  Bermondaey  was  con- 
ceroed.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  contractors  had  been  hardly 
dealt  with.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  scarcely  done  them  justice. 
They  had  had  to  labour  under  great 
difficulties,  for  they  had  been  required 
to  deliver  the  goods  under  great  stress. 

The  JUD&E  ADVOCATE  GENERAL 
(Sir  William  MARKiorr)(Brighton)aaid, 
he  had  no  intention  of  detaining  the 
Committee  at  any  length  ;  but  it  would 
be  hardly  right,  coaaidering  the  part  he 
had  played  in  the  matter,  if  he  did  not 
Mr.  lafiMt 
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offer  a  few  observations.  Perhaps  it 
waa  as  well  that  he  should  say  what 
was  the  origin  of  this  matter.  The 
Committee  of  Inquiry  went  down  to 
Woolwich,  and,  by  mere  accident,  saw 
some  hides.  They  asked  a  man  casually 
concerning  them,  and  his  answer  was  so 
unsatisfactory  that  their  suspicions  were 
at  once  aroused.  Sergeant  Hawkins' 
name  had  been  mentioned ;  but  it  was 
right  to  say  that  he  was  in  no  way  re- 
sponsible for  these  hides.  He  (Sir 
William  Marriott)  examined  the  man, 
and  formed  the  opinion  that  he  was  a 
person  who  under  no  possibility  could 
tell  the  truth,  or  perhaps  he  ought  to 
say  give  satisfactory  answers.  That 
seemed  to  be  the  character  the  man 
possessed  at  Woolwieh.  At  the  aame 
time,  he  was  an  excellent  worker,  and 
that  waa  the  reason  why  his  services 
were  retained.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  however,  was  quite  right  in 
keeping  him  out  of  any  position  of  re- 
sponsibility. It  had  been  said  that 
goods  had  been  received  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  received,  and  that 
therefore  the  money  paid  for  them  had 
been  wasted.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  went 
further,  and  stated  that  offioiala  had 
been  rewarded  who  had  been  guilty  of 
negligence,  and  who  ought  to  have  been 
punished.  He  (Sir  William  Marriott) 
was  not  aware  that  any  officials  who 
ought  to  have  been  punished  had  been 
rewarded.  He  knew  there  were  many 
people  who  always  thought  that  some- 
one must  be  hanged.  This  reminded 
him  of  a  common  practice  in  the  East. 
If  a  crime  was  committed  there,  half-a- 
dozen  people  must  be  pnniahed,  it  being 
quite  a  matter  of  detail  whether  the 
right  man  was  puniahed.  But  we  could 
not  do  here  what  was  done  in  the  East. 
If  a  person  was  found  to  be  realty 
guilty,  then  he  ought  to  be  punished ; 
but  it  was  very  improper  to  lay  blame 
on  the  wrong  person.  Now,  corruption 
had  been  charged  against  the  Estab- 
lishment, and  against  certain  manu- 
facturers. That  was  the  main  charge 
which  brought  about  the  inquiry.  But 
throughout  the  inquiry,  however,  there 
was  not  one  word  of  corruption  uttered 
against  the  Establishment  or  the  manu- 
facturers. The  very  accuaers  themselves 
—  Mr.  Dunn  and  Mr,  Moody  —  were 
asked  if  they  had  any  proof.  Mr. 
Moody  said  that   he  never  said  that 
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tb«re  was  any  cormptioD,  and  Ur. 
Dunn  Baid  it  was  odIj  a  auspicion  upon 
hiB  part.  The  charge  of  corruption 
certainly  failed,  both  against  the  mann- 
facturers  and  against  the  Department, 
Then  came  the  question  whether  any 
individiialB  vere  to  blame.  The  evideoce 
undoubtedly  vent  to  prove  that  it  vas 
the  eyatem  which  was  at  fault.  The 
system  was  extremely  bad ;  hut  if  they 
asked  him  who  was  responsible  for  the 
syetem  he  should  say  it  was  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  was  very  well  for  hon 
Members  to  say  they  were  not  to  blame 
They  'were  responsible.  They  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  OoTernment,  and  the 
QoTomment  were  responBible  for  the 
system.  Take  the  case  of  these  hides. 
Ill  1 885  there  was  a  panic,  and  there 
was  a  ^eat  demand  for  public  money, 
tip  to  that  time  the  stores  had  been 
kept  very  low,  far  lower  than  they  were 
ever  kept  Who  waa  responsible  for 
them  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  House  and 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  respon- 
sible. All  at  once  a  large  number  of 
goods  were  ordered.  The  Establish- 
ment at  Woolwich  had  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  viewers  for  ordinary  times  ;  but 
upon  this  occaeion  so  many  goods  were 
coming  in  tbat  they  had  to  put  on  extra 
men  ;  that  was  why  Mr.  Dunn  was  put 
on.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  these  hides 
never  were  inspected.  The  officials  said 
they  had  not  time  to  inspect  them,  and 
not  even  time  to  count  them.     There 


money  were  voted  by  that  House,  and 
the  Departments  felt  that  they  must 
apend  the  money  before  the  31et  of 
March,  whether  they  wanted  goods  or 
not.  They  felt  that,  whether  they  could 
get  good  or  bad  articles,  the  money 
must  be  spent.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  it  was  the  system  which 
was  to  blame,  and  not  individuals. 
Tbey  must  not  expect  men  to  do  im- 
possibilities. If  they  put  upon  them 
more  than  they  could  do,  they  must 
not  blame  them  ;  they  must  blame 
the  Government  and  Parliament.  The 
contractors  themselves  complained,  in 
writing,  of  the  hurry ;  and  that  ought  to 
be  home  in  mind  by  an  impartial  As- 
sembly. Then,  with  regard  to  Mr.  Spice. 
Ur,  Spice  had  done  hie  work  well.  He 
had  bad  extra  duties  put  uoon  him 
without  extra  pay,  and  il 
to  him  to  bear  in  mind  tl: 


{J"diie21,  ifessj  ArmyEtiimaUt.  8?8 

extra  duties  were  put  upon  him  he  had 
asked  for  extra  assistance  to  enable  him 
to  cope  with  the  work  and  did  not  get  it. 
Ho  (Sir  William  Marriott)  did  not  know 
who  was  to  blame  individually  for  this 
state  of  things,  but  to  speak  generally 
it  was  the  War  Department  of  1883 
that  was  responsible.  If  the  House 
chose  to  pass  a  Tote  of  Censure  upon 
the  Administration  of  that  year  well  and 
good  ;  but  they  must  always  bear  in 
mind  that  such  Vote  of  Gensnre  could 
have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  pre- 
sent  Administration.  As  to  the  charge 
that  Mr.  Spice  had  appointed  as  viewers 
men  who  were  connected  with  Messrs. 
Boss  and  Company  the  contractors  it 
bad  broken  down  entirely  at  the  in- 
quiry, and  it  was  there  shown  that 
though  they  had  worked  for  half-a- 
dozen  different  firms,  and  though  tboy 
might  have  been  employed  by  the  sub- 
contractors under  Messrs.  Robs  and 
Company,  tbat  they  had  never  been  in 
the  employ  of  that  firm  at  all.  As  to 
Messrs.  Dunn  and  Moody,  they  had  un- 
questionably done  good  service  by  call- 
ing attention  to  these  matters,  Dunn, 
for  himself,  did  not  claim  that  high  in- 
spiration which  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  this  Amendment  (Mr.  Han- 
bury)  had  sugigeeted.  The  cause  of 
Mr.  Dunn's  action  was  unquestionably 
disappointment,  and  Mr.  Dunn  himself 
had  admitted  it.  What  happened  waa 
this — in  1885,  when  all  this  extra  work 
was  put  upon  the  Department,  Beveral 
people  were  taken  out  of  the  collar  shop, 
where  they  received  £1  2i.  6d.  a-week, 
and  made  viewers  at  wages  of  £1  13f. 
rising  to  £2  a-week.  Amongst  the  men 
taken  out  of  the  collar  shop  and  made 
viewers  by  Mr.  Spice  were  Messrs. 
Dunn  and  Moody.  These  men  viewed 
for  a  whole  year,  and  do  doubt  they 
had  done  there  work  very  well.  They 
were  very  good  men  and  very  intelligent, 
as  he(Sir  William  Marriott)  could  vouch, 
having  had  toexamine  them.  Nodoubt, 
they  were  very  excellent  viewers ;  but 
when  new  viewers  bad  to  be  appointed 
as  permanent  officials,  Mr.  Spice,  in- 
stead of  appointing  Mr.  Dunn  or  any  of 
the  others  who  were  taken  out  of  the 
collar  shop,  brought  in  men  from  out- 
side. Mr.  Dunn  and  the  other  men  were 
naturally  very  much  disappointed,  and 
had  said  so.    Thev  had  thouKht  that  if 
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Sintnientfl.  Fsrsonally,  he  (Sir  William 
airiott]  thought  that  Mr.  Dunn  ought 
to  have  had  one  of  the  appointmsnta, 
and  that  the  fact  of  paesing  him  over 
TBS  a  great  error  of  judgment  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Spies.  Uoody  was  a  much 
older  servant,  he  had  seen  a  great  deal 
of  eerrice,  and  soon  after  retired  from 
the  Department,  bo  that  the  mistake  was 
not  BO  great  in  his  case,  although  both 
of  them  had  a  fellow-motive,  and  there 
was  no  evidence  whatever  of  corruption 
in  what  Mr.  Spice  had  done.  He  (Sir 
William  Marriott)  certainly  thought 
that  thoee  men  ought  not  to  be  punished, 
but  rather  rewarded  in  some  way  con- 
aisteat  with  the  well-being  of  the  De- 

Sartment,  and  he  was  aure  the  right 
00.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  of  that  opinion  also.  That 
waa  all  ha  had  to  say  on  the  matter. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  great  evils  in  the 
system  which  had  been  in  existence 
at  Woolwich,  but,  in  his  (Sir  William 
Marriott's)  opinion,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  taken  every  possible  step  to 
remedy  them. 

Sia  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN(  Wolver- 
hampton W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  War  Office  to  a 
matter  to  wbioh  their  attention  had 
abready  been  directed,  but  with  regard 
to  which  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
a  right  to  ask  for  some  further  aosurance 
&om  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  8e- 
oretaty  of  State.  The  subject  to  which 
be  referred  was  this — it  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
there  had  been  disagreement  between 
the  specifications,  sealed  patterns,  and 
samples.  The  Secretary  of  State  stated 
that  he  was  so  muob  struck  by  these 
remarkable  differences  that  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  late  Com- 
missary Qeneral  to  the  matter,  and 
had  obtained  from  him  some  explana- 
tion of  what  was  going  on.  With  re- 
ference to  some  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  he  (Sir  William  Ptowden) 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  allow 
the  inquiry  to  go  somewhat  further.  It 
iraa  quite  clear,  from  the  evidence  which 
was  taken  at  the  inquiry,  that  they 
ought  to  be  able  lolay  their  hands  on 
the  various  officers  in  the  Department 
who  were  responsible  for  what  had  oc- 
•urred.  Itwaeadmittedin  the  evidence — 
Sir  WilUom  Marrittt 


which  he  had  very  oarefuUy  read — by 
the  OommisBary  Qeneral  and  others  that 
the  responsibility  rested  upon  them  ;  but 
though  the  Commissary  Qeneral,  on 
page  82,  remarked  that  he  himself  was 
responsible,  yet  he  pointed  distinotly  to 
subordinate  officers  who  had  the  im- 
mediate charge  of  this  duty.  It  seemed 
to  him  (Sir  William  Plowden)  that  in 
late  years  immediately  preceding  thoee 
in  which  these  unfortunatecironmetances 
occurred,  there  must  have  been  instance 
after  instance  where  specifications,  sealed 
patterns,  and  aamplea  were  made  use  of, 
and  that  there  must  have  been  some 
responsible  officer  capable  of  acting  with 
authority  in  the  event  of  there  Deing 
any  serious  discrepancies  in  these  things. 
He  (Sir  William  Plowden)  sincerely 
trusted  that  before  that  discussion  closed 
the  Committee  would  have  an  assurance 
from  the  War  Office  that  they  would  not 
allow  this  matter  to  drop,  but  would 
attempt  to  bring  home  to  all  those  who 
were  responsible  the  errors  which  it  was 
admitted  that  somebody  in  the  Depart- 
ment had  been  guilty  of. 

CoLONBL  HUQHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
be  desired  to  supply  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  omission  in  an  observation 
which  bad  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
chemical  test.  He  bad  listened  wtth  great 
interest  to  the  debate  ou  this  point,  as  it 
VQry  closely  affected  some  of  his  eonati- 
tuents,  and  the  point  to  which  he  would 
draw  attention  was  that  on  the  inquiry 
an  analyst  waa  called  upon  to  give  a  cer- 
tificate as  to  the  quantity  of  glucose  that 
had  been  put  in  the  leather  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  the  weight.  He  had 
been  told  thatit  was  hardly  fair  to  expect 
the  viewers  to  judge  by  the  mere  ap- 
pearance of  the  leather,  or  even  by  the 
face  upon  it,  of  the  amount  of  glucose 
which  was  in  it,  and  that  viewers  were 
not  fnmiihed  with  any  chemicals  in 
order  to  make  an  efficient  test.  Now, 
he  thought  that  the  Government  might 
learn  two  lessonsfrom  the  inquiry  which 
had  been  held.  One  of  these  lessons 
was  that  the  present  method  of  testing 
was  not  sufficient  in  order  to  detect  the 
presence  of  glucose  in  leather,  and  that 
unless  a  chemical  test  were  adopted  the 
same  evil  which  was  discovered  at  the 
inquiry  would  happen  again ;  and  the 
next  lesson  the  Oovomment  should  learn 
was  that  they  ought  not  to  adhere  to  the 
foolish  system  of  insisting  upon  a  lot  of 
orders  being  executed  at  the  latter  end 
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of  Harcli.  The  orders  should  be  given 
earlier.  If  the  gooda  vere  fraated  they 
niffbt  juet  as  well  be  ordered  earlier, 
and  if  thej  were  not  wanted  thej  should 
not  be  ordered  at  all.  At  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  it  did  not  matter  whether 
the  "  remain  "  were  goods  or  money,  so 
that  in  the  latter  case,  at  least,  another 
three  months  were  allowed  for  its  ex- 
penditure. He  entirely  concurred  with 
the  observations  of  the  right  hoa. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  He  felt  sure  that  the  men  had 
been  thoroughly  exonerated,  and  that  it 
was  the  system — although  he  did  not 
know  under  what  Oovemment,  perhaps 
under  many  Governments — which  was 
responsible.  The  reduction  of  the  pre- 
sent Tote  would  only  prevent  improve- 
ments which  had  been  already  initiated 
from  being  carried  out.  Therefore,  the 
Amendment  was  illogical,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  would  withdraw  it,  con- 
sidering the  interesting  disouasion  they 
had  had. 

Hb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  said, 
that  he  held  a  contrary  view  to  that  of 
the  hon-  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  would  not  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  If  the  hoa.  Member 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment  the 
observations  he  had  made  and  the  oases 
he  had  substantiated  would  be  utterly 
futile.  He  (Mr.  Molloy)  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  give  some  ezpreBsion  of  its  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  the  management  of 
some  of  these  public  Departmeats.  Now, 
for  some  years  past — and  this  was  his 
adly  ezDuse  for  intervening — he  had 
taken  considerable  interest  in  these 
queations,  and  he  would  point  out  to 
those  who  were  inclined  to  think  that  it 
waa  not  desirable  to  take  a  Division 
upon  the  Amendment,  and  that  any  de- 


eome  time  ago  had  drawn  attention  to 
the  evils  existing  in  one  of  the  Depart- 
ments, and  had  been  met  with  constant 
denials  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  yet,  during  the  following  Session, 
an  examination  having  been  made  into 
certain  matters  in  the  Department  in 
qnestion,  the  result  was  that  everything 
he  had  stated  was  absolutely  proved, 
and  certain  gentlemen  in  the  Depart- 
ment were  turned  out  of  the  Service. 
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He  had  listened  to  the  defence  made  by 
the  Judge  Advocate  Oeneral,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  anything  weaker 
he  had  never  heard.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  interesting 
story  on  Hntruthful  Tommy,  who  was 
turned  out  of  the  Service  for  his  ques- 
tionable veracity  and  then  admitted  into 
the  Service  again  because  be  was  a  com- 
petent workman,  might  be  altogether 
put  aside.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had  judged 
men  by  looking  at  them,  and  in  that 
way  had  oome  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  corruption  in  the  Depart- 
ment— a  most  extraordinary  thing  for 
a  Member  of  the  Government  to  say 
in  the  face  of  the  overwhelming  evi- 
dence referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  moved  the  Amendment.  To 
get  up  and  offer  such  a  statement  as 
that  it  was  possible  to  iud^e  of  the  cor- 
ruption of  officials  by  looking  at  them, 
in  the  face  of  the  deolaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.Hanbury],  was 
utterly  unworthy  of  one  holding  the 
high  position  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  Not  to  detain  the  Committee 
too  long,  he  (Mr.  Molloy)  would  draw 
attention  to  what  appeared  to  him  to  be 
the  only  defence  raised  that  night  as 
aeainet  tbe  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  and  that  was  by  a 
Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House,  who,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  MoIIoyJ  could  understand,  had 
spoken  on  behalf  of  a  certain  contractor. 
He  (Mr.  Molloy)  had  no  particular 
charge  to  make  against  the  oontraotors 
by  name;  but  what  did  the  evidence 
amount  to  ?  Here  was  one  fact— it  was 
notorious  in  the  trade,  and  in  com- 
mercial circles — that  leather,  like  linea 
goods  and  many  other  materials,  was 
loaded  when  it  was  sold  by  weight. 
Glucose  was  largely  used  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  the  hon.  Gtentleman  who  spoke 
in  defence  of  the  contractors  said — "  No ; 
there  is  no  glucose  in  the  leather ;  but 
seme  chemical  reaction  takes  place  in 
the  leather  itself  and  forms  sugar — 5 
or  ID  percent."  So  that  it  practically 
came  to  this — that  anyone  desirous  of 
exercising  economy  in  his  domestic  ar- 
rangements  had  only  got  to  take  a  piece 
jf  leather  and  stir  his  tea  with  it  to  ob- 
viate the  necessity  of  buying  sugar. 
Could  anything  more  ridiculous  be  ima- 
gined f     It  was   said   that   the   only 
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ohemicBl  nsed  upan  tlie  leather  vas 
used  for  the  purpose  of  vasbing  it  and 
obtaining  a  surface,  that  chemical  being 
sulphuric  acid,  one  part  in  ten,  they 
were  told,  being  used. 

Ms.  LAFONE  said.  Lis  contention 
was  that  the  sulphuric  acid  was  used  for 
the  purposo  of  giving  a  finish  to  the 
leather,  and  that  the  effect  of  its  use 
was  to  produce  a  chemical  change  in  tbe 
substance  of  the  material,  portion  of 
this  change  consisting  in  the  formation 
of  sugar  in  the  leather. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  tbe  hon. 
Member's  interruption  was  perfectly  un- 
neceesary,  as  it  had  not  in  tbe  least  cor- 
rected anything  that  he  (Mr.  Molloy) 
had  said.  A  face  was  put  upon  the 
leather  in  order  to  deceive  the  buyer. 
Chemicals  were  used,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  they  injured  the  leather, 
in  order  expeditiously  and  cheaply 
to  produce  a  face  which  could  only 
be    produced    genuioely  by  a   proper 

Srstem  of  tanning.  Let  the  hon.  Gen- 
eman  go  into  the  market,  and  endea- 
vour to  purchase  leather  cured  in  the 
old  way,  and  not  in  the  modem  way, 
and  let  him  mark  the  difference  in  price 
that  he  would  have  to  pay  for  it.  He 
would  pay  much  less  for  the  leather 
cured  by  chemical  process,  for  the 
curing  was  effected  much  more  quickly, 
there  was  a  readier  return,  and  cou- 
aequently  a  larger  profit  made.  The 
effect  of  this  chemical  process,  which 
InTolved  the  use  of  sulphuric  acid, 
was  that  the  quality  of  the  leather  was 
seriously  deteriorated,  and  that  in  use 
it  was  found  to  rot  after  a  very  few 
months  wear.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  disputed  that  had  only 
to  go  into  the  office  of  tbe  gas  works 
and  look  at  the  leather  backs  of  the 
books  there.  They  would  find  to  what 
a  remarkable  degree  the  leather  rotted 
away  owing  solely  to  the  amount  of 
sulphario  acid  in  the  air,  combining 
with  the  moisture  of  the  atmosphere 
and  soaking  into  the  leather— a  solution 
which  was  much  more  damaging  to 
leather  than  the  mild  wash  put  upon  the 
material  by  the  manufacturer  in  the  old 
process  of  tanning.  He  trusted  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  pressed  to  a 
Division,  and  looking  at  the  weak  nature 
of  the  defence  which  had  been  offered,  he 
hoped  that  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  consider  it  his  duty  to  sup- 
port it. 

Mr.  MoOos 
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Gehebal  GOLDSWORTHT  (Ham- 
mersmith] sfud,  that  there  was  no  doubt 
that  in  the  past  stores  had  been  passed 
into  the  Service  which  should  not  havo 
been  passed.  There  waa  also  no  doubt 
that  the  examination  had  not  been  pro- 
perly  couducted,and  that  our  soldiers  bad 
suffered  in  consequence.  He  himself 
had  on  several  occasions  called  attention 
to  this  matter  in  the  House,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  and  other  indepen- 
dent Members  had  done,  for  they  were 
as  desirous  as  possible  that  there  should 
be  efficiency  in  the  Army,  and  that  our 
troops  should  have  their  accoutrements, 
arms,  and  equipments,  and  everything 
necessary  of  the  best  and  in  perfect 
order.  But  the  present  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  War  had  inaugurated  a  system 
which  he  believed  would  conduce  to 
that  end,  and  much  as  he  (General 
Ooldsworthy)  found  fault  with  what 
had  been  done  in  tbe  past,  be  felt  it 
his  duty  to  go  agunst  anything  that 
was  likely  to  embarrass  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  his  efforts  to  put  matters 
to  rights.  The  system  of  the  adminiB- 
tration  of  the  Army  had  in  everyrespect 
for  years  past  been  defective ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  country  was  now  fully 
alive  to  the  fact,  and  was  determined 
that  the  Government,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  the  Adjutant  General,  and  all 
other  responsible  authorities,  should 
remedy  the  existing  evils,  and  do  their 
duty  in  regard  to  the  Army.  If  a  Divi- 
sion was  taken,  he  should  not  go  against 
the  Government,  and  in  taking  ap  that 
position  he  believed  be  would  have  the 
support  of  his  constituents,  and  of  the 
people  of  the  country  generally.  He 
was  not  afraid  of  putting  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  minority  when  he  believed 
that  circumstances  demanded  it.  He 
hEid  helped  to  do  so  before,  and  if  tbe 
necessity  should  arise  he  would  do  so 
again.  He  believed,  however,  that 
there  was  no  necessity  on  this  occasion, 
and  he  could  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  minority,  as  he  was 
sure  the  common  sense  of  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  could  he  depended 
upon.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  when 
the  Government  was  doiog  its  best  to 
put  matters  to  rights,  and  when  they 
had  a  Secretary  of  State  for  War  who 
was  unceasing  in  his  endeavours  to  per- 
fect the  equipment  and  organization  of 
the  Army  as  was  admitted  even  by  hon. 
Gentlemen   on    the  other  side  of  the 
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Hoase,  it  would  be  unfair  to  pass  an; 
thing  in  the  nature  of  a  Yote  of  Censure 
on  tnem. 

The  financial  SEORETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodricx) 
(dnrrej,  Guildford)  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  hit  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(General  Goldsworthy).  who  had  juBt 
apoken,  that  little  was  to  be  gained  by 
putting  into  a  minority  a  Guvemment 
whiah  was  Bimply  endeavouring  to 
remedy  defects  which  it  had  found  to 
exist,  and  for  whioh  it  was  in  no  way 
rospousible.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  whioh  had  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  this  diaoussion  which  it  would 
not  be  courteous  to  those  who  had  raised 
them  altogether  to  ignore — points  whioh 
were,  perhaps,  not  as  germane  to 
the  subject  immediately  before  the  Com- 
mittee as  they  might  be.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Gal  way  (Colon  el  Nolan)  had 
spoken  of  the  advantage  of  extending 
the  system  of  open  contracts.  Well,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  fuUy  alive  to  the  desirability  of  ex- 
tending the  system  of  open  contracts  in 
every  war  they  could.  It  had  been 
mentioned  that  coal  was  now  largely 
obtained  by  open  tender.  Hitherto,  he 
was  aware  that  for  the  three  classes  of 
best  gas  coal  there  had  been  limited 
competition,  but  the  system  of  limited 
competition  had  been  abandoned,  and  in 
thepresentyear  the  supply  was  obtained 
by  open  competition.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  inspecting  Staff  that  bad  been 
created.  It  was  true  that  it  had  been 
created  at  some  additional  cost  to  the 
coantry,  the  present  Estimates  bearing  a 
charge  of  something  like  £5,000  a-year 
— not  £S,O0O,  as  had  been  mentioned 
— for  that  Service.  The  Service  would 
henoeforward  be  put  into  a  state  of 
efficiency,  and  the  weapons  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  troops  would  Da  properly 
inspected  and  teeted.  Then  the  hon. 
ana  gallant  Gentleman  had  said  that 
mechanical  engineers  should,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
be  appointed  at  the  Arsenal.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
appointed  mechanical  engineers  in  the 
Ordnance  Department,  and  that,  he 
thought,  would  meet  the  views  of  the 
Committee.  The  Government  were  as 
anxious  as  the  bon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber could  be  that  new  buildings  should 
b«  put  up  at  the  Arsenal,  in  consequence 


of  the  new  arrangements  and  develop- 
ments which  had  been  there  effected,  and 
he  thought  that  they  had  now  the 
means  of  making  an  increase  in  the 
Staff.  If  he  might  say  a  word  before 
he  sat  down  as  to  the  appeals  whioh  had 
been  made  to  the  hon.  Uomber  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  to  press  bis 
Amendment,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Birr  Division  of  £ing's  County 
(Mr.  Molloy)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  he 
would  sar  only  this — he  would  venture 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  aa 
to  theneceseity  for  receiving  with  great 
consideration  the  views  put  forward  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  respecting  the  indi- 
vidual liability  of  those  concerned,  which 
remarks  had  not  been  rebutted  by  any 
Member  of  the  House.  If  they  asked 
the  Government  to  make  examples,  and 
thought  they  would  get  justice  by  mak- 
ing examples,  he  would  submit  to  the 
Committee  that  they  would  do  more  harm 
than  good  if  they  committed  a  gross 
act  of  injustice  to  any  Individ  u  alia  con- 
demning the  system  which  had  been  set 
up.  In  regard  to  all  the  officers  in 
question,  it  had  been  abundantly  proved 
that  they  were  over-laden  by  the  task 
put  upon  them.  Not  only  as  to  Mr. 
Spice,  but  as  to  Colonel  Rawnsley  and 
other  officials,  it  had  been  shown  that 
they,  from  time  to  time,  bad  made 
reiterated  demands  in  the  Department 
for  additional  aseistaace,  and  Colonel 
Rawnsley  pointed  out  in  hie  Report  that 
he  was  working  until  12  o'clock  at  night, 
or  1  in  the  moraing,  and  sacrificing  his 
health  in  order  to  get  through  the 
business.  The  difficulty  was  that  the 
Department  was  not  sufficiently  strong 
to  cope  with  the  strain  put  upon  It,  and 
at  the  War  Office  they  had  not  men  to 
send  to  supplement  its  strength,  and  he 
could  not  believe  that  the  Committee 
would  proceed  to  condemn  officers 
because,  in  the  face  of  a  very  great  pres- 
sure and  difficulty,  they  had  struggled  on 
to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  had  en- 
deavoured to  perform  their  duty  so  that 
the  Service  of  the  country  might  not  be 
brought  to  a  standstill.  He  would  sub- 
mit that  after  an  inquiry  of  a  judicial 
character,  in  which  fraud  had  been  found 
to  have  been  committed  by  none  of  the 
officials  coQoemed,  it  would  not  only  be 
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a  atroDe  thin^  on  the  part  of  the  Oom- 
mittee,  out  also  a  very  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, if  they  were  to  pioceed  to  pass 
a  cenaure,  akin  to  a  judicial  censure,  on 
thoee  officials  who  had  been  exonerated 
after  a  fair  and  impartial  trial. 

Mr.  BHADLAUGH:  I  would  aak 
the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  doee 
not  think  the  supply  of  adulterated 
leather  by  a  contractor  is  fraud  ? 

Mr.  HANBUET  said,  he  thought  no 
one  would  suppose  if  he  did  not  take  a 
Division  that  he  was  swayed  by  other 
motires  than  those  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  below  him.  It  was  not 
from  a  fear  of  putting  the  Qovemment 
in  a  minority  that  he  should  refrain 
from  going  to  a  Division  if  ha  thought 
they  were  in  the  wrone-  If  they  only 
had  before  them,  in  reply  to  his  Motion, 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  aat  down,  be  should  oei- 
tainly  go  to  a  DivieioD,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Member'a  speech 
had  weakened  the  statement  maae  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  As 
an  independent    Member,  he    did   not 


he  did  not  intend  to  press  his  Motion. 
At  the  same  time,  he  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
waa  not  one  of  thoae  who  liked  to  run 
away  when  ho  had  placed  a  Motion 
before  the  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  gone  far  enough  to 
satisfy  him ;  and,  though  he  ahould  ask 
the  permission  of  the  Committee  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  in  common  honesty, 
were  it  pressed  from  the  other  aide,  be 
should  feel  bound  to  aupport  it. 

The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmiaster)  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  just  one  word  in  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Preaton. 
He  could  make  no  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  having  brought  forward  the 
Motion  and  being  desirous  to  vote  upon 
it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Smith)  wished  to  a&j 
that  the  Government  welcomed  tbe 
assistanoe  of  hon.  Members  in  any  part 
of  the  House  in  pointing  out  evile  that 
they  were  able  and  which  it  was  their 
duty  to  remedy.  That  was  not  the  first 
time  that  he  had  said  so  in  tbe  House. 
Last  year  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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Government  in  a  minority,  but  to 
put  the  Government  officials  in  a 
proper  state  of  mind,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that,  as  regarded  the  Secretary  of 
State,  he  believed  his  Motion  had  had 
that  happy  effect.  They  did  not  wish 
to  punieh  people  for  what  had  happened 
in  the  past,  if  any  apology  or  excuse 
could  be  offered  ;  but  what  they  did 
intend  by  this  Motion  was  to  put  Qo- 
vemment  officials  into  the  position  of 
admitting  that  what  had  been  done  in 
the  past  waa  wrong.  No  attack  upon 
anyone  was  meant  when  Motions  of  this 
aort  were  brought  forward.  One  reason 
which  would  indnce  him  not  to  press  the 
Motion,  he  must  confess,  was  the  very 
candid  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  Unlike  some  officials,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  thought 
it  part  of  bis  duty  to  defend  everything 
which  had  been  done  in  the  past.  If 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so, 
he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  go  to  a  Division  ;  buttbe 
right  hon.  Oentlemantold  him,  as  Secre- 
tary of  State,  that  there  might  have 
been  evils,  but  that  he  waa  doing  his 
best  to  remedy  tbem ;  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  was  bound  to  believe 
the  rightbon.  Gentleman,  and,  therefore, 
Mr.  BroiriA 


Churchill)  bad  desired  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  investigate  certain 
matters  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Smith),  on  behalf 
of  the  Gk>vernment,  had  cordially  ac- 
cepted the  proposal,  in  the  confident 
belief  that  good  would  result  from  an 
examination  of  the  Estimates  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
the  same  way  he  had  cordially  welcomed 
from  hon.  Members  in  all  parts  of  the 
House'  assistance  in  pointing  out  abuses 
which  were  discovered  and  enabling  the 
Government  to  remedy  them.  The  Go- 
vernment upheld  the  principle  of  per- 
sonal individual  responsibility  on  the 
part  of  servants  of  the  State,  and  they 
were  prepared  to  enforce  that  responsi- 
bility to  the  utmost  of  their  ability;  and 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  brought  forward  the  Motion 
and  the  Committee  at  large  that  they 
desired,  when  a  system  waa  shown  to 
be  bad,  to  effect  a  remedy,  and  they 
accepled  the  full  responsibility  which 
belonged  to  the  Gxjvemment  in  the 
effort  to  do  so.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  frankly 
and  fully  acknowledged  the  evUs  which 
belonged  to  the  system  they  were  dis- 
cussing. The  Government  desired  to 
cast  no  blame  upon  their  Fredacessora, 
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The  system  was  one  whioli  had  groim 
up  in  the  course  of  years,  aud  one  for 
iraicli  Secretaries  of  State  in  the  past 
tnuat  have  been  responsible,  as  all  State 
servaata  were  responsible  for  the  con- 
dition of  things  wbicb  existed  in  their 
Departments.  But  there  was  a  difference 
as  to  the  character  of  the  responsibility. 
A  man  was  reeponsible  for  that  which 
he  had  authorized  or  knew  and  had 
brought  about ;  he  was  also  responsible 
if  be  shut  bis  eyes  to  the  facts  which 
were  brought  to  bis  knowledge.  Well, 
the  present  Qovernment  had  thought  it 
their  duty  to  open  their  eyes  to  all  the 
facta  brought  to  their  notice  as  to  the 
defects  in  the  Public  Service,  and  to  do 
all  they  could  to  remedy  those  defects, 
and  to  punish  the  people  who  were 
gniltj',  if  guilt  ooald  be  brought  home 
to  them.  He  thought  the  discussion 
which  bod  taken  place  had  been  of  great 
advantage  to  the  Public  Service.  It 
wonld  tend  to  strengthen  their  hands  in 
enforcing  responsibility,  and  he  thought 
it  would  act  as  a  valuable  warning  to 

Sublio  servants  that  if  tbey  were  in  any 
egree  guilty  of  negleoting  their  duty 
by  an  absenoe  of  vigilance,  or  of  abso- 
lute corruption,  they  would  be  called  to 
account,  and  probably  punished  most 
eererely.  He  was  glad  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
was  satisfied  with  the  reply  be  had  re- 
oeived  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Suretary  of  State  for  War.  He(M;r. 
W.  H.  Smith)  thought  that  a  Division 
upon  the  subject  would  be  more  likely 
to  work  for  evil  than  for  good,  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pod- 
dington  had  pointed  out.  If  there  was 
a  m^ority  against  the  Uotion,  it  might 
possibly  be  claimed  in  future  years  on 
the  part  of  someone  as  a  sanction  of  a 
had  system  by  a  majority  of  the  House, 
The  Government  entirely  deprecated 
such  a  conclusion  or  result.  They 
acknowledged  that  the  system  was  a 
bad  one,  and  regretted  that  the  evils 
connected  with  it  had  not  been  discovered 
before,  and  tbey  would  do  their  best  to 
grapple  with  those  evils  now,  and  pre- 
vent any  repetition  of  them  in  the 
future. 

TbbOHAIRMAN:  Isityonrpleasure 
that  the  Uotion  be  withdrawn  ?  ["  No, 
uo  1 "]  The  Question  is,  That  the  Item 
"A,"  £90,763,  Pay  of  Establishments 
end  for  Inspection  and  Proof  of  Stores, 
be  reduced  b;  the  sun  ot  £1,000. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  95; 
Noes  131  :  Majority  36.— (Div.  List, 
No.  172.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

OoLONBL  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  question  as  to  the  sum  of  £327,000 
for  the  manufacture  of  small  arms. 
Oould  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
give  them  any  approximate  date  when 
the  Magazine  rifle  would  be  issued  to  the 
troops  1  The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  inasmuch  as  foreign  Armies 
were  becoming  familisr  with  the  use  of 
these  magazine  rifles,  aud  because  they 
could  not  only  fire  eight  or  10  ehots  to 
the  minute,  which  was  double  as  fast  as 
the  ordinary  breech-loader,  but  had  a 
trajectory  which  enabled  them  to  hit 
twice  fts  many  men  at  SCO  yards  eis  the 
best  rifle  in  use  in  the  Service  now,  in 
addition  to  which  it  was  said  that  a 
much  better  aim  could  be  taken  with  the 
new  arm.  From  these  facts,  and  also 
from  the  fact  that  the  Bell  rifle  was 
being  iasued  in  such  enormous  quan- 
tities, the  Committee  would  see  the  im- 
portance  of  the  subject.  He  was  aware 
that  it  was  necessary  to  institute  experi- 
ments before  it  was  safe  to  order  large 
quantities  of  a  new  weapon,  but  these 
experiments  ought  not  to  be  carried  too 
far  in  point  of  time.  Experiments  had 
been  going  on  for  a  year  and  a-half. 
When  he  had  gone  down  to  Enfield,  he 
had  heard  that  they  had  been  on  foot 
for  a  considerable  period— experiments 
bad  been  made,  in  fact,  for  over  two 
years.  In  the  United  States  it  was  a 
fact  that  after  guns  were  ordered  no 
less  than  six  months  elapsed  before  any 
of  them  were  delivered,  although  when 
they  did  begin  to  arrive  they  poured  in. 
He  desired  to  know  if  the  construction 
of  the  magazine  rifle  would  take  place 
at  once? 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
two  questions.  He  endorsed  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan) ;  but  he  would  like  par- 
ticularly to  ask  bis  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  many 
of  these  new  Magazine  rifles  were  now 
being  manufactured  ;  when  it  was  pos- 
sible that  the  First  and  Second  Army 
Corps  would  be  armed  with  them ;  what 
was  the  class  of  ammunition  that  was  to 
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be  Tuod;  would  that  ammnnition  be 
avBilable  for  any  Otiier  weapon  besides 
the  Magazine  ri&e;  anddid  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  arm  as  speedilj  as 
be  was  able  the  rest  of  the  Arm;  as 
well  as  the  Reserve  Forces  with  the  new 
weapon?  These  subjects  were  at  the 
present  da;  matters  of  ver;  great  and 
Tsr;  grave  importance,  because  if  tt 
should  happen  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  at  a  moment's  notice  to  take  the 
field,  it  was  necessar;  that  we  should  be 
absolntel;  prepared  to  do  so.  Obviously, 
then,  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  we  should  know  that  we  possessed 
the  best  arm  of  an;  Service  in  the  world, 
and  that  we  wore  issuing  it  to  our  troops 
a^  quickly  as  possible.  The  other  ques- 
tion be  would  like  to  ask — beoauss  he 
did  not  like  to  detain  either  the  Com- 
mittee or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  this  Vote  an; 
longer  than  could  possibly  be  helped — 
was  whether  the  Artillery,  both  Horse 
and  Field  batteries,  were  to  he  armed 
with  the  new  gun— that  gun  which  was 
■aid  tobethe  very  beetof  all  thegUQSwbich 
bad  yet  been  issued  to  any  troops  in  the 
world  ?  Blven  if  we  had  a  large  number 
of  batteries  armed  with  those  guns,  still 
we  were  told  on  high  authority  that 
others  were  armed  with  the  very  worst 
arm  whioh  an;  troops  could  possibly 
possess.  He  was,  therefore,  speciall; 
anxious  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend 
how  soon  he  thought  our  Horse  Artillery 
and  Field  batteries  would  be  armed  with 
the  gun  whioh  was  supposed  to  be  the 
best  that  could  be  produced?  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  be 
able  to  give  him  some  satisfactory 
answer. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  with  regard 
to  the  Artillery,  six  batteries  of  Horse 
Artillery  were  armed  with  the  new  12- 
pounder  gun.  There  were  besides  at  the 
present  moment  14  field  batteries  armed 
with  that  gun,  and  14  more  were  armed 
with  the  I3'poundergun,wbich  was  also 
an  exceedingl;  good  weapon — he  be- 
lieved a  better  arm  than  any  in  Europe, 
except  our  own  12-pounder  gun.  He 
might  inform  the  non.  asd  gallant 
Baronet  that  the;  were  pnshing  on  with 
the  manufaoture  of  tho  12-pounder  gun 
as  rapidly  as  they  could,  and  that  he  was 
in  very  great  hopes,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  would  have  patience  for 
9  or  10  months  longer,  that  he  would 
see  that  enormous  steps  had  been  taken 
Sir  WaUtr  B,  Bartttht 
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in  advance  with  regard  to  arming  all  the 
Field  batteries  at  home  with  the  new  12- 
pounder.  With  regard  to  the  new  rifle 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  inquired 
about,  he  should  like  to  sa;  that,  upon 
the  whole,  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
results  which  had  been  obtained.  They 
hoped  to  be  able  to  issue  a  certain  num- 
ber of  weapons  for  final  trial  on  Mon< 
da;  next,  and  it  was  hoped  that  these 
final  trials  would  result  in  their  coming 
to  a  oonolusion  as  to  whether  there 
were  any  details,  and,  it  so,  what 
they  were,  in  which  the  weapon  re- 
quired improvement.  [An  hon.  Meie- 
BBB :  How  long  will  the  final  trial 
last  ?]  He  could  not  answer  that  ques- 
tion. It  might  be  that  some  alterations 
would  be  required.  The;  expected  to 
receive  the  Beports  of  those  conducting 
the  investigation  very  soon,  and  he  had 
every  hope  that  the  time  required  for 
the  final  trial  would  not  be  a  long  one. 
[Oolonel  NoLAH  :  Two  or  three  months  f^ 
Yes.  They  were  making  every  pre- 
paration for  the  manufacture  of  the 
rifle  as  soon  as  the  final  selection  was 
made.  They  had  a  large  number  of 
machines  which  the;  were  ready  to  put 
in  order,  and  which  would  be  prepared 
to  start  the  manufacture  when  the 
pattern  was  settled.  The  fact  was  that 
there  might  be  many  details  which  might 
require  a  little  alteration,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  adopt  such 
alterations  as  were  beneficial.  The  main 
details  were  already  settled,  and  he  was 
Qonfidentthatthey  would  be  able  to  com- 
mence the  manufacture  of  the  guns 
within  a  reasonable  time.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  knew  that  a  certain 
time  was  required  for  this  work.  It 
was  necessary  to  fit  the  machines  to  the 
precise  kind  of  rifle  required,  and  they 
could  not  get  their  outfit  at  once.  They 
intended  to  manufacture  not  only  at  the 
Oovernment  manufactory,  but  the;  were 
also  going  to  ask  the  trade  to  assist 
them,  and  they  confident);  expected  that 
in  that  way  they  would  have  a  large 
number  of  the  rifles  in  use  soon  sfter 
the  pattern  was  settled.  As  to  the 
ammunition,  it  was  proposed  that  at 
first  it  should  not  contain  chemical 
powder.  It  was  proposed  that  the  first 
ammunition  should  be  compresssd 
powder,  but  he  hoped  that  at  a  very 
early  date,  after  the  issue  of  the  rifle, 
tbe^  Tonld  b^  ablQ  to  see  their  Wfiy  to 
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the  use  of  chemical  ponder.  Ab  the 
hos.  and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  knew,  there  were  many 
difficulties  eounected  with  this  question 
of  ammunition.  It  was  true  that  some 
foreign  countries  had  succeeded  in 
adopting  chemical  powder,  but  that 
powder  had  never  yet  been  tested  under 
conditions  such  as  powder  served  out  to 
the  British  troops  would  have  to  be  sub- 
jected to.  We  had  to  send  out  ammuni- 
tion into  different  climates,  and  the  Qo- 
vemment  would  not  be  justified  in  send- 
ing it  out  until  the;  had  thoroughly 
tested  its  keeping  powers. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNBEMAN 
(Stirling,  ftc.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  had  spoken  about  the  Home 
Artillery  being  supplied  with  the  new 
12-pounder  gun.  Oonld  he  pve  the 
Committee  any  information  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  it  had  been  supplied  to 
India  F 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  the 
necesaity  for  having  the  gun  was  not  so 
^eat  in  India  as  at  home,  for  in  all 
buman  probability  our  Army  in  India 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  operate 
ikgainat  a  European  enemy.  A  less 
effective  weapon,  at  any  rate  for  some 
time  to  oome,  would  meet  the  purposes 
of  the  Indian  Army. 

Sia  WILLIAM  CHOSaMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) said,  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  could  give  the 
Committee  any  information  ae  to  the 
large  increase  which  appeared  in  the 
Totes  under  the  head  of  Sub-Marine 
Mining  F 

Sra  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Indian  Government  had  ezpreesed  a 
desire  to  have  all  its  batteries  re- 
armed? 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  before  the  right  hon.  Oeotleman 
answered  those  queationa,  he  ahould  like 
to  know  in  what  condition  we  were  in  with 
regard  to  new  gunpowder  for  the  larger 
guns  f  Many  statements  had  been 
been  made  as  to  our  haTing  no  meana 
to  supply  ourselves  with  powder  of  that 
sort,  and  as  to  our  bein^  obliged  to  go 
to  foreign  countries  for  it.  It  would  be 
eatiafactory  not  only  to  the  Committee, 
but  to  the  country  at  large,  to  know  that 
we  were  in  a  position  to  supply  ouraelves 
with  powder  of  this  description. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
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for  putting  this  question  to  him,  as  it 
enabled  him  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  we  were  proceeding  rery  satisfaO' 
torily  indeed  in  regard  to  the  manufac- 
ture  of  powder,  and  that  we  were  able 
to  get  the  supply  we  wanted  in  this 
eountry.  It  was  quite  true  that  some 
years  ago  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  supply  we  wanted  could  be 
obtained  here ;  but  he  was  now  happy 
to  say  that  all  doubt  had  been  removed 
on  that  point.  As  to  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  him  with  reference  to 
the  increase  in  the  Yotea  under  the  head 
of  Sub- Marine  Mining,  that  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  attempt  which  was  being 
made  to  put  our  military  and  mercantile 
ports  into  a  satisfactory  condition  of 
defence. 

Ma.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
had  heard  with  great  satiefaotion  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  with 
reference  to  the  new  Magazine  rifle.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
be  precipitate  in  determining  upon  a 
pattern  before  they  were  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  they  had  obtained  the  most 
satisfactory  weapon  they  could  get.  He 
very  much  queationed  the  wisdom  of  the 
precipitate  resolve  which  was  come  to 
some  time  ago  with  regard  to  the  En- 
field-Maitini  rifle.  Enormous  expendi- 
ture had  been  incurred  in  consequeace 
of  the  decision  to  adopt  the  Enfield-Mar- 
tini  pattern,  as  machinery  had  to  ba 
altered  for  its  production,  and  had  to  be 
re-altered  when  it  was  decided  to  re-con- 
vert the  weapon  to  the  old  pattern.  He 
trusted  that  we  should  not  have  a. 
repetitionoftMsexperienoe.  He  believed 
the  reaponaibility  of  the  hasty  deter- 
mination in  the  case  he  referred  to  was 
due  to  the  action  of  the  First  Lord  ofthe 
Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  jumped  at  the  concluaiou  that  we 
had  arrived  at  a  satisfaotory  arm,  and 
had  caused  a  great  expenditure  to  take 
place  oil  to  no  purpose.  He  (Mr. 
Woodall)  truated  that  in  the  selection 
of  B  new  rifle  now  the  Government 
would  act  with  deliberation,  so  that 
when  they  had  made  a  final  selection 
it  would  prove  satisfactory  and  they 
could  rest  content  with  it. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  must 
deny  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Woodall)  that 
the  expense  in  oonneotion  with  the 
Enfield  Martini  had  been  to  no  purpose. 
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It  was  true  that  the  Ed  field-Martini  had 
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been  abandoned  as  the  weapon  for  the 
defence  of  the  oountrj;  but  all  the 
weapons  had  beon  utilized  at  a  small 
ooet.  They  were  in  use  b;  the  troops 
until  the  Magazine  rifle  was  introduced. 

Mb.  WOODALL  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  true,  that  all  the  small-arm 
machines  at  Enfield  had  to  be  altered  to 
produce  the  new  gun,  and  then  had  to 
be  altered  back  again,  when  the  pattern 
wae  ohanged  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  was  so; 
but  he  wished  to  oorreot  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  said  that  the  expenditure 
was  to  DO  purpose.  The  100,000  riflee 
whioh  had  been  conrerted  were  most 
useful. 

Mk.  WOOBALL  eaid,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  those  weapons  had  been  re-con- 
verted. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  they  had 
been  re-bored  from  04  to  0-15.  The  es- 
sential point  was  to  decide  the  boring  of 
the  new  rifle.  If  they  found  it  was 
necesaarv  that  some  modifications  would 
have  to  be  made,  that  would  determine 
the  character  of  the  machinery  ;  but  so 
long  as  they  bad  the  same  boring  as  that 
for  which  the  machines  were  filled,  there 
would  be  DO  difficulty  or  delay  ioturniDg 
out  the  weapons. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  as  they 
were  about  to  adopt  what  would  be  oom- 

faratively  speaking  a  permanent  arm 
is  hope  was  that  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man would  carry  out  the  policy  intimated 
to  the  Committee,  and  would  be  sure  of 
his  pattern  before  incurring  large  costs 
in  the  alteration  of  the  machines  in  the 
Oovetument  factories. 

SxE  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.}  eaid,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Oeatlemaa  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  would  disregard  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  eat 
down  (Mr.  Woodall).  They  ehould 
decide  first  the  boring  and  then  proceed 
to  the  manufacture  of  the  guns,  and  the 
case  cited  by  the  hon.  Oentleman  had 
not  the  slightest  analogy  to  the  changee 
whioh  might  be  thought  necessary  to 
introduce  into  the  arm  about  to  be 
adopted  in  the  Serrice.  Whatever  the 
decision  arrived  at  as  to  the  use  of 
chemical  powder  might  be,  it  did  not 
bear  upon  the  question  of  the  arm ;  and, 
a  pattern  once  decided  upon,  he  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  allow  nothing 
3tr.  K  Btanhopa 


to  stand  in  hia  way  In  putting  as  large  s 
Dumber  of  these  rides,  which  were  nit- 
doubtedly  the  best  in  the  world,  in  the 
hands  of  our  troops,  With  regard  te 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  u 
to  the  use  by  the  Artillery  Id  iDdia  of 
the  new  12-pounder,  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  (Sir  Henry  Hareluck- Allan]  to  be 
as  satisfactory  as  it  might  have  been. 
He  did  not  think  anyone  could  say  whe- 
ther the  new  gun  was  likely  to  be  re- 
quired first  in  India,  or  in  any  other 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Possessione.  It 
seemed  to  him,  indeed,  far  more  likely 
that  the  necessity  for  a  large  supply  of 
the  new  arm  would  arise  in  India  before 
it  could  arise  in  this  country.  He 
doubted  whether  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
and  other  Indian  experts  would  agree 
with  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  statement  he  had  made. 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE  eaid,  that  if 
India  should  order  the  guns  and  pay  for 
them  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
supplying  them. 

CouiHEL  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  eaid,  he  believed  that  if  we 
had  had  the  Magazine  rifle  long  ago  out 
histoiT  in  Egypt  and  South  Africa  would 
have  been  a  totally  different  one.  How- 
ever, all  European  nations  had  hesitated 
considerably  in  adoptiug  the  new  rifles, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
were  to  blame  for  the  delay  which  bad 
taken  place  in  changing  from  the  Mar- 
tini-Henry. It  was  a  serious  step  to 
take ;  but  he  trusted  that  now  that  it 
had  been  decided  upon  the  work  of 
manufacturing  the  new  arm  would  be 
pushed  on  with  all  possible  rapidity,  and 
that  not  only  the  Army  but  the  Reserve 
Forces  would  be  armed  with  it. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £58,300,  Ohaplain's  Department. 

(3.)  £32,400,  Staff  of  Military 
Prisons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  K  sum,  not  sioaeding  £30,001),  lis 
Krantod  to  H«r  Majeity,  to  defrfty  tho  ChargB 
lor  the  Ordnance  Factories,  which  will  corns  in 
couno  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1889." 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  a  reduction  of  £300  on  this  Vote, 
and  his  only  object  in  doing  eo  was  to 
call  attention  to  a  matter  on  which  he 
had  questioned  the  right  hon.  Qsntleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  April 
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of  the  present  ^ar,  and  which  bad  rela- 
tion to  the  disoharge  of  aa  engineer 
artisan  in  the  Boyal  Arsenal  in  January. 
The  engineer  in  question  was  engaged 
in  making  very  delicate  machinery  in 
connection  with  gun  boring.    The  com- 

Slaint  of  this  engineer  was  that  be  was 
ischarged  because  be  would  not  work 
in  company,  or  take  sbifta  bout  and  bout, 
with  a  man  wbo  worked  tbis  machinery, 
who  was  not  an  artisan  and  not  an  en- 
gineer ;  but  wbo  was,  in  fact,  an  un- 
skilled labourer  imported  into  the  work- 
shop through  tbe  influence  of  some  of 
the  leadtD^  men  there,  foremen  or 
managers,  in  order  to  teach  Mm  the 
trade.  The  engineer  oonoemed  was 
wanted  to  spend  his  time  imparting  hie 
knowledge  to  this  labourer.  Now,  that 
was  a  matter  which  might  appear  to  the 
Seoretary  of  State  one  of  not  very  great 
importance ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  a  question  of  very  great  importance 
indeed.  This  man  refused  to  do  tbe 
work  under  tbe  oiroumatanoea.  He  was 
discharged  ftom  his  employment  because 
he  refused,  and  not  only  discharged  from 
that  Department  in  tbe  Boyal  Arsenal, 
but  prevented  fiova.  being  employed  in 
any  other  part  of  tbe  woiks.  Now,  that 
was  a  matter  which  be  must  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  pay  some  attention 
to,  and,  if  possible,  to  give  him  some  fur- 
ther assurance  that  investigation  would 
be  made  miure  than  that  which  had  been 
conveyed  to  him  (Ur.  firoadhurat)  in 
April  last.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  him  that  tbis  engineer  was  dis- 
charged for  disobeying  orders,  or  for 
refusing  to  obey  orders ;  and  in  some 
correspondence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  permitted  bim  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  to  have  with  him  on  this 
question,  he  reiterated  tbe  reply  which 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  made  to 
these  serious  allegations.  Well,  no  one 
had  denied  that  for  a  moment — that  was 
not  his  (Mr.  Broadhurst's)  point.  The 
man  undoubtedly  was  discharged  for 
disobeying  ordera ;  but  the  point  was, 
whether  those  orders  were  not  ordera 
which  he  was  justified,  amply  justified, 
ia  disobeying.  He  (Ur.  Broadhurst) 
contended  that  they  were.  This  case 
was  only  one  of  a  series  of  oases  where 
men  in  certain  positions  in  the  Arsenal, 
and  in  other  places  of  the  kind,  bad  im- 
ported non-skilled  relatives  and  friends 
into  the  Government  Service,  using  Qo< 
TOmment  meohanios,  Government  time, 
TOL.  COOXXVn.    [thihd  series.] 


and  Government  wages  to  teach  poor 
unskilled  relatives  a  skilled  trade,  if  it 
was  possible  to  do  so.  Now,  that  was 
rather  a  serious  statement  to  make; 
and  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
admit  that  after  what  tbey  beard  that 
night  in  the  earlier  part  of  tbe  procead- 
ings,  this  case  should  obtain  a  larger 
share  of  sympathy  and  attentionfrombim 
than  it  otherwise  would  have  received. 
He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  with  bim  three 
distinct  statements.  The  first  was  the 
case  of  a  man  named  Joseph  Yaughan, 
who  was  brought  into  the  Government 
employment  to  do  the  work  of  an  engi- 
neer—an engine  artificer.  The  former 
employment  of  Joseph  Yaughan  was 
that  of  a  house  painter,  but  he  was 
brought  in  to  assist  in  the  delicate  and 
difficult  process  of  gun  manufacture. 
Here  was  another  case — and  he  trusted 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  listen  to 
these  cases,  oecauae  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Committee  to  be  latisfied  with  a 
mere  denial  of  these  things  from  tbe 
right  hoD.  Gentleman.  Tbe  next  case 
was  that  of  a  man  named  Walter  Cope- 
land,  wbo  appeared  to  be  a  nephew  of 
Henry  Gardner,  a  principal  foreman. 
Well,  up  to  the  time  of  Walter  Copcland 
being  employed  in  tbe  Public  Service, 
bis  business  was  that  of  a  Thames 
waterman.  A  Thames  waterman  em> 
ployed  in  boring  guns  and  in  setting 
this  important  work  in  motion !  Tbe 
next  ease  was  that  of  GFeorge  Green, 
wbo  was  alleged  to  be  brother  of  Henty 
Green,  a  foreman,  and  wbo,  up  to  the 
time  of  his  spprentioeship,  was  a  general 
labourer.  The  next  case  was  that  of 
Thomas  Jennings,  also  a  general 
labourer.  These  were  a  sample  of  the 
cases  where  men  had  been  taken  into 
the  Boyal  Arsenal  workshops  at  Wool- 
wich, through  the  influence  of  relatives 
wbo  were  formerly  managers  in  the 
works,  and  put  amongBt  the  engineers 
to  learn  the  trade.  He  wanted  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  to  remember 
that  the  work  of  a  skilled  artizan  engi- 
neer was  very  important ;  it  was  work 
to  which  be  bad  devoted  the  whole  of  his 
life  from  boyhood,  his  parents  in  all 
probability  having  paid  a  very  high 
premium  for  him  to  be  taught  the  trade ; 
be  bad  probably  devoted  five,  six,  or 
seven  years  to  hu  apprentioeship,  and  he 
(Mr.  Braadburat)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  be  thought  it  rea- 
2  G 
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Bonablfi  that  such  a  man  should  b« 
plaoed  in  the  position  he  had  described 
— that  skilled  artizaoe  should,  at  the 
sweet  will  of  the  manager  of  the  Gun 
Factory,  be  required  to  teach  unshiUed 
moa  their  trade.  He  had  put  a  question 
to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentlemaii  in  April 
last  on  this  subjeot,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  had  not  been  at  all  civil 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  text  of  his 
reply,  but  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
irhich  he  delivered  it.  The  letter  alao 
<rhich  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 
written  on  the  aubject  was  veryourt;  he 
simply  contented  himself  with  the  de- 
claration that  orders  must  bo  obeyed. 
Of  oourae,  they  knew  that  discipline 
must  be  enforced;  but  the  orders  in  this 
case  were  such  that  no  man  with  a 
spark  of  self-respect,  or  respect  for  his 
trade,  would  for  one  moment  obey,  and 
anyone  who  did  obey  them  would  render 
himself  unworthy  to  associate  with  bis 
fellow- craftsmen.  The  case  in  point 
was  where  the  labourer  had  been 
brought  in  to  assist  in  the  boring  of 
guns.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  gun  explosions ;  that  guns  burst 
at  various  parts,  and  no  one  could  tell 
how  it  came  about ;  he  would  not  be 
surprised  if  some  of  the  Thames  water- 
men, labourers,  and  others  who  were 
employed  in  the  Gun  Factory  were  the 
origin  of  these  aooideots.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  be 
able  to  give  him  an  assuranoe  that  there 
would  be  further  investigation  into  this 
matter.  It  waa  a  serious  allegation,  as 
affecting  the  safety  of  the  men  in  the 
Service  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
enormously  expeneive  guns  for  which 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  had  to  pay 
heavily,  and  he  said  they  ought  to  have 
some  assuranoe  that  no  men  should  be 
employed  in  the  manufacture  of  these 
expensive  weapons  who  were  not 
capable  of  doing  the  work  of  manufac- 
ture and  especially  the  work  of  finish- 
ing. He  had  in  his  hand  a  reoord  of 
the  whole  prooeedinge.  The  atatement 
was  one  that  could  be  vary  well  vouched 
for,  and  the  right  hon.  (Hntleman  would 
see  that  it  bore  the  stamp  of  an  authority 
which  would  not  permit  its  stamp  to  be 
affixed  unless  the  facts  stated  therein 
had  been  thoroughly  verified.  He  asked 
at  the  handsof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  proper  oonsideration  of  the  grave  in- 
jnettce  and  wrong  done  to  the  skilled 
artizans  at  Woolwich  in  the  circum- 
Mr.  Broadhurtt 
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stances  which  be  had  stated,  and  in 
order  that  the  Committee  might  mark 
its  sense  of  the  proceedings  he  would 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  a  sum 
of  £500. 

Kotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,500, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Utr. 
ffroadhurit.) 

The  secretary  op  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  (Lincolnshire, 
Hocncaslle)  said,  he  was  extremely  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
thought  him  in  any  way  disooorteous, 
because  that  was  for  from  his  ioteation. 
In  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  he 
had  aimed  at  brevity,  beoauso  be 
thought  there  was  not  much  to  be  said 
in  the  case;  but,  as  he  had  stated,  he 
o£Fered  his  apology  to  the  hon.  Member, 
if  he  thought  that  he  had  been  in  any 
way  diaoonrteous.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  contention 
was  that  they  ought  not  to  employ  un- 
skilled workmen  to  do  work  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  manager  of  the 
Factory,  might  be  done  by  unskilled 
workmen.  I^  in  the  opinion  of  the  head 
of  the  Factory,  certain  work  oould  be 
done  by  men  who  were  not  specialists, 
he  thought  they  were  bonnd  to  employ 
unskilled  and  not  highly  skilled  labour. 
He  had  said  before  that  in  a  factory 
orders  must  be  obeyed.  He  did  not 
think  he  was  going  too  far  in  saying 
that  the  Ckimmittee  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
carry  on  the  work  of  a  factory,  and 
much  more  so  whsn  in  competition  with 
private  manufacturing  establishments, 
unless  the  authorities  were  left  a  per- 
fectly free  hand  with  regard  to  labour. 
That  being  so,  they  would  be  obliged  to 
insist  that  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past, 
the  orders  of  the  managers  should  be 
carried  out.  The  hon.  Member  had 
handed  to  him  a  table  of  certain  cases 
which,  he  said,  ought  to  be  inquired 
into.  He  would  readily  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  inquire  into  the 
circumstances,  with  a  view  to  seeing  if 
there  was  anything  in  them  to  induce 
him  to  alter  the  decision  at  which  he 
had  arrived,  and  he  would  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman  an  answer  on  a  future 
occasion. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Prq- 
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gresa.  He  did  bo  on  the  ground  of  the 
UDdetstandinff  which  had  been  oome  to 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
himself  at  the  oommenoemeiil  of  the 
prooeedingB,  and  which  had  not  been 
adhered  to.  He  had  then  stated  that 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  !Eo;al 
CommiBsion,  presided  over  b;  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
on  Votes  2  and  3  and  some  of  the  other 
Votes  put  down  for  that  evening,  had 
not  been  tdronlated.  The  First  Lord 
promised  that  these  rotes  should  not  be 
taken  until  the  evidence  was  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Uembers.  Belying  on 
this  assurance  he  left  the  House  for 
two  hours,  and  on  his  return  he  found 
that  the  Committee  had  passed  Votes 
2  and  3,  iu  regard  to  which  important 
evidence  had  been  taken,  but  not  oircu- 
Uted— more  especially  Vote  3,  involving 
the  whole  of  the  cost  of  military  prisons. 
Yet,  in  the  absence  of  many  Members 
who  were  known  to  take  an  interest  in 
this  question,  the  Government  had  ob- 
tained the  Votes  under  circumstances 
which  he  had  described.  He  therefore 
felt  it  his  duty  to  move  that  Frogreas  be 
reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  [ffr. 
Htnry  S.  Foioltr.) 

Hr.  E.  stanhope  said,  be  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Committee  that  there  had  been  no  in- 
tentional breach  of  any  understanding 
arrived  at.  He  was  not  present  when 
the  engagement  was  made.  That,  how- 
ever, did  not  absolve  him  from  any  re- 
spoostbility ;  but  he  might  point  out 
with  regard  to  Vote  2  that  all  the  evl- 
denne  had  been  given. 

Ma.  HENEY  H.  FOWLER  said, 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  him  to  correct  him.  The  last 
eridenoe  reported  was  Question  1,327, 
and  in  the  marginal  note  to  the  Report 
on  this  Vote  reference  was  made  to 
Question  l,n70uptol,486,  or  more  than 
100  Questions  in  advance.  Reference 
wasalsomade  to  Questions!, 415,  1,399, 
and  l,4dS.  Upon  Vote  3,  the  whole  of 
the  evidence,  beginning  with  Qneation 
2,500,  was  referred  to  in  the  Beport. 
The  last  number  circulated  was  1,372. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was 
fully  under  the  belief  that  the  evidence 
}fi  regard  to  Vote  2,  whiph  they  oon- 
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sidered  important,  had  boeu  circulated  ; 
but  it  was  not  so  with  regard  to  Vote  3, 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment would  undertake  that  an  opportu- 
nity should  be  afforded  on  Beport  for  a 
discussion  of  the  Vote ;  and  he,  there* 
fore,  hoped  the  riajht  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Loap  BANDOLPH  CHDBOHILL 
(Faddington,  S.)  said,  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  statement  as  to  the 
course  of  Public  Business  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  at  half-past  4 
should  be  departed  from  in  any  way ; 
because  hon.  Members  had  regulated 
the  whole  course  of  their  attendance 
during  the  night  on  that  statement. 
There  were  many  hon.  Members  who 
had  gone  away  on  the  understanding 
that  certain  Business  would  not  oome 
on  for  discussion.  He  could  not  too 
strongly  ezprese  his  regret  on  the  sub* 
ject  of  the  agreement  entered  on  by  the 
Firet  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  a  very 
solemn  manner;  but  be  would  say  that 
if  there  were  no  further  discussion  on 
Vote  3,  he  should  look  upon  it  aa  a 
great  public  misfortune,  and  to  some 
extentlie  blamed  hon.  Members  for  not 
having  remained  in  the  House  and 
trusted  to  their  eyes,  rather  than  rely- 
ing on  the  statement  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  However,  the  mis- 
chief  had  been  done,  and  it  was  not  hie 
own  intention  or  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  interfere  with 
the  course  of  Business.  It  was  obvious 
irom  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  Utate  for 
War,  that  there  had  been  an  unfor- 
tunate omission  when  the  Vote  was 
taken,  in  not  abiding  by  the  precise 
words  used  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  had  offered  to  give  an  opportunity 
hereafter  of  discuesing  the  matter, 
which  promise  he  hoped  would  be 
carried  out,  and,  in  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman 
opposite,  though  perfectly  justified  in 
calling  attention  to  the  matter,  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  but  trust  to  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government  to  remedy 
the  mistake  and,  to  some  extent,  their 
own  short-sightedness. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  stated  that  he  would  not  bring 
forward  any  vote  which  was  objected  to, 
but  when  the  Vote  was  put  from  th^ 
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Chair,  no  objection  had  been  raised  on 
the  front  Oppoaitlon  Beneh. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  if 
be  were  guided  by  the  remarka  of  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite,  ha 
would  certainly  divide  the  Committee 
on  bis  Motion.  But  he  apprehended 
that  he  was  the  only  Member  on  the 
opposite  Benches  who  would  take  that 
view  of  the  caae.  If  it  had  been  denied 
that  a  distinct  pledge  had  been  given, 
he  should  have  been  obliged  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  on  the  Motion 
for  Progress.  But  as  he  took  It  to  be 
the  ftdmisaion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  a  mistake  had  been  made, 
and  as  he  understood  that  an  opportu- 
nity would  be  given  for  disouasing  Yote 
2,  and  also  the  very  grave  questions 
connected  with  Vote  3,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  as  he 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Qenlle- 
man  undertook  that  further  inquiries 
should  be  made  into  the  matters  of 
which  he  had  complained,  he  was  not 
desirous  of  pressing  his  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Yote.  But  he  might 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  not 
complain  of  unskilled  labour  in  un- 
skilled work.  It  was  their  deliberate 
statement  that  unskilled  labour  had 
been  imported  into  skilled  work.  They 
complained  that  skilled  artizana  had 
been  compelled  by  the  managers  at  the 
Arsenal  to  teach  unskilled  men  and  to 
make  them  skilled  workmen. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  proposed. 

8ia  WALTER  B.  BAHTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N-W.)  said,  he  had  taken 
great  interest  in  the  purchase  of  Spark- 
brook  at  Birmingham  a  short  time  ago, 
and  at  the  time  he  had  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  what  he  intended  to  do 
at  the  works.  He  had  impressed  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  fact  that 
having  got  so  central  and  advantageous 
a  position,  they  had  a  ^od  opportunity 
of  making  in  the  locality  in  question  a 
central  Arsenal.  He  had  pointed  out 
that  skilled  labour  could  be  obtained 
close  to  the  factory,  and  also  that  in 
oase  of  difficulty  and  danger  a  central 
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Arsenal,  in  the  position  he  reaomtnend»d, 
would  be  less  liable  to  attack  than 
either  Woolwich  or  Enfield.  In  reply, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had 
stated  reasons  why  Spark  brook  had 
been  purchased,  and  had  indicated  that 
a  certain  amount  of  work  Was  to  b» 
done  there.  He  saw  by  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Binningham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
that  he  thought  an  injustice  had  been 
done  to  Sparkbrook,  the  injustice  being 
that  some  machinery  hod  been  taken 
away  from  that  place  and  sent  to  En- 
field. He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  information  on  this  subject. 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wost  Birmingham  had 
placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and  that  he 
bad  also  communicated  with  him  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  on  that  subject.  Ho  was  very 
anxious  to  press  forward  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  new  rifie  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible  in  the  interests  of  the  country; 
and,  that  being  so,  the  Government  had 
decided  that  it  was  desirable  to  manu- 
facture a  certain  number  of  the  rifles  at 
Sparkbrook. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  thought  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  oome  to 
a  wise  decision.  Tho  Committee  knew 
that  Enfield  prided  itself  upon  being 
able  to  make  a  rifle  cheaper  than  Bir* 
mingham.  The  National  Small  Arms 
Factory  succeeded,  after  some  years  of 
acute  contest  with  the  Sparkbrook  esta- 
blishment, in  extinguishing  it  as  a 
private  concern,  and  since  then  there 
had  been  no  rival  in  Birmingham  which 
could  at  all  compete  with  the  Small 
Arms  Factory  in  the  manufacture  of 
rifles.  He  had  been  able  to  prove  by 
figures  that,  at  Enfield,  where  labour 
and  material  had  to  be  imported  from  a 
distance,  the  Factory  had  oeen  able  to 
produce  a  cheaper  article  than  Birming- 
ham, whose  labour  and  material  were 
close  at  h&nd,  and  it,  therefore,  looked 
as  if  the  private  manufacturers  were 
making  a  far  larger  profit  than  waa 
right  out  of  the  Government.  It  was 
clear  that  if  the  Government  intended 
to  make  rifles  at  Sparkbrook  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  compete  with  and  under- 
sell the  Small  Arms  Company.  He  was 
very  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  acceded  to  the  representatioi^  mad9 
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to  bim,  and  he  hoped  he  would  reduce 
the  CWnanoe  Factory  Vote  by  the 
amount  taken  for  the  removal  of  ma- 
chinery from  Sparkbrook  to  Enfield. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was 
afraid  be  could  not  promiBs  that  the 
Vote  would  be  reduced.  He  would 
ooDsider  the  question.  He  was  very 
annouB  to  prees  forward  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  new  rifle. 

Lord  EAWDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
said,  be  understood  that  a  certain  sum 
of  moDoj  was  taken  in  the  Tote  for 
remonng  tbe  machinery  from  Spark- 
brook  to  Enfield.  [Ur.  E.  Btakhope  : 
TeaJ  He  now  understood  that  the 
machinery  was  not  to  be  removed,  in 
consequence  of  the  decision  to  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
arrived. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  explained  that 
he  had  to  order  some  machinery  at  En- 
field to  be  taken  to  Sparkbook. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  although  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  might  turn  out 
for  the  good  of  the  public,  it  seemed  to 
raise  a  very  seriouB  question.  The  right 
hon.  (gentleman,  in  the  statement  which 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
nndertook  to  do  certain  things,  and  he 
then  proceeded  to  execute  changes  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  had  con- 
sented to  their  being  made.  He  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  thought  it  a  very 
serious  thing  that  the  public,  having 
been  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  re- 
moval of  maoninery  from  Sparkbrook 
to  Enfield,  should  now  have  to  pay  for 
new  machinery,  in  order  that  the  plan 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be 
carried  out.  That  was  a  lax  way  of 
doing  business,  and  eapecially  serious 
when  taken  in  connection  with  other 
subjects  that  had  been  brought  before 
tbe  Houee. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  look  at  the  Estimates, 
he  would  see  that  the  cost  of  removing 
the  machinery  was  very  small.  He  had 
ordered  machines  for  Enfield,  and  he  was 
now  going  to  place  them  at  Sparkbrook 
with  the  object  of  facilitating  work  which 
appear  to  him  very  necessary,  although 
a  little  more  cost  might  be  involved. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  fto.)  said,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
although  not  approving  all  the  steps 
taken  by  the  Setn^tary  of  State  for  War, 
had  put  before  the  Committee  an  in* 
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genious  argament  in  defence  of  the 
policy  the  Government  bad  adopted 
with  regard  to  the-  Sparkbrook  f  aotory. 
That  policy,  stated  in  naked  terms,  was 
that  they  were  going  to  set  up  another 
factory  for  small  arms  at  Birmingham 
in  addition  to  that  which  they  had  al- 
ready  at  Enfield.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  had  been,  from  the  first,  very  sus- 
picious and  veiy  doubtful  about  the  ad- 
vantage of  acquiring  the  Sparbrook 
factory.  It  was  quite  true  that  Bir- 
mingham was  the  great  centre  of  the 
gun  trade;  but  if  the  Ctovernment 
wished  to  encourage  the  trade  of  Bir- 
mingham, or  to  procure  rifies  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  tney  could  be  manu- 
factured at  Enfield,  tiie  proper  course 
would  have  been  to  give  orders  to  the 
trade  at  Birmingham,  and  trust  more 
largely  to  private  factories  and  much  leas 
to  Qovemment  establishments.  If  the 
noble  Lord  found  fault  with  Enfield  and 
tbe  great  growth  given  to  it  of  late 
years,  he  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
was  entirely  in  accord  with  him.  Still 
Enfield  existed— they  had  it  ae  a  legacy 
from  the  past  with  all  its  machinery  and 
plant — and,  therefors,  be  was  in  favour 
of  retaining  the  Establishment  and  of 
keeping  it  up  on  the  smallest  possible 
scale  consistent  with  the  efficiency  of  a 
Government  Establishment.  But  if  they 
wished  to  give  a  great  impetus  to  tbe 
manufacture  of  rifies,  tbe  Government, 
as  he  had  aaid,  should  go  to  the  private 
trade,  and  not  a«t  up  a  second  factory  at 
Birmingham. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
said,  that  the  only  check  on  the  cost  of 
private  manufacture  was  to  set  up  a 
factory  at  Sparkbrook,  and  it  waa  for 
that  purpose  that  tbe  plan  was  advo- 
cated. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN 
said,  the  idea  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
very  ingenious;  but  he  repeated  that 
they  ought  to  look  to  private  manufac- 
ture for  their  rifie  supply.  It  came  to 
this — that  they  were  going  to  have  two 
small-arm  factories  instead  of  one.  He 
did  not  think  that  that  was  quite  in 
accordance  with  the  understanding  which 
had  been  arrived  at  with  the  House  of 
Commons  when  it  was  first  propoeed  to 
eatabliah  the  Sparkbrook  Factory  — 
namely,  that  that  factory  should  only  be 
used  for  the  repair,  and  not  for  tbe  manu- 
facture, of  small  arms.  He  bad  been 
against  this  proposal  from  the  first ;  but 
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he  thought,  at  anj  rate,  that  it  vould 
hare  been  more  conBietent  not  only  with 
the  uoderstaDdiug  entered  into  with  the 
House  of  Oommona,  but  with  the  gene- 
ral interest  of  the  public,  if  Spaikbrook 
had  onl;  been  maintained  for  the  pur- 
pose of  repairs.  The  factor;  at  Enfield 
had  been  increased  a  fow  jears  ago  at 
considerable  coat,  and  so  much  money 
having  been  spent  upon  it,  be  was 
obliged  to  express  hie  regret  that  the 
Government  bad  not  stood  to  their 
original  proposal,  and  that  they  should 
have  been  led,  in  a  very  plausible  and 
ingenious  way,  he  admitted,  into  a  course 
which  might  lead  to  the  establishment 
of  another  small-arms  manufactory. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  as  anxious  as 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  himself  to 
encourage  private  trade,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  were  going  to  utilize  pri- 
vate manufacture  as  much  as  possible. 
It  wos,  however,  absolutely  neoessary  to 
issue  large  numbers  of  the  new  rifles  to 
our  troops  within  a  reasonable  time, 
and  the  Qovemment  were  bound  to 
manufacture  these  small  arms  thom- 
bbIvbs,  as  well  as  place  orders  with  tbe 
private  trade.  They  were  desirous  of 
putting  out  as  much  work  as  they  could, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would 
look  into  the  matter,  he  would  see  that 
they  were  employing  private  firms  to  a 
larger  extent  than  hod  formerly  been 
the  case. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  (Qolway,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  private  manufac- 
turers of  small  arms  ought  to  be  handi- 
capped in  tbe  matter  of  the  price  of 
the  weapons. 

Ma.  HENRY  H.  FOWLEB  said, 
the  office  of  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  had  been  created  by  Statute 
passed  shortly  after  the  Orimea  War. 
Becently  two  Boyal  Oommissions  had 
reported  fully  on  the  position  of  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  and 
although  each  Commission  had  ap- 
proached the  subject  from  a  different 
point  of  view,  both  bad  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  tbe  Office  of  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  should  not  be 
abolished.  They  both  thought  that  the 
Office  should  be  filled,  not  by  a  civilian, 
but  by  a  man  of  high  military  positon, 
who  should  not  be  a  Member  of^Farlia- 
ment,  and  should  not  go  out  of  Office 
with  the  Government  of  the  day.  But 
Mr.  Campbell- Baniurman 
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in  face  of  those  two  Bepcrts,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  seen  fit  to  adopt  a 
totally  different  course.  He  had  abo- 
lished the  Office  of  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance,  and  had  substituted  a  new 
Office  in  its  place.  The  Committee 
which  was  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord,  had  reported  on  tbe  inoreaee 
of  cost  to  the  public  which  had  re- 
sulted from  the  new  organization — 
and  he  need  hardly  observe  that  all 
changes  in  our  Departments  were  at- 
tended with  an  increase  of  cost.  The 
evidence  upon  which  that  Beport  was 
founded  Taa  not  yet  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  in  a 
position  to  allude  to  it.  He  thoaght  it 
was  due  to  the  Committee  and  tha  two 
Commissi  ons  which  had  oonNdered 
this  question  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tlemau  should  state  the  reasons  which 
had  led  him  to  adopt  a  course  totally 
opposed  to  their  recommendations. 
There  was  another  point  to  which 
he  desired  to  refer,  and  which  might, 
perhaps,  be  regarded  as  one  of  detail. 
In  their  investigation  upstairs,  the  Com- 
mittee found  that  the  accounts  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  were — he  scarcely 
knew  what  adjective  to  use — in  a 
discreditable  condition.  The  Com- 
mittee, tlierefore,  called  in  two  pro- 
fessional accountants  to  investigate  the 
accounts,  and  although  they  were  in 
a  position  to  submit  the  Beport  of  the 
accountants  to  the  Committee,  their 
evidence  had  not  yet  been  circulated. 
Under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be 
a  violation  of  the  understanding  arrived 
at  if  the  Vote  were  taken  h^ore  the 
Committee  had  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Beport.  The  accounts  of 
the  Department  which  had  just  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  were  two 
years  old — that  was  to  say,  they  vere 
the  accounts  of  1885-6.  The  Com- 
mittee had  before  them  the  evidence 
of  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Army 
to  show  that  the  preparation  of  those 
accounts,  which  were  valueless  and 
illusory,  had  cost  the  country  from 
£15,000  to  £20,000  ayear.  He  hopod 
the  Government  would  not  press  the  Vote 
on  that  occasion,  in  order  that  hon. 
Members  might  have  an  opportunity  for 
full  discussion.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Boyal  Commission,  and  the 
public,  had  some  reason  fur  asking  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  deter- 
mined  to    re-conetitule   the  Ordnancs 
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DepartmeBt  in  the  manner  ha  had  done, 
and  what  reaHona  bad  induced  him  to 
dieregard  the  recommendations  of  the 
CommisBioners  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  right  bon.  Ctentleman 
had  made  such  a  statement  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  just  listened  to.  For  his 
part,  he  was  perfectly  read;  to  <!ODaent 
to  Progress  being  repotted  at  the  time 
the  Motion  was  made,  and  he  was  now 
ready  to  repeat  that  offer.  There  vere, 
boweTer,  one  or  two  remarks  wbioh  he 
had  to  make.  One  vaa  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentl«man  bad  made,  if  he  might 
say  BO,  a  groasly  unfair  statement  as 
regarded  the  Report  mode  by  the  accoun- 
tasts  upon  the  accounts  of  the  Ordnance 
Department.  

Mb.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  sud, 
the  right  hon.  Oeutleman  charged  him 
with  making  a  grossly  unfair  statement. 
He  had  made  no  statement  whatever 
with  regard  to  the  accountants.  He 
merely  said  that  the  accountants  had 
given  evidence,  and  that  that  evidence 
had  not  been  circulated. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  gone  far  beyond 
that.  He  had  said  that  the  aoooants 
weie  in  a  discreditable  condition. 

Mb.  HENET  H.  FOWLEB  said, 
he  pledged  himself  that  he  had  merely 
expressed  his  own  opinion  oo  the  evi- 
dence. He  had  never  said  that  that 
was  the  accountants'  statement.  He 
repeated  his  statement  that  the  accounts 
were  in  a  diaoreditable  condition. 

Mb.  £.  STANHOPE  said,  he  had 
read  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Bepoit 
referred  to,  which  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  accounts  of  the  Manufacturing  De- 
partment of  the  Ordnance  were  kept 
with  oare  and  accuracy. 

Mb.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  said, 
he  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  read  the  whole  of  the  statement  in  the 
Beport. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  dictate  to  him 
what  to  read  in  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
The  portion  of  the  Beport  to  which  he 
had  referred  showed,  aa  clearly  as  pos- 
sible, that  the  main  object  had  been 
attained,  and  that  the  House  had  been 
told  the  cost  with  sufficient  accuracy. 
Undoubtedly,  there  were  minor  defects 
in  the  accounts  which  deserved  and 
which  were  receiving  consideration. 
Bat  that  did  not   affect   the  general 


system  on  which  they  were  made  out. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  asked  him 
why  there  was  no  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  at  the  present  time?  His 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  was,  that  he  saw  no  leason  for 
continuing  an  Office  at  a  cost  of  £1,SOO 
a-year  which  was,  in  his  opinion,  un- 
necessary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  pointed  out  that  two  Eoyal  Com- 
missions had  reported  in  favour  of  con- 
tinuing the  Office  of  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance. '  It  was  true  that 
Lord  Morley's  Commission  had  gone 
out  of  their  way  to  recommend  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Office  ;  but  he  thought 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  the  second 
Commission,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred,  considered  the 
question  of  the  continuance  of  the  Office 
as  outside  the  scope  of  their  inquiry,  and, 
although  they  had  most  carefully  in- 
quired into  the  organization  of  the 
Department,  they  had  expressed  no 
opinion  upon  it.  He  thought  it  was  a 
great  source  of  weakness  that  the  men 
who  were  to  use  the  weapons  supplied 
were  not  the  men  responsible  for  them. 
The  reason,  therefore,  that  had  induced 
him  to  abolish  the  Office  was  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  the  best  course  to 
make  the  Military  Authorities  respon- 
sible, and  that  view  he  believed  was  in 
accordance  with  the  beet  opinions  that 
had  been  ezpresBed  on  the  subject.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  beat  course  was 
to  abolish  the  Office  and  make  the 
Military  Authorities  responBible  for  the 
weaponB  they  used,  and  he  believed  that 
that  would  tend  not  only  to  economy, 
but  to  efficiency,  in  the  Public  Service. 
Mb.  HENKY  H.  FOWLEB  said, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
persoiud  attack  upon  him,  and,  there- 
fore, he  hoped  the  Committeo  would 
allow  him  to  quote  one  or  two  passages 
from  the  Accountants'  Beport  which,  it 
was  quite  evident,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  read.  The  ac- 
countants reported — 


otthe  jrear  eadiag  Slst  March,  1685,  which, 
though  ordered  by  the  House  of  Commoiu  to 
be  printed  on  the  13th  April,  1886,  were  not 
completed  &ad  ready  for  distribution  antil 
August  of  that  year.  IL  is  to  these,  therefore, 
relating  to  a  period  which  ended  considerably 
more  than  two  yean  ago,  that  we  have  had  t» 
direct  on  ezanunation," 
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He  uked  mercantilo  men  who  were 
Msmberfl  of  the  House  what  the; 
thought  of  aooouDts  two  jears  old  which 
had  tobeexamiaed?  Let  them  see  what 
were  these  correot  acoounts  of  which  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  spoke.  The  ac- 
eoantanta  said  that  these  aocounts — 

"  Conntt  of  the  baluice  abeett  irith  the 
BcconipaD^ing  achedulea  and  capital  aCMtaot 
priDt«d  in  the  Blue  Book,  deacribed  briefly  in 

paragraph  10 Tbe  term  '  Balance  Sheet ' 

ig  incorrectly  applied  to  theae  accounts.  They 
ara  not  statements  setting;  out  the  balances  of 
the  books,  but  accounts  showing  in  a  aomewhat 
confnaed  manner  the  whale  transactions  of  the 
Department  for  the  year.  Thej  give  on  the  one 
aide  the  atores  and  somi-manufactuied  stock  in 
hand  at  the  beginning  of  tbe  year,  and  the 
materials,  wages,  stores,  obtained  from  various 
loorcM,  and  other  charg«a  which  make  up  the 
total  coat  of  the  articles  manufactured  during 
the  year.  On  the  other  side  ore  inserted  the 
total  maniibcturea  completed  and  aervicea  per- 
formed, and  the  value  of  theatorea  and  semi- 
manufactored  stock  in  hand  at  the  end  of  the 
year.  Any  capital  outlay  ia  passed  throagh  the 
same  account.  Balance  Hheet  No.  1  cont^ne 
no  charge  tor  interest  or  depreciation.  Balance 
Sheet  Ko.  2  contains  both.  The  books  do  not 
agree  with  either  balance  sheet,  inasmuch,  as 
they  omit  interest,  but  contain  depreciation, 
which,  however,  is  not  added  to  the  coat  of 
manufacture,  but  is  charged  to  the  accoant  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  ledger  accounts 
abo  fail  to  work  up  to  the  Sgurei  shown  in  the 
balance  sheet." 

When  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  had 
an  opportunity,  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  Uie  House  to  eome  of 
the  eyidence  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  "Balance  Sheets"  were  made  to 
eguare. 

"The  ledger  accouota  also  fail  to  work  up  to 
the  figures  shown  in  the  '  Balance  Sheets,'  (or 
there  are  no  separate  accounts  for  the  items  of 
timber,  fuel,  metal,  &c. ;  nor  for  the  tarious 
claseiM  of  production  detailed  in  the  achedules 
wbieh  accompany  the  annual  accounts.  It  is 
only  with  considerable  difEculty  that  the  vari- 
oua  items  in  the  '  Balance  Sheets  *  can  be 
traced,  and  then  only  with  tbe  help  of  sab* 
sidiary  books." 
They  went  on  to  say : — 

"  The  Annoal  Statements  of  Accouota  ae  at 
present  drawn  up  in  the '  Balance  Sheets'  aub- 
mitted  to  Parliament  are  in  onr  opinion  defec- 
tive. Theydonotagreewith  the  Appropriation 
Account,  and  they  do  not  state  cjearly  what 
haa  become  of  the  manafnctures  of  the  De- 
parlments.  They  are  also  confused,  inasmuch 
as  they  include  items  of  receipt  and  expenditure 
on  Capital  Account  in  the  same  statement  with 
the  items  composing  the  cost  of  their  manu- 
factures. 

"The  same  minuteness,"  they  said,  "of 
control  is  ezerciaed  here  as  elsewhere,   over 
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trivial  amount  of  twopence.    A  full  statemeot 

of  the  inquiries  aa  to  this  item  haa  been  pre- 
pared, as  an  illustration,  and  can  be  laid  before 
the  Committee  if  desired." 

All  he  asked  was  that  as  they  had  spent 
sereral  thousanda  of  pounds  in  employ- 
ing  aooouotanta  to  investigate  the  ac- 
oounts, time  should  be  allowed  in  fulfil- 
ment of  the  pledge  given  by  the  Oo- 
Teroment  for  the  conaideration  of  the 
Aooonntante'  Keport  before  this  Yot« 
was  taken. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHIIX 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
it  was  perfectly  competent  for  tbe  ri^t 
hoo.  Qentleman  the  Sewotary  of  State 
for  War  and  the  right  hon.  QeDtlemaa 
the  Uember  for  East  Wolrerhampton 
to  extract  passages  from  the  Report  ot 
the  Aoeountacts,  either  in  favour  or 
greatly  damaging  to  the  adminiab^tion 
of  the  Government  manufaotoring  De- 
partm«itB.  After  all  the  qnestion  of 
accounta  was  a  most  important  one,  in- 
asmuch aa  there  was  a  large  annual 
expenditure  involved.  There  was  a 
most  remarkable  fact  about  our  ao- 
counts. Not  only  were  the  aooounta  of 
the  £2,000,000  espeuded  not  presented 
to  Parliament  until  more  than  two  years 
after  the  money  had  been  spent,  but  the 
accounts  could  by  no  ingenuity  be  made 
in  any  way  to  coincide  with  our  great 
Magna  Oharta  of  finaaoe— the  Appro- 
priation Act.  The  Hooee  of  Commons 
seemed  to  him  to  be  at  the  present  time 
perfectly  UBeleas,  so  far  aa  finanoial  con- 
trol was  conoemed,  and  that  waa  a  mat- 
ter he  recommended  Tety  seriously  to 
the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gosohen).  It  was  quite  imposMble  to 
oast  any  blame  upon  either  side  of  the 
House  or  upon  any  official.  The  sys- 
tem had  grown  up  somehow  or  other 
that  the  £3,000,000  was  expended, 
and  tbe  Ho'use  had  no  notion  how  it 
was  expended  until  two  years  after  it 
was  spent.  The  accounting,  which  coat 
£15,000  a-year,  was  worthless,  and  the 
appropriation  accounts  were  us^eas. 
These  were  remarkable  statements;  but 
he  was  certain  that  no  Member  of  the 
Govern  men  t  could  controvert  them. 
This  showed  that  the  qneetion  of  ac- 
counta waa  extremely  important,  a«l 
one  which  was  worthy  of  the  oarehil 
consideration  of  the  Committee  and  of 
the  Government.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  asked 
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tlie  Government  to  give  more  time  for 
the  ODDBidertttion  of  this  part  of  the 
Tote.  He  (Lord  Randolph  Charchill) 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
only  made  a  reasonable  appeal,  and  that 
the  Government  would  do  veil  to  aoosde 
to  it.  With  regard  to  that  poeition  of 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  ha 
had  absolutely  no  remarks  to  make. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  supported  by  his  Ool- 
leaffues,  had  abolished  that  important, 
and,  to  some  extent,  ancient  Office. 
They  had  yet  to  see  the  result  of  that 
diange.  No  doubt,  £2,000  had  been 
saved  in  salary ;  but  he  (Lord  Ba&dolph 
Churohilt)  tiiought  that  this  would  be 
found  to  be  mote  than  counterbalanced 
by  the  other  appoiatmenta  that  had  been 
made  in  oonsequenee  of  the  abolition  of 
the  Offioe.  They  had  yet  to  eee  whether 
the  traneferring  the  control  of  the  Gto- 
vemment  manufaoturea  ftom  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Ifember  for  Exeter  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  an  important  public  change.  He 
himself  fancied  it  would  be  found  to  be 
as  broad  as  it  was  long,  and  that  things 
would  go  on  very  nuoh  in  the  old  way. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
Surveyor  General  in  his  last  appearance 
in  the  House  was  moot  useless.  Whe- 
ther his  place  had  been  taken  by  other 
officials  equally  useless  remained  to  be 
seen.  The  Oommittee  upstairs  went  into 
the  subject,  and  the  result  of  their  re- 
oommendationB  to  the  House  was  that 
thej  should  wait  until  next  year  before 
they  ventured  to  exprese  any  opinion  in 
the  matter. 

TheOHANGELLOBopthk  EXOHE- 
QTJEB  (Kr.  Gosohxf)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Ofaurchill) 
that  time  alone  must  decide  the  ques- 
tion of  the  advantt^e,  or  otherwise,  of 
the  abolition  of  the  Office  of  Surveyor 
General  of  OidDauoe.  Even  the  Oom- 
mittee over  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
sided  had  been  unable  to  express  a 
definite  opinion  upon  the  matter.  The 
Qovemment,  however,  hoped  that  the 
new  Department  would  present  most 
satisfactory  results  to  the  country.  Now, 
thwe  was  no  objection  whatever  to  re- 
port Progress,  if  it  was  desired  hj  the 
zigfat  hon.  Gentleman  (Ur.  Henry  H. 
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Fowler)  to  discuss  this  Tote  further 
wiien  the  evideooe  was  before  the  House. 
In  fact,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  offered,  even  an 
hour  ago,  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported. He  (Mr.  Cbschen]  had  only  to 
say,  with  regard  to  the  very  animated 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, that  one  would  have  thought 
from  his  utterances  that  for  years  he 
had  been  contending  against  this  mon- 
strous system  of  accounts  at  the  War 
Offioe,  and  had  been  thwarted  in  his 
effort  at  reform  by  some  recalcitrant 
officials.  But  it  was  only  after  the 
efforts  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Oharohill)  had  revealed  the  deficiencies 
of  the  accounts  that  the  ax-Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  who  had  himself  been 
conversant  with  the  accounts,  had  risen 
to  the  couviotion  that  these  accounts 
were  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  con- 
fusion. If  that  was  so,  and  if  these  ac- 
counts were  a  disgrace  to  the  nation,  as, 
judging  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
very  dramatic  speech,  one  would  be  in- 
clined to  believe,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  take  the  matter  in  hand  F 
It  was  mainly  due  to  the  efforta  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill) 
that  the  question  of  these  aocouota  had 
been  thoroughly  gone  into,  and  the 
Giovernment  had  accepted  with  great 
alacrity  the  proposal  to  submit  these 
accounts  to  professional  accountants. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  had  said  that  they  revealed 


Mr.  GOSCHEN:  No;  that  the  evi- 
dence revealed  such  a  state  of  things. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  accountants,  because  they  said, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  accounts  were 
carefully  kept,  and  that  they  showed 
the  cost  of  the  manufactures.  The  great 
charge  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  accounts,  and  which  was  a  serious 
charge,  and  which  the  Government  would 
investigate,  not  only  because  of  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  ooble  Lord,  but  because 
they  were  anxious  to  simplify  the  ac- 
counts, was  that  the  aocouuts  were  too 
formally  kept,  that  there  was  too  much 
red-tape  about  them,  that  there  were 
too  many  items,  and  that,  on  the  whole, 
they  were  not  sufficiently  business-like. 
But  that,  was  a  very  different   thing 
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txom  eayisg  that  thej  were  in  a  dis- 
creditable state.  There  had  been  too 
much  elaboration  and  too  Httle  care  to 
make  all  the  accounts  agree  with  one 
another.  There  was  no  person  more 
thoroughly  oonvinced  than  he  was  that 
the  great  value  of  accounts  was  that 
one  set  should  tally  with  another  set. 
Nothing  was  more  confusing  to  hon. 
Members,  if  they  had  to  work  out  a 
great  arithmetical  difficulty,  than  a  dif- 
ference between  the  forms  of  variouB  ac- 
counts. But  theconfusionin  the  accounts 
was  due,  in  par^  to  hon.  Members  who 
had  a  mania  for  calling  for  different 
accounts  and  Beturns.  Every  Member 
who  was  seized  with  some  statistical 
fanaticism  thought  ha  had  got  a  particu- 
lar form  of  accounts  which  was  particu- 
larly valuable,  and  a  soft-bearted  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  gave  him  his 
Eetum.  That  puzzled  the  next  person, 
who  was  equally  ansious  to  make  statis- 
tical investigations,  and  so  it  had  arisen 
that  they  had  various  sets  of  accounts, 
and  it  required  the  facility  of  an  ac- 
countant to  be  able  to  reconcile  all  the 
different  Beturns.  The  Qovemment 
would  nndertake  to  endeavour,  to  the 
best  of  their  ability,  to  Introduce  more 
and  more  simplicity  into  the  accounts. 
They  would  try  to  do  without  the 
duplication  of  accounts,  to  which  the 
accountants  sailed  attention.  It  wai 
the  mass  of  aooounts,  quite  as  much 
as  the  want  of  accounts,  which  oon- 
fused  the  brain  of  the  country;  and 
he  undertook,  on  behalf  of  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  on  behalf  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Government  generally,  that  they 
would  endeavour,  as  the  Admiral^  had 
endeavoured,  to  bring  before  the  House 
of  Oommons  the  cost  of  all  articles  in 
the  most  simple  and  busineBS-like  form 
they  possibly  ooald.  He  thought  that 
all  Governments  and  successive  Parlia- 
ments were  more  or  less  responsible  for 
the  form  of  accounts  they  had  got  at 
present  in  the  Ordnance  Bepaitments 
and  in  other  Departments.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  scandalized  at  the 
fuss  which  was  mads  over  twopence. 
He  (Mr.  Goschen)  believed  that  there 
was  no  business  firm  in  the  Kingdom 
who,  if  their  books  did  not  agree,  did 
not  hunt  to  find  the  cause  of  the 
emaltest  mistake,  because  the  smallest 
divergence  might  not  mean  simply  a 
sioall  error,  but  might  be  the  result 
Mr,  Qofehm 
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of  an  enormous  set  of  errors.  He  trusted 
that  they  might  now  report  Progress 
on  this  Tote.  He  assured  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
that  they  would  be  animated  by  oa 
great  warmth  in  this  cause  as  be 
had  shown  this  evening,  and  that 
they  would  do  their  best  to  assist 
the  House  of  Oommons  by  reducing  the 
accounts  of  the  country  to  such  a  aimpU 
form  that  the  taxpayers  could  under- 
stand for  what  they  had  paid  their 
money.  He  begged  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress should  now  be  reported. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  Perhaps  it  would 
be  better  to  move  to  withdraw  the  Vote. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Motion  be  now  withdrawn." 
Mb.  HENBT  H.  FOWLEB  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Oh&n- 
callor  of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it 
very  clever  to  attack  lum  with  a  ta  gtugue. 
Mo  one  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  accounts  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  no  more  came 
under  the  notice  of  the  Treoamry  than 
the  accounts  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Bailway  Company.  No  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  could  by  any  pos- 
sibility see  these  accounts,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exohequer  knew  that  as  well  as  he  did. 
Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  know  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
should  consider  it  his  duty  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  remonstrate  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  if  he  thought  the 
accounts  were  not  satisfactory. 

Mr.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  asked,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  overseen 
these  accounts  ? 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  exa- 
mined the  expenditure. 

Ma.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEB  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  ever  seen 
these  particular  aooounts.  He  was  not 
going  to  allow  this  matter  to  pass  with- 
out another  remark  or  two.  These 
accounts  coat  the  country  £15,000  a- 
year.  They  were  presented  two  years 
after  they  were  made  up.  Those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  who  were  present 
half-an-bour  ago  heard  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  describe  what 
they  were.  In  far  stronger  and  better 
language  than  he  could  use,  the  noble 
Lord  described  how  absolutely  incom- 
prehensible the  accounts  were.  They 
were  so  incomprehensible  to  tha  mind 
of  the  noble  Lord  that,  with  the  fiill 
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ooncon-snco  of  tlie  GoTerninent,  tbe 
House  was  a«ked  to  appoint  two  pro- 
fessional accountants  to  try  and  make 
out  what  therwere.  There  were  on  the 
Committee  Gentlemen  of  considerable 
commercial  and  manufacturing  ex- 
perifiDoe,  and  tbey  gave  up  the  examina- 
tion of  the  accounts  in  hopeless  despair 
and  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
asking  for  the  appointment  of  pro- 
fessional accountants.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Ghanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  not  in  the  House  when  the 
disouBsion  commenced.  No  one  had  at- 
tacked the  present  QoTsrnment.  No 
one  had  attacked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State.  This  was 
a  question  of  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Department,  for  whom  he  did  not 
hold  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Financial  Secretary  in  any  way  respon- 
sible. The  accounts  had  been  investi- 
gated, and  all  he  asked  for  was  that  the 
evidence  taken  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  before  they  wero  asked  to 
take  the  Vote.  Ha  very  muoh  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — not  for 
the  first  time — should  have  taken  the 
opportunity  of  making  a  personal  attack 
upon  him  simply  to  serve  a  mere  per- 
sonal and  political  purpose. 

Mb.  GOSGHBN  said,  he  would  not 
retort  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
saying  this  was  not  the  first  time  in 
which  he  had  addressed  him  in  a 
menacing  tone.  He  rose  not  to  justify 
himself,  Dut  to  repudiate  the  view  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expreeaed 
that  the  Parliamentary  Chiefs  were  to 
put  the  responsibility  for  this  state  of 
things  upon  the  permanent  officials. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
the  permanent  officials  who  had  been 
attacked.  Personally  he  held  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  the  time 
being  were  responsible  for  the  per- 
manent officials,  and  bis  point  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
discovered  thst  the  accounts  were  not 
satisfactory.  But  the  state  of  the 
accounts  had  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  country,  not  by  the  in- 
dignation of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  by  the  acumen  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he 
(Ur.  Goschen)  was  defending  the  pie- 
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sent  Government.  He  never  thought 
the  present  Government  was  attacked, 
but  £e  contended  that  the  Parliamentary 
repiesentatives  of  the  Departments  had 
no  right  to  shift  the  ^ole  responsi- 
bility on  to  the  permanent  officials.  If 
abuse  went  on,  and  if  there  had  been 
such  abuse  in  the  keeping  of  the  ac- 
counts as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested,  all  succeesivs  Qovemmeuls, 
Parliamentarr  as  tbey  were,  were  re- 
sponsible, and  they  could  not  throw  the 
blame  upon  the  permanent  officials. 
The  present  Government  would  do  their 
best  to  remedy  the  defects  which  had 
been  pointed  out.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  because  he  was  a  little 
angry,  that  he  (Hr.  Ooschen)  had 
justitied  the  present  accounts.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  whole  tenour  of 
bis  speech  was  that  the  present  accounts 
were  far  too  complicated,  and  that  tbey 
were  defective  in  many  respects.  The 
Government  were  perfectly  alive,  as 
alive  as  any  portion  of  the  House,  to 
the  defects  of  the  present  system :  they 
wished  to  do  their  best  to  rectify  them, 
and  in  their  endeavours  they  would  be 
glad  of  the  assistance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and,  indeed,  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  he  was  very  anxious,  as  it  was 
quite  possible  the  newspapers  might 
call  them  in  question  over  the  item  of 
twopence,  and  as  the  keeping  of  the  ac- 
counts was  a  matter  of  vital  importance 
OS  one  bearing  on  the  changes  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  made,  to  show  that 
the  Committee  was  alive  to  the  defective 
state  of  things.  Quesdos  No.  t,340, 
which  was  put  to  Mr.  Knox,  was — 

Now  Iflt  QB  p&u  to  the  other  principal  items 
of  tbcir  recommendationB ;  pusing  to  the  mnltor 
of  delay,  what  do  you  say  F  " 

And  the  reply  of  the  Aooountant  General 
of  the  Army  was — 

As  regards  the  delay  in  rendering  the  ac- 
counts, I  certainly  think  that  that  ia  a  thing 
which  not  only  ought  to  be  avoided,  but  muat 
be  avoided  ;  in  fac^the  new  atraiigeaieiitof  the 
EstimatoB,  under  which  the  Ordnance  Factory 
separated  from  the  Army  EstimaUs,  and 
under  which  the  Navy  and  the  Army  will  pay 
that  eatabliBbment  for  the  work  it  tnmt  oat  for 
them,  ntwolutely  require!  that  the  bahinco 
sheet  shall  be  made  up  a  very  short  time  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  financial  year  "— 

and,  mark  this — 
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n  Account  of 
I  feel  auro 
e  the  lyatem  will  break 
down,  and  all  our  energies  are  tuFned  >□  that 
direction  to  ensure  that  we  ahall  have  tbe  ac- 
oounta  very  mach  earlier  than  we  have  had 
them  hitherto.' ' 

Mr.  ILUNG  WOBTH  (Brad  ford,  W. ) 
said,  that  as  a  buaineas  man,  he  uerer 
expected  that  we  got  in  a  Qoveniment 
Department  more  than  16t.  worth  for 
every  £1.  The  very  conditions  of  work- 
ing made  tbie  inevitable,  and  the  moral 
he  drew  waB,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  and  the  credit 
of  tbe  Oovemment  if  they  would  curtail 
instead  of  being  continually  extending 
the  Oovernment  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  be  was  doing  tbe  country  good 
servioe  by  pushing  tbe  manufacture  of 
rifles  in  tbe  Oovemment  Manufactory,  , 
ratber  than  extending  the  manufacture 
to  the  trade.  But  the  statement  made 
by  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
berforEast  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  showed  how  utterly  unre- 
liable and  fallacious  were  the  figures 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
(Ur.  E.  Stanhope)  had  proceeded. 
£rery  private  establishment  put  as  a 
charge  on  the  business  the  interest  on 
the  capital  employed,  but  this  was  not 
taken  into  account  in  the  Oovernment 
ManuCactory.  There  was  also  the  de- 
preciation of  the  premises  and  ma- 
chinery, and  in  a  matter  involving  con- 
tinued change  it  was  necessary  that  a 
very  large  peroent^e  per  annum  should 
be  set  aside  for  depreciation.  The  de- 
preciation figures  were  given  as  a  matter 
of  account,  but  they  were  not  made  part 
of  the  charge  of  the  establisbmeat  and 
part  of  the  cost  of  every  rifle  made. 
Furthermore,  a  thorough  system  of  in- 
spection was  carried  on  in  every  estab- 
liebmeut  in  the  country,  and  such  a  sys- 
tem ought  to  prevail  in  the  Govemmeut 
Departments. 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  the 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
mentioned  were  taken  into  account  in 
estimating  the  cost  to  the  country  of 
rifles,  and  all  the  accountants  said  of 
them  was  that  they  found  fault  with 
the  form  of  the  accounts. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  said,  that  10  per 
cent  was  allowed  for  depreciation  of  ma- 
Lcrd  Sandalph  Churchill 


chinerv,  and  6  per  cent  for  tbe  depreoia- 
tion  of  buildings,  and  to  a  great  extent 
this  rendered  unnecessary  tbe  calcula- 
tion of  interest  on  capital.  As  to  tbe 
auestion  of  costs,  the  cost  of  keeping 
le  accounts  in  the  factory  had  been 
positively  extravagant.  One  reason  was 
that  there  were  too  many  Departments. 
Tbe  articles  were  priced  every  year.  It 
stood  to  reason  that  if  they  were  priced 
every  four  or  five  years,  the  eost  of 
keeping  the  accounts  would  be  very 
mach  less.  In  bis  opinion  tbe  Qovern- 
ment  ought  to  have  factories  to  furnish 
a  standard  by  which  other  works  should 
be  tested. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SUPPLY -NAVY  ESTIMATEa. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £956,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeatv,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Victualling  and  Clothing  tor  the  flavy, 
which  will  come  in  courte  of  parinHnt  daring 
tbe  year  ending  on  the  31it  <lay  of  Uareh 
1889." 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  this  was  a  very  important  Vote, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  that  it 
should  be  taken  at  this  time  of  the  night. 
If  it  was  taken,  he  hoped  that  some 
Member  of  the  Oommitteo  upstairs 
would  ofi'er  some  explanation  of  tbe 
Tote.  He  should  have  thought  that 
the  Army  Estimates  were  quite  sufficient 
for  tbis  evening;  and,  certainly,  if  they 
did  not  bear  some  explanation  of  tiie 
Vote,  he  should  consider  it  his  duty  to 
move  to  report  Frc^ess. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  tbe  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Dr. 
Tannar.) 

The  FIRST  LOED  os  thr  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  Qsoroh  Haiultom)  {Mid- 
dlesex, Ealiug)  said,  be  was  surprised 
at  tbe  course  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken,  as  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Navy  Estimates.  A  apeciaJ  Beport  was 
made  by  that  Select  Committee  on  this 
very  Vote.  ThatEeport  was  favourable 
to  tbe  manner  in  which  the  victualling  of 
the  Navy,  to  which  the  Yote  related,  was 
conducted.  Therefore,  he  did  not  see 
why  the  Committee  should  not  come  to 
a  rapid  deoiaion  on  this  Vote.  The  actual 
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woida  in  which  the  Select  Committee 
repotted  upon  the  Tote  were — "The 
geaeral  arrange  menta  appear  to  be 
buainesB-like  and  eat itf actor j."  Under 
theie  eiroumstaiices,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  the  expediency  of 
withdrawing  the  Motion. 

Da.  TANNER  said,  he  waa  not  pra- 
eent  when  the  Select  Committee  drew 
u^  their  Report,  though,  of  course,  it 
might  be  said  that  that  was  his  own 
fault.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  very 
great  adept  in  critioiiinK  naval  acoouata ; 
but  there  were  many  Members  of  the 
Select  Committee  who  showed  a  great 
deal  of  knowledge  of  naval  matters,  and 
who  certainly  did  not  express  themselves 
in  that  happy  way,  as  regarded  this  Vote, 
which  the  noble  Lord  evidently  wished 
the  Committee  to  believe.  Ha  was  under 
the  impression  that  there  was  shown  to 
be  a  certain  amount  of  friction  between 
the  two  branches  of  the  Admiralty  who 
were  mainly  concerned  in  completing 
these  Estimates.  Accordingly,  he  thought 
he  was  only  doing  his  duty  in  preventing 
this  Vote  passing  in  ailenoe. 
^  Ms.  HANBTJBY  (Preston]  said,  that, 
of  course,  there  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  Committee  should  not  discass 
this  Vote  that  night.  He,  however, 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be  led 
away  by  the  foot  that  a  certain  Keport 
had  been  banded  in  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittaa.  At  the  time  the  Committee 
agreed  to  ita  Beport,  be  protested 
strongly  against  the  inademiaoy  of  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  Beport  was 
based.  Here  they  had  a  very  large 
Tote  for  the  victualling  of  the  Navy ; 
but  would  the  Committee  believe  that 
the  only  two  witnesses  oonnected  with 
the  Victualling  Department  who  were 
called  before  the  Select  Committee  were 
an  official  of  the  Admiralty — who,  he 
believed,  never  wentnear  the  Victualling 
Yards — and  the  Director  of  Contracts  for 
tiie  whole  Navy?  There  was  no  one 
called  who  waa  in  any  way  directly  oon- 
nected with  the  Victualling  Eetablish- 
ment,  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the  Be- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  related  to 
this  particular  Vote,  it  was  really  no 
guide  to  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEUAN 
(Stirling,  ftc.)  said,  be  was  not  surprieed 
the  hon.  Qentloman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury]  bad  made  these 
ObaerrfttioBs,    because    iq    the    Sele«t 
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Committee  he  was  one  of  a  small 
minority  which  took  the  line  he  had 
now  adopted.  There  was  no  doubt 
a  great  deal  connected  with  the  account- 
keeping  in  the  Victualling  Department 
which  had  yet  to  be  inquired  into  by 
the  Public  Accounts'  Committee ;  but  he 
certainly  thought  the  Select  Committee 
received  enough  evidence  to  justify  the 
Committee  in  giving  the  Admiralty  the 
money  now  aeked  for.  It  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  the  victualling  work  of 
the  Navy  was,  perhaps,  the  best  done  of 
any  work  in  the  Public  Service  of  the 
country. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BEBE8F0BD 
(Marylebono,  E.)  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  MomTjer  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
would  not  press  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  He  did  not  think  that  any 
Member  who  sat  on  the  Select  Commit- 
tee would  say  that  he  was  an  agreeable 
Member  of  that  Committee.  When  be 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  was  at  the  Ad- 
miralty the  victualling  was  directly  under 
his  own  charge.  He  did  not  for  one 
momentwish  the  Committee  to  think  that 
for  that  reason  he  was  aatiafied.  There 
were  several  things  directly  under  his 
charge  with  which  he  was  moat  dissatis- 
fied. But,  as  far  as  his  private  know- 
ledge went,  he  believed  that  the  victual- 
ling of  the  Navy  was  about  the  best  Ser- 
vice we  had  got.  The  countiy  certainly 
got,  in  regard  to  victualling,  value  for 
its  money.  It  waa  perfectly  true,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  had  said,  that  there  were 
vary  few  witnesses  called  before  the 
Select  Committee  in  respect  to  this  Vote. 
The  reason  of  that  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee got  all  they  wanted  to  get  out  of 
the  witnesses  who  were  called.  The 
evidence  was  most  satisfactory,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Mb.  OBEMEB(Shareditcb,Hageers< 
ton)  said,  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Mar^lebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  had  just  told  them 
that  the  country  got  value  for  its 
money— ^ 

LoKi)  CHARLES  BERESFORD :  la 
respect  to  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CREMER  said,  he  should  like 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to  tell  them 
whether  the  Beport  was  true  that  men 
were  to  be  found  who  lived  by  buying 
Burplns  atores  of  Teasels  ?— 
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The  CHAIEMAN  aaid,  that  at 
preaent  tbe  Uotlon  before  the  Oommittee 
waa  to  report  Progress.  Thia  Tote 
Dould  not  be  disousBed  until  that  Motion 
was  withdrawn. 

D».  TANNER  aaid,  that,  after  the 
request  made  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Oharlee  Beresford),  heahould 
certainly  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Motion.  At  the  same  time,  he  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  thoroughly 
understand  hia  motivo  in  making  the 
Motion.  That,  in  hia  opinion,  was  a 
Yote  of  great  importance,  and  it  was  aa 
well  that  it  ehould  not  pass  without  oom- 
ment. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Original  Question  again  proposed, 
Mb.  OBEMEB  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  thi 
Admiral^  (Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton) 
what  waa  done  with  the  aurplue  storea 
of  vessels  when  they  retumea  from  sea 
and  were  paid  otf?  The  allegation 
current  at  our  chief  naval  stations  was 
that  there  existed  a  clasa  of  men  who 
lived  by  buying  from  tbe  QoTemment 
the  surplus  stores  of  vessels,  such  stores, 
lox  instance,  as  wine,  spirits,  beer,  and 
tinned  meats.  It  waa  said  that,  instead 
of  these  goods  being  transferred  to  other 
Teasels,  tney  were  disposed  of  at  a  half 
and  sometimes  two- thirds  less  price  than 
hajl  been  paid  for  them,  that  they  were 
retained  for  a  time  by  the  men  who  made 
allTinginthis  way,  and  then  re-sold  to 
tbe  Qovetnment  for  victualling  other 
ahipa  at  the  prices  originally  paid  for 
them.  He  wished  to  know  from  the 
Government  whether  this  system  really 
did  prevail  in  our  naval  depots,  because, 
if  it  did,  he  could  not  concur  in  the  state- 
ment just  made  that  the  nation  got 
value  for  its  mosey  ?  Any  commercial 
firm  that  had  to  make  purchasea  and 
found  surplus  stores  in  vessels  coming 
home  would  transfer  them  to  other  ships. 
That,  however,  did  not  seem  to  be  tae 
coae  with  the  Qovemment,  and  he  had 
frequently  heard  it  stated  at  the  Forta- 
mouth  and  Flymoulh  Stations  that  there 
was  a  class  of  men  who  lived  well,  and 
sometimes  realized  large  fortunes,  by  the 
purobaae  of  stores  under  the  conditions 
he  had  mentioned. 

OoLomL  HILL  (Bristol,  9.)  said, 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Navy  Eetimatea,  he  should  like  to 
Ba^  4  word  upon  this  yote>    He  had 
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paid  great  attention  to  the  evidence 
given,  and  waa  satisfied  with  it.  He 
looked  at  the  result,  and  it  was  with  an 
eiperieaoed  eye,  for  he  was  a  shipowner 
himself  and  knew  somethii^  about  tbe 
cost  of  viotualling  men.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  tbe  victualling  waa 
done  by  the  Qovemment  on  most 
economical  terms.  The  cost  to  the 
Government  was  It.  l^d.  per  man  per 
day,  a  result  which  he,  aa  a  private  ahip- 
owner,  never  hoped  to  arrive  at.  It  was 
a  result  which  he  was  sure  could  only 
be  arrived  at  by  the  exeroise  of  the 
greatest  economy  in  the  purohsae  of 
stores,  and  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  used.  He  had  particularly  noted 
the  evidence  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  aocounta  were  kept,  and  the  com- 
parison drawn  as  to  the  amount  of 
stores  served  out  for  the  men  and  the 
actual  consumption,  and  he  could  only 
say  that  he  was  perfectly  satisSed  with 
that  evidence.  Any  system  which  gave 
such  a  good  resnlt  aa  that  which  be 
waa  describing  was  one  which  ought  to 
give  unmitigated  satisfaction  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  at  large. 

Oaptaiw  price  (l>evonport)  aaid,  he 
was  alwaya  glad  to  hear  when  there  had 
been  any  economy  effected  in  the  Ser- 
vice ;  but  he  waa  bound  to  say  that 
economy  in  the  matter  of  victuals  given 
to  the  men — eoonomyin  provisions— waa 
not  always  very  wise.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Government  had  not  been  pru- 
dent in  this  matter ;  but  he  should  like 
to  have  some  explanation  of  one  or  two 
particulars  of  this  Tote.  He  found  that 
there  were  large  savings  made  in  tbe 
amount  for  victualling  the  Fleet,  There 
was  a  reduction  of  £53,000  upon  the 
provisions  supplied  to  crews,  and  of 
£59,000  forseamen'aclothing,  soap,  and 
tobacco.  There  was  also  inoidentally  a 
reduction  of  £3,000  in  the  amount  of 
relief  given  to  men  in  hospital.  So 
that  under  the  headings  of  provisions  and 
clothing  in  the  Fleet  and  hospitals  they 
had  a  reduction  of  £115,000  this  year 
over  what  it  was  last  year.  He  did  not 
see  any  explanation  of  that  in  the  Bati- 
mates.  These  Estimates  were  framed  in 
rather  a  new  way,  and  he  (Captain 
Price)  and  others  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  grasp  their  peculiarities.  In  view  of 
the  foot  that  tbe  number  ot  men  in  the 
Fleet  was  reduced  by  only  1 00,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  this  reduotioa  for  pro- 
visions and  clothings  meant  ?    Thon^lt 
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there  was  this  lar^  decrease  in  the  cost 
of  prorisions  and  clothing,  there  vas  a 
■atisfaotor;  increase  in  the  amount  paid 
to  the  men  in  lieu  of  prorisions  not  taken 
out.  How  were  the;  to  reconcile  these 
two  facta  ? 

Tm  8EC3BETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Forwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormsbirk)  said,  that  in  reptj  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Uember  for  the 
Haggerston  Diviaion  of  Sboreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer],  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  that  the  course  pursued  was  this. 
When  vessels  returned  from  their  oom- 
miasiouB,  the  stores  on  board  were  exa- 
mined by  a  board  of  offloers  to  see  if 
they  were  in  suoh  a  condition  that  it 
would  be  wise  to  put  them  on  other 
Tessels  going  awaj  on  long  commissions. 
The  stores  of  themselves  might  not  be 
actually  unserviceable,  but  they  might- 
be  in  suoh  a  condition  that  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  put  them  on  veesels  that 
might  be  going  on  long  voyages  in 
tropical  seas;  therefore,  those  stores 
which  were  not  considered  fit  for  re- 
shipment  on  examination  by  the  board 
of  officers  were  sold.  The  prices  realized 
for  these  stores  were  very  often  very 
good  prices.  For  example,  biscuit  whioh 
cost  about  lOf.  Bd.  per  owt.,  now  sold  in 
the  way  he  desoribed  at  St,  or  9t.  per 
owt. ;  but  the  stores  so  sold  were  never 
bonght  again  into  the  Service.  It  was 
much  more  economical  to  sell  out  stores 
which  would  not  stand  a  long  sea- voyage, 
than  to  put  them  on  board  outw^- 
bound  ships,  beoause  they  might  become 
worthless  abroad.  It  was  better  to  exa- 
mine them  at  home  and  consume  them 
at  home  than  to  sell  them  abroad  where 
they  might  be,  perhaps,  of  the  very 
smallest  value.  Then,  as  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  hou.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Devonport  (Oaptain 
Frioe),  there  was  considerable  reduction, 
as  he  pointed  out,  in  the  clothing  and 
food;  out  that  arose  from  the  fact  that 
they  had  a  larger  stock  than  usual  on 
hand  at  the  end  of  the  last  financial 
year.  After  making  allowance  for  the 
increased  stock  they  were  able  to  buy  out 
of  the  economies  of  last  year,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  such  large  purchases  to 
he  made  this  year  as  there  was  last 
year. 

Mb.  B.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
he  did  not  rise  to  offer  any  observations 
as  to  this  Yote ;  but  he  wished  to  call 
(he  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First 


Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  to  the  fact  that  a  great  many 
of  the  items  of  this  Vote  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy.  They  had  had  some  difficulty  in 
Committee  in  ascertaining  what  the 
duties  of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy  were,  and  he  (Mr.  B.  W.  Duff) 
wished  to  inquire  what  steps  the  Navy 
intended  to  take  to  carry  out  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  ? 

LoHD  GEOEQE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  Beport  alluded  to  called  attention  to 
the  different  ioterpretations  put  by  them- 
selves  and  the  Navy  oo  these  duties. 
The  Beport  suggested  that  the  matter 
was  one  whioh  should  immediately  oc- 
cupy the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  that  the  Government  should,  as  soon 
as  possible,  come  to  some  decision  upon 
it.  Well,  the  queetion  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  in 
a  very  short  time  a  final  conclusion  on 
the  points  at  issue  would  be  arrived  at. 
The  Yoto  was  under  the  control  of  the 
Junior  Naval  Lord. 

Mb.  B.  W.  duff  eaid,  he  referred 
to  the  first  item.  Salaries  and  Allow- 
ances. 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said, 
yes ;  the  administration  of  the  Yote  was 
under  the  Junior  Naval  Lord. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  as  he  understood  it,  the  Govern- 
ment were  endeavouring  to  bring  about 
a  solution  of  that  question.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  hope  soon  that  a  final  oon- 
olusiou  would  be  come  to  f 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  Yes. 

LoBD  CHAELE8  BBEB8F0ED 
asked,  would  the  noble  Lord  give  the 
Committee  a  definite  assurance  that  the 
position  of  the  Accountant  General  iu 
the  Navy 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
The  question  is  quite  irrelevant  to  this 
Yote. 

Db.  TANNEB  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Committee  should  he  enlightened  on 
one  or  two  points — upon  points  whioh 
happened  to  be  under  discussion  in  the 
Committee  upstairs  on  those  days  when 
he  happened  not  to  bo  present.  He  might 
say,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  himself 
right  with  the  Committee,  that  he  found 
great  difficulty  in  attending  the  meetings 
of  the  Select  Committee.  The  main 
difficulty  was  that  he  was  on  another 
Select  Committee  which  sat  on  the  same 
day  ^nd  at  the  aaote  hour,   and  bona 
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Oentlemen  woold  admit  that  Membera 
were  not  nova-days,  like  Sir  Boyle 
Boche's  bird,  able  to  be  in  two  plaoeB  at 
onetime.  There  were  eome  points  which 
deserved  speoial  consideration,  notably 
item  "I"  for  beer  money.  They  all 
knew  the  great  partiality  of  the  present 
Government  for  beer,  and  when  anyone 
took  up  these  Estimates  and  looked 
into  them,  they  found  that  their  liking 
for  beer  and  their  desiree  in  favour  of 
the  people  who  produced  beer  took  a 

fracticel  shape.  They  found  that  the 
eer  money  allowed  to  the  Marines  on 
shore  amounted  toi;7,250,  which  was  an 
increase  on  the  Tots  foe  last  year.  Ho 
fonnd  in  every  other  item  that,  where- 
over  there  was  any  possibility  of  cutting 
down,  the  Department  had  out  down.  It 
was  only  this  individual  item — and  to 
this  he  wished  to  direotthe  attention  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cooker- 
mouth  (Sir  Wil&id  Lawson)^which  had 
increased,  and  the  addition  this  year  was 
some  £250.  What  followed  7  Why  the 
very  next  item,  the  excess  account  for 
bread  and  meat — which  he  supposed 
were  neoessary  commodities  even  to 
Marines— be jond  the  4)(i.  a  day  charged 
for  the  oombined  ration,  was  £3,700, 
althoughlast  year  it  amounted  to  £4,850. 
He  thought  some  explanation  of  these 
items  was  absolutely  necessary.  How 
did  they  come  to  be  set  down  in  this 
way?  Were  the  men  to  he  starved  in 
order  that  the  publicans  might  prosper 
— were  they  to  get  less  meat  and  bread 
in  order  that  they  might  have  extra 
rations  of  porter  ?  He  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  who  had  forced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  drop  the 
Licensing  Olanses  of  an  important  Bill 
now  before  the  House  would  take  this 
matter  up  and  demand  an  explanation. 
They  would  get  that  explanation  just 
as  they  had  very  righteously  got  the 
Licensing  Clauses  dropped.  He  ceuld 
not  understand  how  the  peculiarity  in 
the  Totes  to  which  he  called  attention 
occurred.  If  the  Gbvemment  fed  their 
sailors  and  marines  on  beer  and  porter, 
the  men  would  not  he  good  fighting  men, 
especially  if  at  the  same  time  the  Go- 
vernment out  down  what  was  absolutely 
neoessary  for  them — namely,  bread  and 
meat.  If  he  did  not  receive  a  satisfao- 
tory  explanation  &om  the  noble  Lord, 
he  should  find  it  necessary  to  move  the 
redaction  in  the  ezoeBi  money  spent  in 
this  way. 

J}r.  Tmrur 


Captain  PRICE  said,  he  should  like 
to  have  a  satisfactory  explanation  of 
these  differences.  The  amount  of  stores 
used  afloat  and  ashore  was  about  the 
same  this  year  as  last  year ;  but  he  un< 
deistood  they  had  a  decrease  of  £  1 1 5,000 
in  the  charge.  They  had  bought 
£115,000  worth  of  stores  less  this  year 
than  last  year.  That  was  a  large  sum, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  hear  that  that  was  a  satisfactory 
state  of  things.  He  hoped  it  did  not 
arise  from  any  depletion  of  the  autho- 
rized establishment,  though  that  might 
account  for  a  large  decrease  in  the 
amount  of  stores  purchased.  They  had 
heard  before  of  such  things  as  stores 
being  depleted  in  order  to  show  a  saving 
in  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  said,  they  had 
savings  last  year  in  the  matter  of  stores 
and  clothing,  and  concluded  the  year  in 
possession  of  exoOBses  over  the  autho- 
rized establishment.  That  fact  obviated 
the  necessity  of  their  having  to  buy  the 
customary  quantity  in  the  coming  year. 
During  the  coming  year  they  would 
maintain  the  establishment. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  what  was  the 
authorized  establishment  ?  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Estimates  to  show  it. 
There  was  no  stock-taking,  and  nothing, 
therefore,  to  show  what  stock  theGovern- 
ment  had  last  year  and  what  they  had 
now. 

Da.  TjLNNBR  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  he  of  benefit,  in  connection  with 
this  Tote,  especially  to  help  the  House 
to  understand  the  amount  of  stock  in 
hand,  if  these  Totes  were  arranged  some- 
what in  the  method  of  the  Army  Totes 
which  had  been  under  consideration  that 
evening. 

Ms.  FORWOOD  said,  stock  was 
taken  every  year  to  ascertain  the 
quantity  of  victuals  in  hand ;  but  it  had 
not  been  customary  for  some  years  past 
to  place  a  value  upon  that  stock,  aov- 
ever,  he  was  in  hopes  that  by  the 
arrangement  recently  made  they  would 
be  able  to  show,  not  only  the  quantity  of 
stock  in  hand,  but  also  its  value, 

Captaiit  price  :    In  the  Estimates  t 

Mb.  FORWOOD:  Yes;  in  the  Esti- 
mates. Then  as  to  the  authorized  estab- 
lishment, that  varied  according  to  the 
Tiotuatling  Yards,  and  according  to  the 
demands  of  the  Service.  The  amount  of 
stores  was  provided  upon  a  regular 
basis  aocordiny  to  the  op&^qmptioa  and 
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the  number  of  men  maintained.  The 
iDoreBBe  in  the  item  for  beer  was  due  to 
the  increase  iu  the  number  of  men  re- 
ceiving beer  money. 

Da.  TANNEE  said,  he  should  like  to 
understand  this  matter.  Did  he  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  mean  that 
there  vere  more  Marines  ? 

Ma.  FOEWOOD :  Yes ;  on  shore. 

De.  TANNEE:  More  Marines  on 
shore  this  year  than  there  have  been 
before  7 

Mb.  FOEWOOD:  Yes. 

Da.  TANNEE:  And,  therefore,  you 
have  an  increase  in  this  money  ? 

Mr.  FOBWOOD  :  Tea. 

Dk.  TANNEE :  Then,  in  respect  to 
the  reduction  in  the  item  for  breiid  and 
meat,  is  it  due  to  a  falUng-off  in  the 
price  of  those  commodities  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  beer  money  was  for  the  Marines 
vho  would  be  on  shore.  Last  year  the 
amount  was  estimated  at  £7,000,  and 
that  estimate  was  more  or  less  correct. 
This  year  there  would  be  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  Marines  on  shore,  and  con- 
sequently there  was  an  increase  of  £'2b0 
put  down  in  respect  of  the  increaaed 
amount  of  beer  they  would  consume. 
As  to  bread  and  meat,  the  fallin^-off  in 
this  excess  expenditure  was  owing  to 
the  contracts  made  for  supply,  these 
being  lower  this  year  than  they  were 
last  year.  This  decrease  accoanted  for 
the  difforence  between  £3,700  and 
£4,800. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  as  to  the  answer 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
just  now,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Devonport  (Oaptain  Price) 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  reduction  in 
the  charge  for  victuals  in  the  present 
year's  accounts,  he  was  informod  that 
an  abnormal  quantity  had  been  pur- 
chased in  the  previous  year,  and  that 
that  purchase  had  been  effeoted  by 
using  certain  savings.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Oonnor)  desired  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  those  savings  were  obtained 
upon  tho  Naval  Tote,  or  whether  they 
were  obtained  upon  other  Votes,  be- 
cause if  they  were  obtained  upon  the 
VictnallingVoto  of  the  Navy  it  was  dear 
that  the  Tictu  ailing  Vote  must  have  been 
largely  in  ezoess  of  the  requirements, 
otherwise  there  would  not  have  been  an 
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abnormal  amount  of  stock  in  hand  at 
the  end  of  the  financial  year.  And  then, 
if  the  savings  were  made  upon  other 
Yotes,  they  cams  upon  an  important  ques- 
tion as  to  the  financial  administration 
of  the  Admiralty.  If  the  Navy  was  to 
be  allowed  to  obtun  for  any  one  of  half- 
a-dozen  different  purposes  or  servioes 
money  which  was  not  required  for  those 
serviceB,  and  was  to  be  able  to  divert 
the  monoy  so  obtained  without  the 
knowledge  of  Parliament  to  the  pur- 
chase of  stores  in  exoass  of  the  amount 
which  the  Department  had  claimed  from 
Parliament  in  the  first  instance  for  the 
purchase  of  these  stores,  he  oontended 
that  the  control  of  Parliament  over  this 
expenditure  was  shown  to  be  altogether 
illnsory.  The  question  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  savings  on  these  different 
Votsa  really  did  involve  the  question  of 
the  financial  arrangements  of  the  De- 
partment generally.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  he  would  be  able  to  supple- 
ment the  answer  given  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
by  saying  whether  these  savings  were 
obtained  from  the  Victualling  Vote  or 
from  other  Votes  ? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  a  certain  proportion  of  the  sum  in 
question  was  from  eavingB  on  this  par- 
ticular Vote,  and  a  certain  proportion 
was  under  other  Votes  ;  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  was  aware  that  no  appropria- 
tion of  savings  under  any  Vote  could  be 
devoted  to  a  purpose  other  than  that  for 
which  it  was  originally  asked,  except 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  there- 
fore care  had  been  taken  to  obtain 
that  sanction.  He  admitted  that  if  the 
practice  of  asking  for  more  money  than 
was  required  in  order  afterwards  to  ob* 
tain  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  to  de- 
vote the  money  to  other  purposes  than 
that  of  the  Vote  were  countenanoed 
proper  control  over  the  money  voted 
would  not  be  exercised  by  Farltameat. 
But  the  hon.  Member  would  see  that  no 
Department  oonld  exactly  estimate  its 
wants  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
Very  often  great  waate  occurred  when  a 
Department  was  forced  to  surrender  a 
considerable  amount  of  savings  at  the 
end  of  the  year  over  which  it  should 
have  control.  When  they  had  to  pur- 
chase atorss  for  ships  in  the  course  of 
construction  the  optional  power  which 
the  Treasury  e:ferafsed  <d  ^via^  ■aiiO' 
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tion  from  time  to  time  to  the  nae  of 
■aviDZB  was  very  much  to  the  benefit  of 
the  Public  Serrico;  but  the  mattor 
k1  ways  came  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  and  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General.  The 
Committee  might  rest  assured  that 
ample  safegoa^  were  adopted  in  these 
matters. 

Mt.  AHTHTJE  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  true  that  very  long  afterwards 
there  was  made  to  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  a  report  of  the  savings  under 
each  head  of  tne  Kstlmate,  and  of  the 
excess  also  under  each  head,  and  that 
there  was  a  balance  struck  which 
showed  the  total  excess  or  saving  on 
each  particular  Vote;  but  that  was  so 
long  after  the  event  that  for  all  pur- 
poses of  practical  control  it  was  worth- 
less. What  he  would  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  do  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  would  be  to  show,  or  to 
give  to  the  House  figures  shoving,  the 
amount  of  savings  on  large  Totes  that 
were  drawn  u^ton  for  the  purpose  now 
under  discussion,  and  what  was  the 
amount  saved  under  the  Tictualling 
Tote  itself.  It  would  be  perfectly  clear 
to  hon.  Vembers,  if  they  would  reflect 
for  a  moment,  that  if  the  transfer  of 
savings  on  different  Totes  was  to  be 
made  merely  on  the  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
sury—on permission  given  in  a  general 
form — there  was  nothing  to  prevent  a 
Department  from  appropriating  money 
voted  by  Fatliameot  for  a  purpoge  or 
fbr  purposes  whioh  oould  never  be  pro- 
perly traced  in  the  Parliamentary  ac- 
counts. It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeneral 
brought  this  question  before  the  notice 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  bat 
he  did  not  do  it  in  such  a  way  as  to 
show  what  were  the  specific  items  in 
regard  to  which  the  expense  had  been 
incurred — he  merely  reported  as  to  the 
total  expenditure,  what  were  the  origi- 
nal items  and  whioh  were  the  new  items 
he  was  not  oonoemed  with,  and  the 
Public  Aooounts  Committee  never  knew. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  proper  control 
over  the  funds  of  the  Admiralty  or  the 
War  Office,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  before  the  oonsent  of  the  Treasury 
was  obtained  for  the  appropriation  of  a 
saving  effected  under  one  nead  of  ex- 
penditure to  another  head  of  expendi- 
ture, the  reason  of  the  excess  and  the 
manner  of  the  saving  should  be  set  forth 
Ztrd  Q«org»  HamilUm 


in  detail,  and  those  detuls  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  too  much  to  ask,  and  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  wonid  not  object  to  this 
so  far  as  his  Department  was  concerned. 

Lord  OEOBQE  HAUILTON  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  give  the  exact 
saving  on  this  particular  Vote  lost  year, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  would  put  a 
question  to  him  on  Beport  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  give  him  all  the  informa- 
tion in  his  power. 

Mb.  C0NTBEAR£  (Gorswall,  Cam- 
borne] said,  that,  however  satisfactory 
the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  might  he 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  U ember  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  be 
did  not  think  the  Committee  at  larffe 
would  bold  it  to  be  satisfactory.  He 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  ask  that 
the  detuls  of  these  savings  should 
be  set  before  them  before  they  voted 
this  money  in  Committee.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  sent  there  as  guardians  of  the 
public  purse,  in  order  to  see  that  these 
accounts  were  correct.  He  had  long 
ago  oome  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  were,  as  was 
once  said,  "  things  which  no  fellow 
could  understand.  They  had  heard, 
at  all  events,  that  night,  uiat  those  best 
qualified  to  judge  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  them,  so  that  it  was  useless 
for  him  (Mr.  Conybeara)  to  endeavour 
to  fathom  those  mysteries.  At  any  rate, 
it  would  be  still  less  possible  to  under- 
stand those  Totes  if  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  responsible  for  them,  did  not 
give  them  all  the  information  in  their 
power.  It  seemed  to  him  in  the  highest 
degree  essential  that  such  information 
should  be  forthcoming,  and  that  the 
Committee  should  not  be  told  to  wait 
for  it  until  the  Totes  were  passed  and 
the  Bejport  stage  was  reached.  He  was 
not  going  to  ftutow  hie  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  into  the  general 
question  of  waste  ;  but  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Vote  one  or  two  questions  about  some 
matters  which  had  been  brought  under 
his  own  cognizance.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, with  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  waste  of  stores.  He  could  only  say 
he  believed,  &om  the  enormous  quan- 
tity of  material,  whether  in  the  form 
of  boots,  clothing,  aoooutremants,  or 
equipments  for  the  Army,  which  lie 
had  seen  exposed  for  44le  in  thiq  pountry 
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QSS  Avyfy- 

asd  vlsewbera — and  •eemingly  not  in 
rMp«ot  of  the  faulty  oharooter  of  the 
ftrtiolea — that  there  muit  be  eaormous 
vaate,  and  he  would  &A  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
could  throw  any  light  on  the  matter? 
He  wished  to  know  how  it  waa  that  saoh 
enormous  quantities  of  artiolee  whioh 
had  eridently  been  issued  for  Oovero- 
ment  yards  oould  find  their  way  into  the 
ahopa — anoh  enormona  quantities  aa  he 
had  Been  offered  for  sole  in  the  coarse  of 
his  journeying  in  Southern  parts  ?  It 
could  not  be  said  that  these  artiolea  were 
second  hand — they  had  every  appear- 
ance of  being  new,  and  of  having  got 
out  of  Government  yards  in  some 
mysterious  fashion  into  the  Kaffir  atorea 
and  some  other  strange  quarters  in  South 
Africa,  and,  he  supposed,  in  other  parte 
of  the  world  also.  The  question  of 
boots  bad  come  under  his  notice  espe- 
oially  in  oonneotion  with  this  point. 
They  were  able  to  purchase  these 
Qovemm ant- made  boots  at  a  ridiculously 
small  price  in  all  sorts  of  plaoee.  He 
knew  a  shop,  not  far  from  where  they 
were  now  aittlng,  where  they  oould  pur- 
chase any  number  of  theae  boota.  He 
had  happened  to  come  aoross  a  gentle- 
man some  little  time  ago  who  waa  able 
to  throw  some  light  npon  this  subject, 
and  this  gentleman  had  told  him  that  one 
reason  for  this  extraordinary  and  abomi- 
nable waste  of  articles  of  clothing  snp- 
plied  to  the  Army  and  Navy  was  the 
faulty  oharaoterof  the  iospeotion.  There 
were  inspectors  who  might  be  appointed 
beoanae  they  knew  everything  or  bc- 
oanse  they  knew  nothing  in  oonneotion 
with  the  snpply  of  boots  and  shoes  in 
the  Navy,  and  he  believed  it  waa  the 
aame  in  the  Army.  These  man  would 
go  round  and  declare,  in  the  most 
superficial  manner,  whole  tons  of  fairly 

food  articles  condemned  becanse,  per- 
aps,  they  might  not  be  made  exactly 
according  to  their  partionlar  fad  or 
fancy— becanse  the  seam  of  a  boot  was 
a  little  too  much  to  the  right  or  to  the 
left,  and  such  like  rcaaona.  Everyone 
who  understood  anything  about  boot- 
making  knew  that  when  they  were 
made  in  wholesale  quantities  thay  were 
made  exactly  the  same,  and  it  seamed 
to  him  absurd  when  they  got  them  at 
dd.  a-palr — as  they  had  been  led  to  be- 
lieve lately  that  some  Boards  of  Quar- 
diaaa  prooured  tham— those  boota  should 
b?  thrown  upon  the  market  and  wasted 
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for  no  earthly  raaeon  hut  becanae  they 
had  not  happened  to  square  with  the 
particular  new  of  the  individual  who 
was  given  the  control  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter, and  who  very  likely  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  boot- making.  There 
was  another  question,  in  reference  to 
boor  money,  which  had  been  referred 
to.  He  thought  this  beer  money  was 
money  supplied  to  the  men  in  lieu  of 
beer.  He  should  like  to  know  if  he  was 
right  or  not  ?  From  what  waa  said  just 
now  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  money 
waa  aupphed  to  the  men  to  provide  them 
with  extra  beer.  If  that  were  the  case 
he  should  certainly  object  to  the  item, 
and  in  order  to  elicit  further  information 
on  the  matter  he  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  1^  £250. 

notion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £956,160, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (Ifr. 
Conybeart.) 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  said,  that  this  waa 
money  paid  to  the  men  in  lieu  of  beer. 
Aa  to  t)ie  remarks  which  had  been  made 
with  regard  tothewaateofstorea,  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  thehon.  Member  to  leam 
that  the  total  loss  of  stores  by  waste  and 
condemnation  in  the  Navy  had  not 
amounted  to  more  than  1  per  cent  with- 
out deducting  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
old  stores.  It  was  impossible  to  put  a  full 
statement  before  the  House  as  to  the 
past  year,  because  the  accounts  had  not 
yet  come  in  from  all  parts  of  the  world. 
It  took  six  months  for  them  all  to  come 
in,  and  they  could  not  be  known  till  the 
end  of  September.  Ha  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Db.  tanner  said,  that  he  also 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Oentleman  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  aa  there  waa 
another  item  which  he  (Dr.  Tanner) 
wovdd  like  to  get  some  explanation 
of. 

Mn.  OONYBEABE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  stand  between  the  Committee 
and  the  Vote,  but  he  had  a  very  im- 
portant question  relating  to  «  matter 
upon  which  he  had  questioned  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty upon  another  Yote.  It  was  in 
regard  to  the  Island  of  Ascension — and 
he  saw  here  an  item  for  live  stock  in 
that  Island.  The  noble  Lord  would 
remember  that  he  (Mr.  Oonybeara)  had 
abstained  from  going  into  that  matter, 
on  the  last  occasion.     He  would  now. 
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olaim  the  right  to  put  before  the  noble 
Ixird  eertain  facts 

Mr.  AIRD  (Paddington,  N.) :  I  olaim 
to  move,  "That  the  Question  be  now 
put." 

Motion,  by  leave,  viithdrawn. 

Original  Qaeatioa  again  proposed. 

The  PIEST  LORD  of  ths  THEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  Looking  at  the  hour  (one 
minute  to  12),  might  1  ask  that  the 
whole  Yote  be  taken  now  ?  Any  infor- 
mation the  hon.  Member  desires  can  be 
given  on  Report. 

Ds.  TANNER  said,  he  begged  to 
move  the  redaction  of  the  Yote  by  £  3, 000 
in  respeot  of  the  cost  of  the  Island  of 
Ascension.  He  would  move  this  reduc- 
tion in  order  to  give  fall  facilities  for 
diaoussing  the  question. 

Mb.  AIRD  :  I  claim  to  move,  "  That 
the  Qaeation  be  now  put." 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  is 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

Db.  tanner  (seated,  and  with  his 
hat  on) :  Might  I  ask  you.  Sir,  what  is 
the  Question  to  be  put?  I  have  moved 
an  Amendment. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  impossible 
to  hear  the  hon.  Qentleman  seated, 
except  on  a  point  of  Order. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd: — Ayes  198; 
Noes  85:  MBJority  113.— (Div.  List, 
No.  173.) 

Original  Question  put  ocoordingly,  and 
agrtei  to. 

Mb.  GONYBEARE  asked,  when  the 
Qovemmant  proposed  to  take  the  next 
stage  of  the  Vote  ?  In  asking  that,  he 
wished  to  point  out  tho  exceedingly 
shabby  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
treated. 

Mr.  SFEAEGR:    Order, Order! 

Mb.  OONTBBAEE  continued  :  He 
had  been  distinctly  asked,  when  he 
raised  the  question  of  the  Island  of 
Ascension,  to  postpone  discuHBion  to  this 
Yote;  and  when  the  Yote  came  on,  and  he 
was  about  to  place  his  views  before  the 
Committee,  the  question  was  promptly 
closured.  Before  that  the  Government 
professed  themselves  willing  to  give 
am^le  time  for  the  discussion  of  the 
subject,  andhs  now  asked  if  theOovern- 
ment  wonldgive  an  opportunity  on  the 
Beport  stage,  taking  that  stage  before 
IS  o'clock  F 

Mr.  Conyitart 


The  secretary  to  thk  TREA- 
SDEY  (Mr.  Jaoksok)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  intended  to  take  the  Report  stage 
on  the  following  evening,  but  if  it  was 
not  reached  before  12  o'clock  it  would 
be  postponed  to  a  later  day. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (Ko.  2}  BILL. 

(Mr.  CmtrliUf,  Mr.  ChanaUor  of  th4  Exchejutr, 

Mr.  Jaekion.) 

SECOUD    READIHa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  before  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  he  should  like  to  know 
something  about  it.  The  Consolidated 
Fund  appeared  to  be  a  mysterious 
entity,  which  had  always  perplexed  the 
minds  of  Members.  Whenever  they 
asked  to  hare  some  control  over  Bills  in 
relation  to  it,  they  were  told  they  were 
unabla  by  Rule  to  have  such  control. 
The  present  Bill  proposed  that  the  sum 
of  £5,600,000  or  more  should  be  issued 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  the  Services  for  the  year 
ending  March  31,  1889,  and  it  also 
gave  borrowing  powers  to  the  Commis- 
sioners in  relation  to  the  aaid  sum.  It 
was  important  that  the  House,  in  view 
of  the  growing  practice  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  to  take  upon  themselves  to  closure 
discussions  on  the  Yotes  in  Committee, 
when  a  Bill  of  that  kind  was  brought 
forward,  should  exercise  the  right  of 
requiring  some  explanation,  and,  if  need 
be,  of  criticism. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaokmn)  (Leeds,  N)  said, 
a  few  words  should  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Bill  merely  gave  effect 
to  the  Resolutions  already  passed,  and 
enabled  the  money  already  voted  by  the 
House  for  the  service  of  the  yesr  to 
issue  from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It 
was  one  of  the  necsBsary  stages  of  these 
financial  transactions  on  purely  formal 
matter ;  but  he  would  be  doing  an  in- 
justice to  the  hon.  Member  if  ne  were 
to  assume  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  perfectly  well  acquainted  with  that. 

Question  pat,  and  agreti  to. 
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Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  mmmitied 
for  Tb-morrow, 

LUNACY     ACTS     AMENDMENT    BILL 

[iwA.]— [Bill  228.] 

(Mr.  ateritary  Maitkevit.) 

SECOND   BEASINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  road. 

&[otion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Second  Seading  be  deferred 
till  Thursday  next." 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
he  desired  to  know  !f  there  was  really 
anj  intention  of  taking  the  Bill  on  the 
da; mentioned  ?  Itpresentedasubjectin 
vMoh  a  great  number  of  Members  were 
interested,  notably  Members  connected 
with  the  Medical  Frofeaaion. 

The  80LICIT0B  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwasd  Glakkb)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
did  not  understand  that  there  was  any 
contention  on  the  question  of  principle. 
He  hoped  to  bring  the  Bill  upon  Thurs- 
day, or,  at  all  sreats,  to  find  another 
opportunity  then. 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) aaid,  many  questions  arose  in 
relation  to  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Second  Beading  deferrad  till  Thurtday 
next. 

SUPKEKE     COURT    OF     JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  ACT  (ISBT)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  28I.J 

{Ur.  ChaiM,  Mr.    T.   M.  Htaly,  Mr.  Maurict 

EiBly.) 

OOUUmEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J/r.  Ckanei.) 

Mb.  BADOLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  objected. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
the  indulgeaoe  of  the  House  to  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  the  Bill,  which  was 
agreed  to  by  the  Government,  was 
simply  an  Amending  Bill  to  remove  a 
technical  difficulty  which  placed  theCourt 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland  in  a  somewhat 
ridiculoua  position,  and  there  could  be 
no  reasonable  objection  to  it.  He  only 
asked  tliat  the  formal  sta^e  be  now 
taken. 

Thb  chief  SEORETAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Mancheeter, 
£.)  said,  bo  far  as  the  Government  were 
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ooncemed,  there  was  no  objection  to 
this  stage. 

Question  put,  and  asried  to. 

Bill  contidtrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title  and  construction). 

Committee    repor^    Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


OONStDBKATIOir    OF    IXIB.VB     AUBNDHBHTB. 

Lards'  Amendmenta  to  be  considered 
forthmith. 

Lords  Amendmenta  eotuidertd. 

Page  1,  line  10,  to  leave  out  from 
"conBent,"  to  "  notwithatanding,"  in 
line  16,  in  order  to  insert  "  has  been  es- 
tablished by  evidence  satisfactory  to  the 
Court,"  the  first  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  there  was  one  suggestion  he  should 
like  to  make,  to  add,  after  the  word 
"evidence,"  the  words  "by repute  or 
otherwise."  The  words  "legal  evi- 
dence"  might  bo  open  to  great  dif- 
ferences of  opinion.  He  thought  the 
words  of  the  hen.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr,  T.  W.  Eusseli)  were  much 
better,  and  that  the  Court  should  have 
that  discretion  it  would  have  if  these 
worda  were  inserted,  "by  repute  or 
otherwise."  He  admitted  it  involved  n 
nice  legal  point. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"evidence,"  to  insert  the  words,  "by 
repute  or  otherwise." — {Mr.  T.  M. 
maiy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  T.  W.  EU88ELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  the  words  standing  were,  "  evi- 
dence satiefaotory  to  the  Court."  He 
did  not  pretend  to  be  a  lawyer ;  but  he 
thought  that  all  that  was  required  was 
that  the  evidence  should  satisfy  the 
Court.  One  effect  of  inserting  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  delay  the  mea- 
sure, and  that  he  was  anxious  to  avoid, 
for  he  knew  that  in  view  of  the  Bill 
many  appeals  had  been  held  over. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
the  answer  to  thehon.  Member  was  that 


Mr.  T.  W.  BU88ELL  eoid,  for  his 
own  part,  ho  could  not  see  tliKt  the 
Amendment  madsaDy  chan^  whatever ; 
it  s«emed  to  him  jnst  a  oifferenee  of 
phraseoIosT- 

Mb.  OONYBEABK  (Oornwall,  Cam- 
borne) eaid,  he  thought  it  was  a  valid 
objection  that  had  been  raised.  For 
hia  own  part,  he  always  objected  to 
taking  Lords'  Amendments  at  such  an 
unearthly  hour ;  they  were  always  altera- 
tions fur  the  worse.  He  had  never 
known  the  Lords  improve  a  Bill,  f"  Oh, 
oh!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  might 
mention  that  he  communicated  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  during  the  afternoon, 
and  it  was  with  the  assent  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Amendments  were  now 
taken.  Aa  to  the  Amendment  itself,  it 
was  for  the  House  to  judge. 

Mb.  T.  U.  healy  said,  it  was  true 
the  hon.  Member  showed  him  the  first 
Amendment,  and  he  said  he  would  raise 
no  objection  to  it,  and  he  had  kept  his 
word ;  bat,  as  regards  this  second 
Amendment,  he  never  heard  of  it  before, 
and  he  could  not  even  gather  what  it  re- 
ferred to.  Further,  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  a  Member  in  the  Houaa 
who  knew  anything  about  it.  Was  it 
worthy  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  a  matter  of  the  kind  bhadfold  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  and  le&med  Member  that  if  be 
continues  to  object,  the  debate,  of  neces> 
sity,  must  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  the  BiU  was  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
but  the  phraseology  of  the  Bill  as  it  left 
the  House,  and  as  it  would  be  with  the 
Amendment,  was  present  to  his  mind ; 
and  though  ha  would  give  what  explana- 
tion he  could,  if  the  House  desired,  it 
was  a  technical  matter,  and  if  there  was 
a  wish  to  postpone  it  for  consideration 
the  Oovernmeot  did  not  object.  ["  No, 
no!"]  The  clause,  as  it  stood  originally, 
provided  that  the  word  "as&ignment" 
should  include  an  equitable  assign- 
ment for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  and 
then  went  on  to  provide  that  the  word 
"  lessee  "  should  include  the  person  equi- 
tably entitled  to  the  interest  under  the 
lease.  The  Amendments  of  the  Lords 
left  the  first  part  untouched,  providing 
that  an  equitable  aseigumsnt  shoold  be 
included  for  the  purposes  of  the  BiU,  and 


evidence  before  the  Oourt  must  be  legal 
evidence,  and  on  that  ground  evidence 
by  repute  should  be  admissible. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) said,  be  did  not  think  the  usual 
rules  of  evidence  should  be  altered  for 
one  particular  Statute,  The  Lords' 
Amendment  appeared  to  him  to  be 
quite  right ;  it  required  that  the  evidence 
Biiould  be  satisfactory  to  the  Court — that 
was  to  say, evidence  that  would  ordinarily 
be  received  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  He 
did  not  think  that  tbey  ought  to  insert  a 
provision  altering  the  ordinary  Law  of 
Evidence  on  the  point. 

Mb.  MURPHT(DubliD,  St.  Patrick's) 
eaid,  he  thought  the  point  in  question 
ought  to  be  satisfactorily  settled,  and  to 
give  the  opportunity  for  that  he  would 
suggest  a  postponement. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (itfr.  Murphy.) 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  eaid,  it  would 
not  be  with  his  consent  the  debate 
ahould  be  adjourned. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  ap- 
pealed  to  the  hon.  Member  (1^. 
Murphy)  not  to  insist  on  that  Motion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  said,  from  the 
respect  be  had  for  the  hon.  Member,  be 
would  recommend  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  murphy  assented. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrtrnt. 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Lords' 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lords'  Amendment  agrted  to. 

Further  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line 
2,  to  leave  out  "  equitable,  and  insert 
"  under  such  equitable  Rssignment," 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a 
most  unsatisfactoty  course  that  these 
Amendments  imported  into  the  Bill  by 
the  Lords  should  be  moved  without 
there  being  any  opportunity  of  judging 
the  effect.  He  had  always  protested 
against  such  a  ooutse,  and  thought  some 
little  explanation  of  this  Amendment 
was  due  to  the  House. 

Mr.  madden  said,  the  BiU  was  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell). 
J/r.  Uaurice  ITtaly 
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then  went  on  to  pronde  that  the  irord 
"  leasee  "  should  include  the  parson  en- 
titled under  euch  assif^ment.  Instead 
of  the  words  "equitahlj  entitled  to  the 
interest  of  the  lease,"  they  should  be 
"  entitled  under  such  equitable  aasig^n- 
ment." 

Amendment  agrtidlo. 

Another  Amendment,  in  pag:e  3,  after 
"  1888,"  insert,  "The  Laod  Law  (Ire- 
land) Aot,  1887,  shall  be  read  as  if  this 
Aot  were  incorporated  therewith." 

Mb.  madden  said,  he  thought  there 
would  hardly  be  any  objection  raised  to 
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Amendment  agrttd  to. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 


Fridi^,  2-2»d  June, 


MINUTES.]— Sat  First  ik  PABLiAMBNT~The 
Loid  Il&wke,  aft«r  the  danth  of  fail  fathar. 

PcBUc  Bills  —  Firtl  Riading  —  Companiaa 
Ckiuea  Conoolidatioa  Act  (ISIE)  Ameod- 
meot*  (170);  DistnaB  for  Bent  (Dablin)  ' 
(171). 

Bttand  Staiit^—H^mnHitM  ne^afiivij— Customi 
(Wine  Duly)  (168). 

0™i»ii((«— Coroners  (36). 

CimmiUee  —  Smart  —  Local  Bankruptcy  (Iro- 
land)  [S3)  ;  North  Sea  Fiiheriet  (168). 

P&OVTSIONAL  Ohbbb  Bills  —  Firit  Riading — 
Local  Oovernmeat  (No.  8)*  (172);  Local 
QoTBrnraent  {No.  10)"  (173);  Local  Govern- 
meat  (No.lU"(171). 

Seamd  Seading—Qsx  (No.  2J  ■  (14S) ;  Local 
Government  (Highvaye)  *  (149) ;  Local  Qo- 
Tenunant  (No.  7 )  •  (IfiO) ;  Local  QovBrn- 
iiiBnt(Port)*  (161). 

Cmtmititt — Siport — Local  OoTemmentfNo.  3)' 
(139):  Local  OovemmBnt  (No.  4)*  (140); 
Local  GoTsniment  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)* 
(141);  Tramvaye  (No.  1)  *  (143). 

INDIA  — HINDOO   MAREIAQE    LAW- 

RUEHMABAI'S  CASE. 

aOEBTtOH.      OBSEBTATIOIfS. 

The  Bishop  of  OABLISLE  asked 
the  Seoretary  of  State  for  India,  with 
reference  to  the  case  of  the  Hindoo  ladj 
Bukhmabai,  Whether  it  was  coming 
home  by  way  of  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's 
Council  from  the  QoTernment  of  India, 
or  whether  the  OoTernment  of  ludia 


was  taking  any  steps  with  regard  to  itV 
The  ease  involved  a  very  broad  question 
which  affected  not  only  the  unfortunate 
lady  herself,  wlio  had  been  put  into 
prison  because  she  refused  to  live  with 
her  husband,  to  whom  she  was  betrothed 
when  a  child,  but  also  the  happiness  and 
domestic  life  of  all  Hindoo  women.  If 
the  noble  Viscount  conld  give  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  it  would  be 
very  acceptable. 

Thb  SECRETART  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  {TiacouDt  Cross)  :  We  have  no 
recent  information  regarding  Rukbma- 
bai's  case.  The  latest,  which  is  taken 
from  the  proceedings  sent  home  by  the 
Oovemment  of  India,  relates  to  the 
issue  last  year  of  a  letter  from  that 
Government  to  the  several  Local  (jhivem- 
ments  as  to  proposed  amendments  of 
the  Civil  Procedure  Code,  1882,  in  its 
proviBions  relating  to  the  execution  of 
decresB  for  restitution  of  conjugal  rights. 
We  are  not  yet  aware  whether  replies 
have  been  received  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernments. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (SCOTLAND) 

ACT,  1874. 

UOTIOK  TOR  A   SELXOT  OOmilTTRE. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  composition  of  the 
electorate  to  which  the  appointment  of 
ministers  to  vacant  parishes  in  Scotland 
has  been  entrusted  by  Parliament  under 
the  authority  of  the  Church  Patronage 
(Scotland)  Act,  37th  and  38th  Vict., 
chap.  82  (1874) ;  and  to  move— 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  coneiderini;  the  pToviaiona  of  the 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  Act,  1874,  nad 
whether  some  part  of  the  reeponalbilUy  for  the 
appointment  of  ministers  to  vacant  paiiBbea  la 
Scotland  might  not  properly  ana  adysnta* 
geoualy  he  extended  to  the  parochisi  pahlic  by 
means  of  '  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being 
Froteitanta)  and  the  elders,'  or  the  headi  of 
families,  or  committees  of  the  ratepayers,  or 
otherwiee," 

said,  that  although  this  subject  might 
be  uninteresting  to  their  Lordships,  he 
felt  more  than  justified  in  asking  them 
to  listen  to  him  for  a  few  minates,  and 
to  consider  whether  certain  provisions 
of  the  Patronage  Act  of  1874  were  not 
faulty  and  did  not  call  for  amendment. 
That  was  a  disfranchiBing  or  disabling 
measure,  as  well  as  an  enfranchising 
one.  The  system  of  patronage  existing 
at  that  time  was  thsa  abolished,  and  a 
new  system  substituted  by  the  cieation 
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of  a  totally  nav  bod;  of  patrons  or 
eleotorfl.  The  Pationage  Act  was,  he 
contended,  based  on  pTinoiplee  utterly 
aDprecedented  in  Bcoltieli  parochial  his- 
tovy.  It  furnished  the  Ent  inetance  of 
any  Proteatant  patrons  or  electors  being 

f)laced  under  etatutory  religious  disabi- 
ities  in  the  nomination  of  ministers  to 
the  congregation  of  a  vacant  parish. 
For  the  first  time  in  history  it  enfran- 
chised females  wholesale,  and,  also  for 
the  first  time  in  history,  it  bestoved  the 
franchise  on  minors.  When  he  affirmed 
that  these  things  were  novel  and  un- 
precedented, he  meant  unprsoedented 
sot  only  in  Acts  of  Parliament,  but  in 
Acts  of  the  General  Assembly  also. 
Church  membership  was  the  basis  of 
the  new  electorate.  It  began  at  about 
the  age  of  Id,  It  signified  in  its  very 
nature  religious  disabilities.  Outsiders 
of  all  sorts  and  binds  were  kept  at 
arm's  length,  though  many  of  them 
were  deeply  interested  on  their  own 
aooount,  and  in  behalf  of  the  parish,  in 
the  appointment  of  the  best  possible 
nan  for  the  place.  Under  this  Act, 
the  eleotorate  consisted,  first,  of  all  per- 
sons, without  r^ard  to  sex  or  age,  who 
were  on  the  Oommunion  roll;  and, 
second,  adherents  above  21  years  of 
age.  An  eleotorate  built  on  these 
foundations  naturally  presented  strange 
results.  The  Scottish  population,  as 
shown  by  the  Census  tables  in  16SI, 
was  1,709,47s  males  and  1,936,09B 
females,  being  a  female  preponderance 
of  136,623.  The  Beturn  of  communi- 
cants in  Scotland  in  1S74  showed  197,592 
males  and  262,074  females,  or  a  female 
preponderance  of  64,482.  From  a  House 
of  Commons'  fi«tum  in  June,  1674,  it 
appears  that  there  were  in  Ayrshire 
12,644  mala  and  16,661  female  commu- 
nicants ;  in  Bute  the  respective  figures 
were  301  and  413;  in  the  county  of 
Edinburgh,  15,504  and  23,714;  and  in 
Forfarshire,  16,933  and  24,644;  the 
total  showing  a  female  preponderance 
of  30,lfi0.  A  House  of  Lords'  Hetum, 
issued  in  1877,  of  oommuoicants  and 
adherents  in  parishes  in  which  elections 
had  taken  place  under  the  Act  of  1874, 
showed  that  there  were  in  these  parishes 
14, 90S  male  and  23,019  female  commu- 
nicants, and  1,0G5  male  and  6SS  female 
adherents,  giving  a  female  preponder- 
ance of  8,147.  The  juvenile  portion  of 
the  electorate — those  under  21  years  of 
Bge — were,  perhaps,  10  or  15  per  cent 
Tfi6  Earl  of  Hinio 


of  the  whole,  and  the  female  elemrat 
preponderated  here  also,  in  consequence 
of  the  early  age  at  which  ^rls  received 
the  Communion.  The  history  of  the 
two  franchises  was  curious.  As  to  the 
female  franchise,  he  was  unable  to  trace 
the  origin  of  the  idea.  The  fathers  of 
the  Bcottish  Church  and  of  the  Free 
Church  had  no  such  ideas.  Dr.  Chal- 
mers wished  the  "male  heads  of  families 
in  full  Communion  with  the  Church"  to 
be  electors.  The  General  Assembly  of 
1842  made  male  communioanta  of  fuU 
age  electors  for  tho  appointment  of 
elders.  As  to  the  minor  franchise,  it 
was  the  result  of  accident  or  oversight. 
He  proposed  in  his  Motion  some  modifi- 
cation  of  the  principle  of  ezclusiveneas, 
and  he  had  authority  for  that  in  the  Act 
of  1690,  establishing  the  heritors  as  the 
electors  —the  only  condition  being  that 
they  were  Protestants ;  and  he  heid  also 
the  authority  of  the  General  Assembly, 
who  petitioned  in  1874  that  the  legis- 
lation of  the  year  should  proceed  on 
historical  precedent,  and  that  the  heri- 
tors ought  to  be  among  the  constitnent 
bodies  who  were  to  elect  the  minister. 

Mwtd,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  sp- 
pointed  for  the  purpose  of  ooQsideriDg  the  pro- 
vigioni  of  the  Ohurch  Patronsge  (Scotland) 
Act,  IS7i,  and  vbether  Bome  pnH  of  tbe  re- 
Bponeibiliky  for  the  appoiotment  of  miiiiBtera  to 
Ta<:Ant  parighes  in  Sootland  might  not  properly 
and  adranlAgeoualj'  be  eiteaded  to  the  paro- 
chial public  by  means  ot  'tlie  heritors  of  th4 
pariah  (beine  Fioteetants)  ajid  tbe  elden,'  or 
the  heads  m  fomiliea,  or  committees  of  the 
ratepayers,    or    otherwise."  —  [Tht    Earl    of 

LoKDBALFOTTRsaid,  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  upon  this  question  before  the 
noble  Uarquesa  the  Searetary  for  Scot- 
land repHea  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
When  heficet  saw  the  Notice  on  tbePapar 
he  had  grave  doubts  whether  it  was  in- 
tended as  a  proposal  for  serious  discus- 
sion, but  as  the  noble  Earl  had  brought 
it  before  their  Lordships  he  supposed  it 
must  be  treated  seriously,  and  uiat  some 
cooeiderationa  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  upon  the  other  side.  It  was, 
however,  somewhat  remarkable  that,  so 
far  as  he  could  learn,  there  was  no  one 
but  the  noble  Earl  himeelf  who  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposal,  and  in  a  letter 
written  to  a  newspaper  a  few  weeks  ago 
tbe  noble  Earl  himself  admitted  that 
the  proposal  would  be  opposed  by  the 
friends  of  the  Church,  by  those  who 
wanted  Disestablishment,  and  that  the 
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fieneral  public  were  absolutely  indif- 
erent  in  regard  to  it.  If  that  were  bo, 
be  should  liks  to  know  in  wboee  interest 
the  proposal  was  really  made  ?  The; 
would  also  notice  that  the  Ifotion  had 
been  somewhat  ingeniouslj  altered  since 
it  first  appeared  on  the  Paper.  As  it 
oiiginallf  stood  it  was  "the  beads  of 
families  or  committees  of  the  ratepayers 
or  otherwise,"  but  it  had  now  been 
altered  by  the  addition  before  the  words 
"the  heads  of  families"  of  these  words, 
"  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being  Pro- 
testants) and  the  elders."  Anyone  who 
knew  anything  of  the  question  knew 
that  those  words  were  a  quotation  from 
the  Act  of  1690,  which  was  known  in 
Scotland  as  the  Hevolution  Settlement. 
From  the  Notioa  and  some  parts  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech  the  House  would 
be  led  to  believe  that  the  heritors  (if 
Protestant)  and  elders  bad  power  to  ap- 
point ministers ;  but  that  was  not  so. 
The  only  power  giren  to  elders  and 
heritors  was  that  they  should  propose 
a  pierson  for  the  parish,  who  should  be 
approved  or  disapproved  by  the  congre- 
gation. The  noble  Earl  had  raised 
the  question  whether  the  electorate 
in  those  days  was  composed  of  men 
or  women  or  both.  He  supposed  in 
those  days  the  congregation  was  com- 
posed of  females  as  well  as  males,  and, 
therefore,  they  had  a  right  to  assume 
that  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1690  was  to 

Eut  the  power  of  appointment  into  the 
ands  of  the  whole  cungregation.  That 
system  worked  well  while  it  existed,  but 
it  was  disturbed  by  an  Act  of  Queen 
Anne  passed  in  1 7 1 2,  imposing  patronage 
on  the  Church  of  Scotland.  Ke  would 
tell  their  Lordships  that  for  nearly  a 
century  the  Church  had  never  ceased  to 
protest  against  the  passing  of  that  Act 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  passsd, 
and  claimed  the  restoration  of  wbAt  they 
regarded  as  the  right  of  the  Church  in 
the  appointment  of  ministers.  His  con- 
tention was  that  the  Act  of  1874  intro- 
duced no  new  principles  whatever  into 
the  election  and  appointment  of  minis- 
ters, but  simply  restored  to  the  Church 
what  it  had,  from  the  time  of  the  Bef  or- 
mation  downwards,  always  claimed  to  be 
hei  simple  birthright.  The  idea  which 
lay  at  the  root  of  the  organization  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  was  that  its 
government  was  a  government  by  the 
whole  body  of  its  members  for  their  own 
benefit.    The  election  and  appointment 


(Seoihnd). 


Sib 


of  ministers  was  only  one  part  of  the 
government  of  a  Ohunsh,  and  there  had 
always  been  in  the  Presbyterian  Church 
three  conditions  in  the  election  of  a 
minister — first,  the  examination  of  a 
minister's  qualification  by  the  Church ; 
next,  the  election,  or,  at  least,  approba- 
tion, of  the  people  amongst  whom  he 
was  to  minister;  and,  thirdly,  the  ad- 
mission of  the  minister  by  the  Courts  of 
the  Church  to  the  benefice.  Any  system 
outside  that  was  always  regarded  as 
alien  to  the  idea  of  the  Church.  One 
essential  condition  upon  which  so  much 
store  was  set  by  the  Church  was  that  the 
gentleman  who  sought  to  minister  to 
the  people  must  have  the  approba- 
tion of  the  people  to  whom  he  was  to 
minister.  He  thought  the  idea  em- 
bodied in  the  noble  Earl's  Notice  was 
simply  an  attempt  to  revive  the  law  ot 

iiatronage  in  another  form,  and  in  s 
□rm  which  possessed  all  the  disadvan- 
tages and  none  of  the  advantages,  such 
as  they  were,  of  the  previous  system  of 
lay  patronage.  There  were  still  some 
parishes  in  Scotland  in  which  there  was, 
if  not  a  majority,  at  any  rate  very  nearly 
a  majority,  of  Soman  Catholics.  He 
thought  it  quite  likely  that  their  good 
sense  and  good  feeling  would  lead  them 
to  abstain  from  interfering  in  this  mat- 
ter, even  if  the  ywere  let  in  under  the 
head  of  ratepayers  ;  but  he  was  afraid 
there  were  some  people  in  Scotland, 
perhaps  a  small  minority,  who  were  so 
keen  to  do  all  they  could  to  harm  and 
injure  the  Church  that  they  would  make 
use  of  the  power  wbioh  the  noble  Earl 
would  give  them  for  the  simple  and  sole 
purpose  of  bringing  in  confusion  and  in- 
creasing the  difficulties  of  the  Church. 
But  the  point  he  wished  to  bring  before 
their  Lordships  was  that  if  the  heritors 
of  the  parish  and  the  heads  of  families 
showed  any  desire  whatever  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  Church,  and  to  attend  to 
its  ministrations,  they  had  the  simple 
right  to  qualify  themselves  as  adherents, 
and  nobody  could  say  them  nay.  The 
definition  of  adherents  was,  he  thought, 
as  wide  as  it  could  be  made,  and  he  had 
never  heard  any  complaint  of  the  way 
in  which  it  bad  been  carried  out.  The 
roll  of  the  electors  for  the  appointment 
of  ministers  included  all  communicants, 
and  it  also  included  as  adherents  only 
such  other  persons  being  parishioners 
who  were  not  21  years  of  age.  If 
heritors  and  heads  of  families  did  not 
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wiBh  to  bfl  oonneoted  with  the  oongrega- 
tion,  lie  waa  at  a  lose  to  know  wh^  thej 
wanted  todeal  with  the  election  of  a  mini- 
Bter.  'WhenthejtBlkedofadmittiagrate- 

Krers,  he  would  like  to  ask  the  noble 
rl  if  he  had  erer  heard  of  a  churoh 
membership  founded  on  what  might 
be  called  a  ratepajiDg  qoalificatioii  f 
The  noble  Earl  knew  as  well  as  he 
did  that  the  Ohurch  was  not  merely 
a  mob  of  people  who  were  Buppossd 
to  hold  certain  doctrinSB.  It  was  an 
iDStitutioa  and  organized  eociety  with 
certain  conditions  of  membership ;  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely imposnble  to  impose  upon  a 
Ghnreh  any  purely  secular  terms  for 
making  qualification  for  membership. 
To  do  that  would  be  absolutely  intoler- 
able to  any  Church  which  had  a  particle 
of  self-respect ;  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  there  was  hardly  a  Presbyterian  in 
Scotland,  whether  belonging  to  the  Es- 
tablished Ohurch,  the  Free  Ohurch,  or 
the  United  Presbyterian  Ohurch,  that 
would  not  scout  the  idea  embodied  in 
this  Motion.  He  believed  the  noble 
Earl  waa  perfectly  friendly  to  the 
Ohurch,  and  that  he  thought  this  would 
make  it  more  comprehensive;  but  he 
ventured  to  tell  him  that  if  this  proposal 
was  to  be  carried  out,  however  little 
prospect  there  might  be  of  Presbyterian 
union  at  the  present  time,  he  would  cer- 
tainly relegate  it  to  a  dim  and  distant 
future.  He  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  complain  that  the  electorate  was 
largely  made  up  of  persons  under  age. 
He  thought  the  noble  Earl  greatly  over- 
estimated the  number  of  those  persons. 
Communicants  under  21  years  of  age  in 
any  oongregation  must  be  a  very  small 
proportion  indeed,  and  adherents  must 
be  over  21  years  of  age.  He  submitted 
that  no  case  had  been  made  out  for 
disturbing  the  eziating  arrangements, 
which  had  worked  extremely  well  for 
the  past  14  years. 

The  DtjkeofABGTLL;  My  Lords, 
I  waited  to  see  whether  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House  connected 
with  Scotland  would  interpoee  before 
the  reply  of  my  noble  Friend  who  re- 
presents the  Bcottish  Office.  The  some- 
what languid  interest  which  this  House 
has  shown  in  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  who  brought  this  subject  for- 
ward shows  how  little  the  oouecienoes 
of  most  of  your  Lordships  are  aroused 
to  the  great  prindplea  which  are  at 
Lord  Salftur 


stake  in  tills  Motion.  It  may  seem  to 
many  of  your  Lordships  a  mere  local 
question  affecting  Smtland  ;  but  it 
affects  priDoipIes  which  some  day  at 
least — perhaps  sooner  than  many  of 
your  LordshipB  expect — may  be  dia- 
cussed  with  regard  to  the  Ohurch  of 
England.  It  affects  the  largest  and 
deepest  principles  tovohing  the  nature 
andT  constitution  of  the  Church  of 
Ohrist;  and  the  terms  on  which  it  is 
lawful  for  that  Ohurch  to  become  oon- 
neoted with  the  State.  What  is  the 
history  of  this  question  ?  So  far  aa  I 
know,  during  the  Middle  Ages  there 
was  no  difference  between  the  practice 
in  England  and  the  practice  in  Sootland 
in  regard  to  the  lay  patronage  in  the 
Ohurch.  The  origin  of  the  lay  patronage 
of  the  Christian  Churoh  is  closely  con- 
nected with  the  origin  of  tithes,  and 
those  who  ori^naUy  endowed  Ulo 
Church  aogoired  tho  pririlege  of  nomi- 
nating to  the  priesthood  in  many  oases. 
There  waa  no  difference,  so  far  as  Z 
know,  up  to  the  Reformation  between 
England  and  Sootland  in  that  respect. 
The  IteformatioD,  your  Lordships  know, 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  democratic  move- 
ment rather  than  of  an  aristocratic  and 
legal  one.  The  movement  waa  from 
below  and  not  from  above;  and  from 
the  beginning  of  the  movement  in  Boot- 
land  in  1560  up  to  the  present  time  the 
spirit  of  the  Reformed  Church  of  that 
country  has  been  to  invest  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Ohurch  as  a  whole  in  tho 
great  body  of  its  own  people,  which  at 
that  time  might  be  assumed  to  be  tho 
great  body  of  the  nation.  Early  after 
the  Heformation  a  great  feeling  arose  in 
Sootland  that  lay  patronage  ought  not 
to  be  unlimited.  By  the  Act  of  1500, 
the  principle  was  clearly  eetabliehed 
that  the  stipend  belonged  to  the  State 
and  the  appointment  of  ministers  be- 
longed  to  the  (Hiuroh.  Such  waa 
tho  state  of  the  law  down  to  1712, 
when,  under  a  very  reaotionaiy  Govern- 
ment, it  was  determined  to  restore 
lay  patronage  to  the  Church  in  its 
full  vigour,  without  any  reference  to 
the  congregation.  This  was  a  monstrous 
violation  of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  a  departure  from  the  re- 
volutionary settlement.  Then  oame  1882, 
with  a  great  movement  in4be  minds  of 
men  which  was  not  merely  political,  but 
also  religious  and  coclesiaetical.  That 
movement  waa  spread  over  the  whole  of 
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Earope  and  gave  rise  to  the  Frencli  Be- 
TolatioD,  ana,  later  on,  to  tbe  Oxford 
movement.  At  Uat  the  General  Assem- 
bly took  a  step  on  its  own  authority — 
the  General  Aeeembly  is  a  body  not 
composed  of  ministers  and  elergy  alone, 
bnt  representing,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
whole  body  of  Scotland — and  enacted 
that  the  presbytery  in  erery  case  should 
take  the  opinion  of  the  people  where  a 
presentee  was  presented,  and  that  if  the 
people  vetoed  the  presentee  he  should 
DO  rejected.  This  was  appealed  against 
in  the  Givil  Courts,  and  it  was  decided 
that  the  veto  was  iiltrd  vtrei.  At  the  last 
moment,  after  the  secession  took  place, 
an  Act,  called  Lord  Aberdeen's  Act, 
was  passed.  It  vas  a  oonfusiog  and 
hnngling  piece  of  legislation,  and  no 
human  being  conld  tell  whether  under 
its  terms  the  mere  dissent  of  the  congre- 
gation  could  be  accepted  as  a  veto  on 
ue  appointment  of  a  presentee.  I  have 
myseU  the  honour,  or  the  misfortune,  to 
be — with  thn  exception  of  Lord  Orkney 
and  the  Grown — one  of  the  largest  and 
most  extensive  patrons  in  Scotland,  and 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  work- 
ing of  Lord  Aberdeen's  Aot ;  and  befbre 
the  year  1874  I  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  full  of  dangers  to  the 
OhuFoh.  Nothing  eould  be  more  objec* 
tionable  than  the  state  of  things  under 
it.  Every  man  in  the  parish  was  en- 
couragod  by  law  to  come  fraward  and 
state  objections  to  the  pereonal  qnalifi- 
cations  of  the  candidate.  They  might 
object  that  they  thought  his  manner 
was  stiff,  that  his  language  was  not 
strictly  scriptural ;  and,  of  course,  tbe 
beet  men  in  the  Church  gradnally  be- 
came unwilling  to  face  such  an  ordeal. 
The  objections  were  stated  against  them 
before  the  presbytery,  which  could  not 
tell  how  fu-  they  could  give  effect  to  them 
or  not.  The  result  of  my  experience  was 
that  it  was  hopeless  to  present  a  man  to 
a  parish  who  had  not  the  approval  cf 
a  large  portion  of  the  population ;  and 
my  practice  habitually  was  to  ask  the 
congregation  to  appoint  a  committee, 
and  when  the  congregation  were  likely  i  sity  for  civil  office, 
to  agree  upon  a  man,  unteaB  I  saw  there  |  able  objection  to  Parliament 


decision  in  the  Civil  Courts,  the  Church 
should  again  be  bound  hand  and  foot 
and  fettered  by  the  State.  It  was  nnder- 
these  circumstances  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  of  the  late  Lord  Derby 
came  to  the  conclusion,  in  which  I  en- 
tirely agreed,  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
make  a  new  law  giving  that  power  to 
the  congregation,  recognizing  that  popu- 
lar right  which  practically  they  now 
hold  in  their  hands,  and  which,  if  they 
were  violated,  would  probably  bring 
calamities  on  the  Church.  The  Con- 
servatives of  that  day  thought  they  were 
in  this  taking  a  conservative  step ;  and 
I  fully  concurred  in  their  determination, 
and  I  avow  my  share  with  my  noble 
friend  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond)  who  is 
not  now  present,  in  the  drafting  of  that 
Bill.  I  understand  that  the  noble  Earl's 
present  Motion  is  intended  chiefiy  for 
theparposeofbringingin  tothe  election 
of  ministers  men  who  ax9  not  members 
of  the  Church  at  all;  but  a  grea  part  of 
his  speech  was  against  women. 

Thb  Earl  of  HINTO :  I  did  not 
say  so. 

The  Dokb  ot  ABQTLL  :  No ;  that 
is  what  I  object  to.  Gbeat  part  of  the 
uoble  Earl's  speech  was  directed  against 
women,  and  yet  his  Motion  does  not  pro- 
pose to  exclude  them.  Are  we  to  gather 
from  bis  speech  that  women  and  youcg 
communicants  are  to  be  excluded?  The 
question  arose  in  drafting  the  Bill  of 
1874  whether  Parliament  should  define 
the  constituency  by  the  terms  of  the 
Statute,  or  leave  it  for  the  Church.  It 
was  proposed  at  one  time  that  the  con- 
stituency should  be  speoified  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament  to  be  Uie  communicants. 
I  myself  had  and  have  an  insuperable 
objection  to  Parliament  attaching  quali- 
fications to  the  taking  of  the  Holy  Com- 
munion. We  all  now  look  back  with 
wonder  and  amasement  at  the  fact  that 
a  very  few  years  ago  not  only  Canserva- 
tives,  hut  a  very  large  part  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  were  willing  to  maintain  a  sys- 
tem in  England  by  which  partaking  of 
the  Holy  Communion  was  made  a  neces- 
'  "    "  '  '  insuper- 

entering 


were  great  objections  to  him,  I  presented  I  on  that  course  of  legislation. 

him.     The  system  was  one  of  popular   our  business  to  interiere  with  who  doea 


election  by  the  members  of  the  Church, 
subject  to  the  veto  of  the  patron.  The 
system  could  not  go  on.  There  wore 
repeated  attempts  to  bring  the  question 
again  before  the  Civil  Courts,  and  great 
dangers  arose  lest,  under  an  odierse 


and  who  does  not  take  the  Communion. 
That  is  the  business  of  thevarious  officers 
of  the  Church,  and,  therefore,  I  suggested 
to  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond) that,  instead  of  taking  the  word 
"  oommusioaiita,"  or,   in   addition    to 
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that  vord,  we  should  put  id  the  word 
"  adberentB."  I  did  so  because  tn 
the  old  documents  oonueoted  with 
the  Church  of  Scotland  the  word  used 
was  never  "communioaiit^,"  but  "oon- 
^gation."  Of  course,  it  was  assumed 
in  former  days  that  all  the  cougrega- 
tion  were  oommimioaQts ;  but  "oon- 
gregatioa "  was  the  word  ;  and  the 
nearest  approach  to  that  that  we  could 
make  was  that  we  should  say  commuoi- 
oante  and  adherents.  A  large  number 
of  patrons  in  Scotland  were  members  of 
tbe  Episcopal  Ohurob,  but  mAuyofthem 
attended,  and  still  attend,  the  services 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland. 
They  are  almost  unirersally  warm 
friends  of  that  Church  and  generous  and 
liberal  supporters  of  it;  and  I  wish  to 
leave  the  authorities  of  the  Church  free 
to  consider  them  and  other  persons  of 
a  like  character  to  be  adherents  of  the 
Church,  even  though  they  be  not  com- 
munioante.  So  far  from  departing  from 
the  ancient  principles  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  as  my  noble  Friend  repre- 
sented, that  Act  was  passed  strictly  in 
consonance  with  those  principles.  " ' 
asks  me  the  questi         '    " 


If  ho 
I  whether  I  do  not 
think  that  at  times  there  are  iDstauoes 
in  which  it  may  be  a  failure— whether 
there  has  never  been  a  minister   ap- 

E Dinted  whom  I  myself  should  never 
Bve  voted  tor,  I  cannot  deny  the  fact 
that  this  may  be  eo ;  but  what  has  that 
to  do  with  the  case  f  Under  any  pos- 
sible system  yon  would  have  some  black 
sheep,  (Jnder  the  whole  system  of 
patronage  you  would  have  plenty  of 
drones,  and  tbe  ^pular  party  com- 
plained thatthe  majority  of  the  ministers 
appointed  by  the  patrons  were  drones. 
That  was  an  exaggeration ;  but  under 
any  system  there  will  be  men  appointed 
by  an  electing  body  of  whom  my  noble 
Friend  or  I  myself  would  not  approve. 
One  may  take  a  very  narrow  and  insular 
view  of  this  matter.  It  may  seem  to 
many  Members  of  this  House  almost 
abeurd  that  ministers  of  religion  should 
be  appointed  by  their  people ;  and  I 
dare  say  that  many  Members  of  this 
House  think  it  would  be  inconvenient, 
and  perhaps  almost  absurd,  to  give  pa- 
risbionsra  in  England  the  power  of 
appointing  their  olergymen.  Yet  there 
can  be  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  in  the 
early  Church  that  was  the  general  and 
universal  practice.  Nay,  not  only 
pastors,  but  the  highest  dignitaries  of 
the  Western  Ohurch,  have  beea  elected 
n»     Dbit  qf  Atgyll 
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in  tbe  great  assemblies  of  the  people. 
We  all  remember  the  celebrated  ease  of 
one  of  the  greatest  names  in  the  hier- 
archy of  the  Christian  Church  who  was 
elected  by  a  great  popular  assembly, 
and  that,  too,  at  a  time  when  he  not 
only  was  not  a  priest,  but  was  not  even 
a  baptieed  member  of  the  Church,  but 
was  a  Boman  soldier.  I  remember  one 
Member  of  the  Episcopal  Bench,  and 
one  of  its  most  admirable  members  too, 
who,  not  many  years  ago,  was  a  mili- 
tary officer,  but  who  afterwards  became 
a  priest  and  a  valued  minister  in  a  great 
parish,  and  whose  administrative  powers 
are  welt  known.  When  Ambrose  was 
elected  a  Bishop  there  was  no  ancb  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  him ;  yet  be  was 
nominated  in  a  great  assembly  at  Milan ; 
and  yet  this  is  the  man  whose  words  w« 
hear  every  Sunday  in  one  of  the  noblest 
hymns  of  Christian  worship  when  we 
sing  the  Te  Htum  Laudamut.  I  can  tell 
my  noble  Friend  that  during  recent  yeara 
we  have  come  to  have  new  ideas  in  re- 
spect to  the  powers  and  qualifications  and 
rights  of  women  ;  and  I  challenge  him 
to  bring  forward  a  Motion  to  refuee  to 
women  tbe  rights  enjoyed  by  male  mem- 
bers of  the  congregation.  Women  are 
more  pious  and  more  disposed  to  reve- 
renee  than  men  ;  and  I  should  truet  the 
opinions  of  many  women  in  such  matters 
better  than  those  of  men.  Then  I  come 
to  another  point.  My  noble  Friend,  in 
substitution  for  this  constituency,  which 
I  maintain  has  acted  fairly,  would  intro- 
duce—whom ?  The  ratepaying  class. 
Uy  noble  Friend  has  not  told  ua  to  what 
Church  he  himself  belongs,  and  I  have 
no  right  to  ask  him.  I  believe  that  he 
is  a  supporter  and  in  a  high  and  good 
sense  an  adherent  of  the  Ohurch  of 
Scotland.  I  believe  that  he  wishes  to 
strengthen  its  foundations ;  but  he  evi- 
dently does  not  believe  in  the  existence 
of  such  a  society  as  tbe  Church  of  Christ. 
I  can  understand  the  view  of  our  excel- 
lent friends  the  Quakers,  than  whom  no 
section  of  the  Church  has  ever  earned 
moro  sincerely  into  tbe  oombat  of  life 
and  into  politics  tbe  great  doctrines  of 
Christianity.  But  it  has  no  settled 
ministry  and  no  settled  service.  I  can 
understand  the  view  of  the  Congrega- 
tionalists,  who  say  that  a  unit  of  the 
Ohurch  of  Cbnet  is  a  separate  congre- 
gation,  and  that  they  have  a  right  to 
appoint  their  own  ministers  and  to  oon- 
duot  their  own  service.  I  can  understand 
the    Presbyterian   view,    which    ia    k 
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parit;  of  pastors,  but  a  subordination  to 
a  common  law.  I  can  understand  the 
Anglican  view,  which  is  &  parity  of 
Bishops,  although  not  of  pastors.  I  can 
understand  the  Catholic  view,  which 
denies  paritj  to  pastors  and  Bishops 
too,  subordinating  the  whole  to  one 
central  gorernment  representing  the 
supposed  authority  of  Christ.  A.11  these 
theorieslcansympathizo  with  and  under- 
stand to  a  certain  extent ;  but  the  view  oj 
my  noblo  Friend  I  cannot  understand — 
that  the  Church  of  Christ  CDUsists  of  the 
same  men  who  select  the  surveyors  of 
roads  and  inspectors  of  nuisances.  I  tell 
my  noble  Friend,  as  a  member  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  that  if  the  propo- 
sition to  elect  ministers  by  the  rate- 
payers were  oarried  to-morrow  I  should 
immediately  go  for  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment.  I  should  be  ashamed 
to  belong  to  any  spiritual  body  which 
pretended  in  such  ciroumetanoes  to  re- 
present any  portion,  any  branch  of  the 
Christian  Church.  That,  I  am  sure,  would 
be  the  feeling  of  the  great  majority  of 
this  House,  who  think  of  the  possibility 
of  the  application  of  saoh  principles, 
such  degrading  principles,  to  the  Church 
of  England.  In  conclusion,  I  will  only 
repeat  that  my  noble  Friend  speaks,  as 
far  as  I  can  understand,  as  a  solitary 
iudiridaa].  This  is  a  crotchet  of  his  own. 
There  is  no  partyinSootland,  thereisno 
section  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  there 
is  no  section  of  the  Episcopalian  Olinrch, 
which  would  venture  to  make  such  a 
proposal ;  and  I  trust  that  this  House 
will  never  oonsent  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee even  to  consider  so  preposterous  a 
proposal. 

Lord  DENUAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
Qovernment  would  not  grant  a  Select 
Committee.  He  regretted  that  the  late 
XiOrd  Panmure  had  said  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  patronage  would  not  lead  to  the 
union  of  all  Presbyterian  Churches.  In 
fact,  all  communicants,  from  any  portion 
of  the  Church,  including  women,  might 
occasionally  take  the  Sacrament  and 
vota  for  a  minister  in  the  Established 
Church,  and  all  the  clergy  exchanged 
pulpits  ocoasiooally ;  and  in  Hadding- 
ton the  minister  of  the  first  charge  had 
first  been  appointed  by  a  patron  to  the 
second  charge,  and  since  1874  had  been 
chosen  for  the  first  charge  hy  tha  vote  of 
a  majority  of  the  communicants.  It  was 
absurd  to  complain  of  Church  and  State, 
fop  Kings  and  Queens  might,  according 


to  Scripture,  be  nursing  fathers  and 
nursing  mothers  of  the  Church  of 
Christ;  and  where  there  was  no  diB'er- 
ence  of  doctrine  all  Christians  should 
unite,  and  show  that  the  Church  was 

Thk  SECEETARY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(The  MaiquesB  of  LorniAif) :  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  surprised, 
after  the  eloquent  speech  to  which  you 
have  just  listened,  if  I  reply  at  once  to  the 
noble  Earl  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment do  not  see  their  way  to  grant  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  asked 
for.  I  must  express  regret  that  the 
noble  Earl  has  placed  his  Uotion  on  the 
Paper,  because  ue  seemed  to  be  unaware 
of  the  delicate  ground  on  which  he  was 
treading ;  and  if  a  Committee  was 
granted,  results  of  a  more  far-reaching 
character  than  the  noble  Earl  appears 
to  anticipate  would  follow.  But  after 
what  has  occurred,  I  do  not  regret  that 
the  Motion  has  been  made,  as  it  has 
afforded  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  what  the  real  oausee  were 
which  led  up  to  the  Act  of  1874,  and 
the  part  which  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  took  in  the  framing 
of  that  Act.  I  oarefully  considered 
the  terms  of  the  Motion,  and  I  oonfesa 
that,  after  reading  it  over,  I  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  the  direct  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Earl  was;  and,  even 
after  listening  attentively  to  his  speeoh, 
I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  understana  what 
object  would  be  gained  by  the  granting 
of  the  suggested  Committee.  The  main 
object  of  the  Motion  appears  to  be  that 
no  one  under  the  age  of  21  shall  be  en- 
titled to  have  a  vote  for  the  election  of  a 
minister  of  a  parish,  and  that  the  Select 
Committee  aball  take  into  consideration 
the  inequality  between  tha  sexes  in  Scot- 
land. Those,  I  think,  are  the  two  prin- 
cipal points;  but  there  is  the  further 
question  of  allowing  heads  of  families 
or  committees  of  Uie  ratepayers  and 
others  to  take  part  in  the  election  of 
ministers.  These  two  points,  I  think, 
were  sufGuientty  dealt  with  by  the  noble 
Duke,  so  that  your  Lordships  will  for- 
give me  if  I  do  not  go  into  the  matter 
in  detail.  It  is  proposed  to  extend  the 
right  of  election  in  various  ways.  First, 
that  "  the  heritors  of  the  parish  (being 
Protestants) and  the elders^'should take 
part  in  the  election,  which  means  that 
those  who  are  not  members  of  the  Church 
should  have  the  power  to  vote  in  the 
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election  of  a  Uinister.  The  same  remark 
applies  to  the  "heads  of  families," 
BB  they  alread;  have  the  power  of 
voting  if  they  are  oonnected  ^th  the 
Church.  I  will  not  go  into  this  matter 
further.  I  mnet  point  out,  however,  that 
there  has  been  no  disBatisfaotion  what- 
ever expressed  with  the  working  of  the 
Aot  of  1874.  There  are  about  1,300 
parishes  in  Scotland,  and  in  over  700 
of  these  eleotiona  have  taken  place  einoe 
the  Aot  oame  into  force ;  and,  generally 
speaking,  the  working  of  the  Aot  has  been 
extremely  satisfactory.  Ofconrse,insome 
eases  the  ministers  appoiated  were  not, 
perhaps,  exactly  ideal  parish  ministers. 
But,  on  the  whole,  my  opinion  is — and  I 
believe  it  is  also  the  opinion  of  Scotland — 
that  the  Act  has  worked  extremely  well, 
and  no  injostics  has  been  done.  What 
the  noble  Earl  seems  to  desire  is  realiy 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  re- 
consider the  settlement  of  1874.  But  if 
any  dissatisfaction  had  been  shown  with 
the  working  of  the  Aot  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Qeneral  Assembly  to 
oonaider  the  subjeot.  The  regulations 
under  which  the  elections  are  now 
carried  out  were  framed  by  the  Qeneral 
Assembly  in  1888;  and  within  the  limits 
of  the  Act  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Oeueral  Assembly  to  make  new  regula- 
tions, should  it  become  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient to  do  so.  I  feel  certain  that 
if  the  Government  were  to  grant  the 
Committee  asked  for  the  noble  Earl 
would  find  that  not  only  would  the 
results  be  different  from  what  be  ex- 
pects, but  they  would  inflict  a  great 
injury  on  the  Church  of  Scotland,  which 
I  am  certain  my  noble  Friend  does  not 
desire. 

Thb  EutL  OP  UINTO  said,  his  object 
was  simple  in  the  extreme.  It  was  to 
endeavour  to  take  steps  whereby  the 
Church  of  Scotland  should  not  be  treated 
as  a  elose  Corporation,  and  that  those 
outside  the  Church  should  not  be  en- 
tirely excluded  from  all  management  in 
its  affairs.  The  Church  of  Scotland,  in 
his  opinion,  made  a  great  mistake  when 
it  tried  to  draw  the  lines  within  such 
narrow  limits.  The  true  policy  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  to  make  itself 
more  comprehensive  than  it  was,  and  to 
trust  people  outside  the  Church  much 
more  than  was  done  at  present.  He 
disagreed  with  the  opinion  that  there 
was  any  danger  likely  to  result  from  the 
course  he  had  auggested. 
Tht  Marftuu  o/Zothuin 
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plymg  to 
a  question  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Minto),  said,  that  minors  who  were 
interested  and  were  upon  the  BoU  of  the 
Church  ought  to  have  a  vote  in  the  elec- 
tion of  a  minister. 

On  Question  f  Beiolved  in  the  iugat*B: 


COROBBBS  BILL.-(No.  38.) 

(TAf  Lord  ChaHeellar.) 

OOHUITTBB. 

House  in  Committee  (aooording  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Appointment  of  coroners  to 
be  made  by  the  Lord  Chancellor). 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  said,  he  begged 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  except 
the  appointment  of  County  Coroners  from 
the  operation  of  the  clause.  He  objected 
to  give  to  the  Crown  the  patronage  of 
an  appointment  paid  out  of  the  Cotinty 
Bates. 

Xored,  in  page  1,  line  S,  leave  oat 
("ooroners  for  counties  ").—{  7^  Sort 
ofPowu.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halbbdbt)  said,  their  Lordships  would 
remember  that  in  introdueiog  the  Bill 
he  said  more  than  once  that  he  was  not 
enamoured  of  the  funotione  he  proposed 
to  confer  on  the  Lord  Ohonoellor.  His 
noble  and  learned  friend  opposite  hod 
also  on  the  Paper  on  Amendment  pro- 
viding that  the  Goun^  Coroners  should 
be  appointed  by  the  "  Coun^  Authority," 
The  question  was,  what  was  the  "County 
Authority?"  If  it  were  proposed  to 
place  this  matter  in  the  hands  of  a  joint 
oommittee  of  the  County  Councils  which 
were  to  be  crested  and  the  Justices  at 
Quarter  Beisions,  he  would  gladly  agree 
to  that.  Everybody,  he  thought,  was 
agreed  that  the  present  system  of  elec- 
tion by  freeholders,  as  far  as  County 
Ooroners  were  ooncemed,  could  not  be 
continued,  and  a  late  election  had  called 
particular  attention  to  the  matter;  but 
the  queatioQ  was  with  whom  the  duty  of 


terest  might  be,  or  however  short  might 
have  been  his  tenure  of  that  interest, 
he  was  entitled  to  vote.  No  doubt,  a 
scrutiny  was  incident  to  every  right  of 
voting,  but  in  the  election  of  Coroners  i( 
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would  have  to  be  oonducted  without  a 
register,  ao  that  ever;  pereon  Toting 
would  have  to  be  tried  before  the  Sheria 
aa  the  Keturning  Officer. 

Lord  HKRSGHELL  said,  that,  of 
course,  ha  had  not  had  time  to  consider 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  but  he  did  not  quite  like  it.  In 
boroughs  the  Coroner  was  appointed  bj 
the  Borough  Council,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  County  Coundls  about  to  be  created 
would  be  no  lees  worthy  of  ooaGdence. 
It  seemed  to  him  rather  a  reflection  on 
the  latter  Bodies  if,  at  the  outset,  the 
GoTernineiit  showed  them  that  they  were 
not  prepared  to  truat  them  with  powers 
whi^  ior  years  past  had  been  exeroised 
by  the  GouQoila  of  boroughs.  What 
was  to  be  done  in  the  caae  of  places  like 
I^rerpool  and  Manchester,  which  would 
be  oounties  in  themselves  f  Hitherto 
they  bad  always  elected  their  own 
Coroners.  Were  they  to  continue  to  do 
so  ?  It  ao,  there  would  be  this  curious 
state  of  things — that  the  Councils  of 
Liverpool  and   Manchester    would  ap- 

Saint  their  Coroners,  but  the  other 
ounoils  in  the  same  county  would  not. 
Surely  there  ware  great  anomalies  and 
inoonveDieaoes  in  euch  a  system  as  that  f 
The  best  syetem  would  surely  be  the 
uniform  aystem  of  leaving  it  to  the 
County  Councils  throughout  the  country. 
He  would  also  like  to  point  out  that  this 
question  of  electing  Coroners  involved  a 
oertain  amount  of  sentiment,  and,  though 
it  was  dear  the  present  system  of  election 
could  not  go  on,  it  struck  him  that  the 
wisest  course  would  be  to  make  the 
Coroner  as  much  as  possible  a  repre- 
sentative officer.  That  would  best  be 
done  by  putting  the  election  in  the  hands 
of  a  Bepresentative  Body  like  the  County 
Council. 

Tsa  Eaal  or  JEBSEY  thought  that 
AS  the  salaryof  the  County  Coroner  would 
be  paid  by  the  County  Council  that 
would  be  the  best  authority  in  whom  to 
vest  the  appointment. 

ExaL  CDwPER  B»d,  he  hoped  that 
the  appointment  would  be  given  to  the 
County  Oooncil.  This  was  a  matter 
which  would  moat  legitimately  fall  within 
its  control. 

Eau.  aEANYlLLE  said,  it  would  be 
somewhat  peculiar  for  the  House  at  the 
present  moment  to  place  the  appoint- 
ment in  the  hands  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  bo 
gifch  Bod^  wae  in  extstenoe. 


The  Eabl  of^  DERBY  said,  as  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  it  proposed  to  vest 
this  appointment  in  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  now 
brought  forward  a  new  proposal.  Under 
those  oircum stances,  he  thought  it  should 
be  deferred  for  some  time,  so  that  it 
might  be  fully  considered  in  the  interval. 

LoBD  HAL9BUBT  admitted  that  the 
Bill  originally  proposed  to  vest  the  ap- 
pointment in  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  but 
when  introduoiog  the  Bill  he  distinctly 
stated  that  he  should  be  glad  to  accept 
some  other  proposal  that  would  relieve 
the  Lord  Cbancellor  of  tbis  task.  He 
could  not  agree  that  the  matter  was  not 
urgent.  There  had  been  an  election  of 
a  Coroner  within  the  last  week  which 
bad  been  the  subject  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible complaint.  If  this  Bill  was  post* 
poned  until  the  passing  of  another  Bill 
in  "  another  place,"  which  might  or  might 
not  come  here,  he  did  not  think  that  it 
would  then  receive  much  attention.  In 
his  opinion,  the  joint  committee  of  Quar- 
tet Sessions  and  County  Conncil  would 
make  an  excellent  electoral  body  for  tbis 
purpose. 

LoKD  BASINQ-said,  that  if  there  was 
a  doubt  &»  to  the  existence  of  the  County 
Councils,  the  joint  committee  aug^^ted 
was  even  more  shadowy. 

The  Easl  of  KIMBBRLET  thought 
the  election  ahould  be  placed  in  the 
bands  of  the  County  Council.  Ha  was 
astonished  at  the  amount  of  distrust  of 
the  County  Council  which  was  mani- 
fested. Why  should  it  be  feared  liiat 
the  County  Council  would  not  be  as  ex- 
cellent a  body  as  the  Town  Council  F  If 
anything,  there,  was  reason  to  think  that 
the  men  elected  on  to  the  County  Ooan' 
cils  would  be  even  mora  trustworthy 
men. 

LoBD  HAL9BURT  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  noble  and  learned  friend  placing 
the  appointment  in  the  hands  of  "  the 
County  Authority,"  and  to  postpone  the 
diseussionof what  "the  County  Autho- 
rity "  should  mean. 

The  Eael  of  FEVERSSAM  thought 
the  appointment  would  best  be  placed 
in  the  bands  of  Quarter  Sesaions.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  with- 
draw the  Bill,  which  contained  pro- 
visions of  great  value. 

MMti,  "That  the  House  do  now 
rMume,"  agn»i  i« ;  House  rnimsd  ao- 
Qordin^l^. 
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MALTA— THE  NEW  CONSTITnTION, 

UOTIOH  FOR  AIT  ASDSBBS. 

Eabi.  DE  la  WARR  aaked,Wh9ther 
H«r  Majesty's  Oovertimeiit  can  giTe 
satiafactor;  information  with  iward  to 
the  workin^f  and  efScienoy  of  tite  new 
Constitution  of  Malta,  and  of  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  received  by  the 
Maltese  people ;  also,  whether  a  cop;  of 
a  resolution  moving  an  addreea  to  the 
Oovernor,  and  carried  unanimoutly  by 
the  Council  of  Gkivemment  on  the  30th 
of  May  last,  praying  him  to  petition 
Her  Majesty  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Militia  regiment  in  Malta,  can  be  laid 
npon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and 
vhetheranycommnnications  on  that  sub- 
ject have  been  made  by  the  Governor  to 
the  present  or  any  former  Colonial  Secre- 
tary ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  He  also 
wished  to  move  for  a  Return  in  the 
words  of  which  he  had  given  Notice^ 

Xvnd,  "  That  an  humble  addtCM  tw  prM«iit«d 
to  her  Hajuty  for  Itotnm  of  tha  unonnt  of  tha 
annual  contribution  from  Uie  reronua  of  Malta 
for  military  pnrpoMs,  and  of  the  amount  remitted 
directly  or  indirectly  in  drawbacks  to  the 
milita^  anthoritieB,  with  ths  Tiew  of  asoertain- 


— CfAi  EartDilB  Warr.) 

LoBD  NAPIER  oy  MAGDALA  ob- 
served, that  he  had  recently  had  an  op- 
portunity of  gauging  the  feelings  of  the 
peo^leof  Malta  with  reepect  to  tha  for- 
mation of  a  Militia  regiment.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  formation  of  such  a  corps 
would  be  viewed  most  favourably,  and 
would  tend  to  increase  the  loyalty  of  the 
people. 

The  SECEBTAET  or  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutbfobd)  : 
The  noble  Earl  has  always  taken  a  keen 
interest  in  this  subjest,  and  has  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  and  forward  the 
wishes  of  the  Maltese  to  acquire  larger 
powers  in  the  management  of  local 
affairs,  and  I  believe  his  work  has 
been  thoroughly  appreciated  in  the 
Island.  No  one,  therefore,  will  be 
better  pleased  than  the  noble  Earl  to 
hear  my  reply  to  the  first  part  of  his 
Question.  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
new  Constitution  has  been  received  with 
satisfaction  by  all  classes  in  Malta,  and 
that  up  to  the  present  moment  it  has 
worked  most  auooessfully.  This  suooeaa 
is  largely  owing  to  the  tact  and  j  udgment 
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of  the  Oovemor,  Sir  Lintom  Simmons, 
and  the  Colonial  Secretary;  but  it  is 
mainly  owing  to  the  hearty  oo-operation 
and  loyal  support  of  the  elected  mem- 
bers under  the  new  Constitution,  and 
especially  of  the  three  elected  members 
of  the  Council  of  Oovemment,  who  are 
also  members  of  the  Executive  Council. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  many  pereona  who 
wished  to  see  larger  and  more  sweeping 
changes  in  the  Constitution ;  but  they 
had,  nevertheless,  shown  a  spirit  of 
moderation  and  a  loyal  desire  to  sup- 
port the  Qovernment  and  the  new  order 
of  things.  The  Constitution  was  not 
yet  in  operation  in  its  entirety.  As  part 
of  it,  it  had  been  decided  to  divide  the 
Island  into  districts,  and  to  assign  a 
member  to  each  district ;  but,  as  it  was 
fonnd  impossible  to  collect  in  this  coun- 
try the  necessary  information  for  the 
purpose  of  deciding  what  should  be  the 
actual  districts,  or  whether  any  district 
should  be  represented  by  more  than  one 
member,  a  Royal  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed to  go  to  Malta  to  examine  into 
the  matter.  The  Commission  has  now 
reported  that  the  proposal  to  divide  the 
Island  into  districts  had  been  received 
with  great  favour  throughout  the  whole 
Island.  As  the  Commissioners  took 
very  great  trouble  to  ascertain  the  views 
of  the  people,  and  went  into  all  the 
distriots  and  examined  persons  of  all 
classes,  I  may,  perhaps,  read  a  passage 
of  their  Report  to  your  Lordships.  The 
Commissioners  state  that  they  have 
acquired  a  clear  ineight  into  the  opi- 
nions and  feeling  of  all  sections  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country  distriots,  and 
that  they  have^ 

"Satisfied  themsalvM  by  sbandant  proofs 
that  the  deoiiioD  of  Her  Majeitf'B  OoTem- 
ment  to  divide  Malta  into  saveral  eleotcnl 
divitioni  wss  equally  jutt  in  itself  and  in 
sccordanoo  with  the  inteisats  sad  wiihea  of 
the  great  majority  of  tha  perioni  principally 
sffected  by  tbii  cbange  from  the  former  system, 
undei  which  the  entire  oommnoity,  both  urban 
and  rural,  wss  treated  as  one  single  oonsti- 
tuenoy." 

From  this  change,  which  has  lon^  been 
advocated  by  leading  men,  I  anticipate 
very  good  results,  for  it  will,  I  believe, 
tend  to  create  a  mote  lively  and  intelli- 
gent interest  in  local  questions  affecting 
the  well-being  of  the  people.  It  will 
come  into  operation  when  the  next 
Council  of  Oovemment  is  elected.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  certainly 
made  large  ^nqewions  to  the  people  of- 
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Malta,  And  conferred  upon  them  oon- 
eiderable  privileges.  This  they  have 
done  in  the  full  belief  that  the  new 
Oounoil  of  dovemment  would  meet  them 
in  a  loyal  spirit,  and  that  its  future  pro- 
ooedinga  would  conduce  largely  to  the 
credit  and  prosperity  of  the  island  with- 
out infringiag  ia  any  way  the  rights 
and  duties  of  the  Crown.  I  may,  per* 
haps,  be  allowed  to  observe  that  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  protect  Imperial 
interests  has  been  secured  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Letters  Patent.  In  answer 
to  the  second  Question  of  the  noble  Earl, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  proposal  to  estab- 
lish a  Militia  regiment  was  first  made 
by  the  present  Governor  in  1885,  when 
the  Earl  of  Derby  was  Secretary  of 
State.  That  noblo  Lord  viewed  the 
suggestion  very  favourably ;  but  it  ap- 
pears to  have  been  shelved  for  a  time, 
as  some  questions  were  under  oonaidera- 
tion  affeo^ng  the  Malta  Fenoibles.  It 
has  now  been  revived  by  a  unanimous 
Besolution  of  the  Oounoil  of  Government, 
and  the  Governor  is  greatly  in  favour 
of  the  establishment  of  a  regiment.  I 
hare  myself  a  strong  belief  that  the 
creation  of  this  Militia  is  advisable, 
both  from  an  Imperial  point  of  view,  as 
adding  to  the  defensive  power  of  Malta, 
and  from  a  Colonial  point  of  view,  as 
bringing  all  classes  together  and  giving 
them  a  lively  interest  in  the  defence  of 
the  Colony  ;  and  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  has  last  spoken 
is  also  in  favour  of  the  scheme.  The 
matter  has  been  referred  to  the  War 
Office,  and  a  favourable  consideration 
for  it  has  been  asked.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  add  that  the  War  Office 
would  probably  be  the  first  Department 
to  recognize  the  importance  of  having 
this  aiUition  to  the  Forces  in  Malta; 
and  I,  therefore,  hope  that  their  Beport 
will  be  favourable.  The  Treasury  must 
also  be  consulted  on  the  subject.  The 
Papers  for  which  the  noble  Earl  asks 
can  not  be  well  presented  until  a  final 
decision  shall  have  been  arrived  at; 
and  I  hope  that  the  noble  Earl  will, 
therefore,  consent  to  wait  a  little  time 
for  the  Papers  and  the  Betum  for  which 
he  has  asked. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABB  said,  that  he 
would  accede  to  the  request  made  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  leitA- 


yOL,  OOqxXVn.    [inmp  BBRiss.] 


FISHERIES    (IRELAND)  — THE  SOUTH 
AND  WEST  COASTS.— EBSOLUTION. 
Thb  Earl  of  HOWTH,  in  rising  to 

move — 


rUDcU  00  tha  Bouth  and  weat  oout  ot  IreUnl 
much  required ;  that  iu  the  event  of  Hsr 
Majesty's  Glovemment  accepting  the  Teoom- 
mendatioQ  of  the  Royal  OommiiBion  on  Iriih 
Public  Works  to  Teconatract  the  Irish  Fisharv 
Department,  legiBlation  be  not  delaved  ba;ond 
the  present  Seaeion  of  Parliament, 

said,  it  was  not  his  intention  at  present 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon  the  whole 
question  of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  He  ventured  to  assert, 
however,  that  he  approved  of  its  prin- 
cipal observations,  which  consisted  in  the 
proposal  to  develop  the  deep  sea  fishing 
apart  from  those  in  shore  or  near  the 
shore;  that  large  vessels  manned  by 
skilled  crews  were  to  be  constructed ; 
that  full-sized  and  deep  harbours  were 
to  be  erected;  and  that  railway  com- 
munication was  to  be  established  to- 
wards them  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating the  exportation  of  the  captured 
fish  for  the  English  markets.  This  policy 
was  8  total  subversion  of  the  principles 
of  the  Irish  Fishery  Act  of  1869,  which, 
by  promoting  the  building  of  email 
fishing  piers,  had  conferred  benefit  and 
relief  upon  the  coast  population.  He 
was  certainly  not  opposed  to  seeing 
relief  extended  to  congested  and  poor 
districts.  Quite  the  contrary;  but  he 
ventured  to  think  that  expenditure  could 
be  beneficially  made  in  improving  the 
condition  of  the  fisheries.  The  Irish 
fisheries,  with  the  exception  of  the 
mackerel  fishery  in  a  small  portion  of 
the  South- Western  Coast  of  Ireland, 
had  been  very  fully  explained  and 
entered  into  in  this  Beport ;  and  it 
would  appear  that  in  tbe  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners  it  had  been  proved  that 
there  was  an  inexhaustible  supply  of 
fish  on  the  Western  and  Southern  Coast, 
and  that,  with  the  assistance  of  future 
legislation,  great  benefits  might  be  con- 
ferred on  the  fishing  industry.  It  was 
dear  that  the  fishing  grounds  had  never 
at  any  time  been  fully  inspected  aud 
ooneidered,  and  that  thorough  inspection 
of  them  was  absolutely  necessary  in 
order  that  it  might  be  fully  proven  what 
was  the  supply  of  fish  upon  them,  what 
was  the  quality  and  the  species  of  the 
fiah,  and  in  what  localities  they  were  to 
21 
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was  evident  that  the  fio^al  Commis- 
Bionera  considered  that  the  present 
Fieheiy  Officers  were  unfitted  for  their 
duties,  and  that  they  were  also  dissatis- 
fied with  the  way  in  which  they  managed 
the  Irish  Fisheries.  He  ventured  to  urge 
upon  Her  Afajeaty's  Government  that  if 
they  had  decided  that  these  men  shonld 
be  dismisaed,  it  was  very  unfair  to  allow 
this  sentence  to  remain  hanging  over 
them,  even  till  next  Session,  or  even 
after  the  present  Session  was  past. 
There  were  in  Ireland,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  in  fishery  matters  as  in  polities, 
two  programmes.  The  popular  pro- 
gramme was  that  fishery  grounde  should 
not  be  made  subservient  to  the  interests 
of  the  coast  population ;  while  the  other 
view  was  that  the  fishery  grounds  were 
not  to  be  made  subservient  to  supplying 
the  demands  of  England  with  fish.  The 
Irish  fiebenes  were  at  present  regulated 
by  the  Act  of  1869,  which  was  intro- 
duced immediately  tdtet  the  Election  by 
Mr.  Blake,  then  Member  for  Waterford, 
and  received  a  very  liberal  support  from 
the  Irish  county  Members  as  well  as  the 
Members  for  boroughs.  It  was  approved 
of  by  the  Government  and  received  their 
support,  and  its  main  features  supported 
his  first  Heaolution.  The  expenditure  of 
thousands  of  pounds  on  the  construction 
of  harbours  and  railways  would  give 
enormous  employment  to  the  people.  It 
would  aid  the  farmers  and  the  shop- 
keepers, and  also,  perhaps,  the  publi> 
cans  would  be  paid.  The  whole  neigh- 
bourhood would  derive  enormous  benefit 
by  these  small  piers,  and  they  certainly 
were  very  popular  all  over  Ireland.  Mr, 
Blake,  the  previous  Chairman  of  the 
Fishery  Oommissioners,  had  supported 
these  principles  for  years,  and  Sir 
Thomas  Brady  had  also  supported  them. 
He  thought  it  was  pretty  clear  that  the 
Commissioners  exceeded  their  powers  in 
making  an  inquiry  into  the  Irish  Fishery 
administration,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
sweeping  measure  of  removing  Sir 
Thomas  Brady,  who  was  a  gentleman  of 
great  experience  and  ability,  and  two 
other  Commissioners,  which  had  been 
suggested  by  the  Boyal  Commission, 
wo^d  not  be  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment. 

^ov«d  to  resolve — 

1  "  That  an  uDmediate  Barrey  of  the  flihinz 
ffnnmds  on  the  aonth  and  vest  coast  of  Irclanq 
is  much  rei^aired : 


be  found,  before  an  expenditure  of  a 
large  sum  of  money  was  entered  upon. 
It  was  always  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion, also,  whether  the  youths  who  were 
employed  on  the  sea  fisheries  of  Ireland, 
and  entirely  on  the  sea  fildieriee  of  Ire- 
land, should  continue  their  profession 
unless  more  happy  prospects  might  be 
secured  to  the  future  of  the  Irish 
fisheries.  This  inspection  was  really 
and  decidedly  a  case  of  what  might  bo 
termed  urgency.  In  all  that  had  taken 
place  hitherto,  it  was  assamed  that  there 
were  inexhaustible  supplies  of  fish ;  but 
there  waa  a  striking  absence  of  infor- 
mation that  could  be  relied  upon.  The 
only  argument  urged  against  immediate 
inspection  of  the  coast  was  that  no 
European  natioD  had  made  such  inspec- 
tion ;  but  the  truth  was  the  waters  of 
all  civilized  countries  were  thoroughly 
well  known,  the  habits  of  their  fish  had 
been  studied,  and  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  inspection  which  was  so  urgent 
in  this  case.  It  was  essential  for  the 
sake  of  Irish  fishermen  who  were  seek- 
ing the  means  of  livelihood;  in  the  in- 
terests of  English  fishermen  who  were 
on  the  look-out  for  new  fishing  grounds ; 
in  the  interests  of  the  British  publio  who 
wanted  larger  aad  cheaper  suppliea  of 
fish ;  and  in  the  interests  of  the  British 
taxpayer  who  was  anxious  to  see  more 
fish  caught  in  return  for  the  money  that 
had  been  expended  upon  the  Irish 
Fisheries.  The  Beport  recommended  an 
expenditure  of  £400,000  on  harbours 
and  railways  communicating  with  them ; 
and  it  would  be  moat  unwise  to  incur 
this  expenditure  without  more  definite 
information  as  to  the  fishing  grounds, 
For  the  purposes  of  inspection,  and  to 
obtain  information  for  the  guidance  of 
fishermen,  the  American  Government 
granted  no  less  than  £120,000  a-year. 
With  regard  to  the  second  Besolution, 
the  Boyal  Commission  had  very  clearly 
and  decidedly  recommended  the  dis- 
missal of  the  three  Irish  Fishery  Com- 
missioners— Sir  Thomas  Brady,  Major 
Hayes,  and  Mr.  Hornsby.  They  recom- 
mended that  there  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  them  a  Board  of  practical 
men  connected  with  the  fisheries ;  that 
only  one  of  them,  the  Chairman,  should 
receive  a  salary,  and  that  the  rest  of  the 
Board  should  be  composed  of  unpud 
members.  He  was  opposed  to  that  pro- 
posal, but  he  would  not  now  enter  mto 
details  in  conneoluon  with  the  matter.  It 
Tht  .Eari  0/ ffme^ 
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2  Tbatinthaeventof HerHajeBty'sOoTem- 
meat  accepting  the  recoannendAtion  of  the 
Rojal  CommisnoQ  on  Irish  Public  Works  to 
TSConatraQt  the  Irish  Fishory  Department, 
legiilation  ha  not  delayed  beyond  the  preseat 
Beaiionof  Parliament."— (TAe  Earl  ef  Soul h.) 
The  LOED  PBIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadoqah)  Baid,  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible not  to  sympathize  with  the  objocts 
of  the  Bohle  Earl  in  placing  his  Motion 
on  the  Table ;  and  he  was  certainly  not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  would  not  be 
desirable  that  the  survey  of  the  fishing 
grounds  on  the  South  and  West  CoastB 
should  be  made  as  soon  as  possible, 
was  quite  true  that  the  Commissioners 
did  in  one  parf^raph  of  their  Beport 
recommend  that  some  such  survey  should 
be  mads,  but  they  did  not  lay  muoh 
stress  upon  the  recommendation.  Un- 
doubte£y  it  was  a  point  which  must  be 
considered  in  connection  with  other 
matters  dealt  with  by  the  Commission. 
In  reply  to  the  last  portion  of  the  noble 
Earl's  Motion,  he  could  only  say  that  it 
was  not  the  wish  of  the  Government  to 
delay  any  legislation  in  connection  with 
this  subject  longer  than  was  necessary  ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Earl 
that  on  a  previous  occasion  he  informed 
him  that  the  Commissioners  were  in- 
structed to  deal  with  the  subjects  which 
were  to  come  before  them  in  the  order 
most  advantageous  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, and  they  took  the  question  uf 
arterial  drainage  first  and  issued  their 
Beport  on  that  subject  before  the  Be- 
port on  Irish  Fisheries.  The  Oovem- 
ment  had  thought  it  better  to  follow  the 
order  of  these  subjects  adopted  by  the 
Commissioners.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  accordingly  prepared, 
as  he  said  some  time  ago  he  would  pre- 
pare, three  Bills  on  the  subject  of  arterial 
drainage,  and  when  he  informed  the 
noble  Earl  that  these  Bills  were  pre- 
pared and  printed  at  Whitsuntide,  and 
that  hin  riimt  hnn.  Friend  had  not  even 


whether  tho  Hoyal  Commissioners  had 
exceeded  their  authority  or  not,  because, 
as  the  noble  Earl  was  well  aware.  Her 
Uajesty's  Government  had  no  (control 
over  Boyal  Oommissione,  and  if  any  re- 
commendation that  the  Commissianers 
had  made  were  ultra  vire>,  so  as  to  render 
objectionable  such  legislation  as  might 
be  founded  upon  them,  that  was  a  matter 
which  oould  be  dealt  with  when  they 
came  to  introdace  into  Fatliament  the 
measures  on  this  subject  which,  oo 
doubt,  it  would  be  their  duty  to  bring 
forward.  So  far  as  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  concerned  he  trusted 
that  he  would  not  now  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  go  to  a  Division.  He  could  only 
say  that  the  subject  of  Fisheries  had  re- 
ceived the  anxious  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  their  wish  to  pro- 
ceed with  legielation  on  the  subject  with 
as  little  delay  aspossible. 

Thb  Eabl  of  HOWTH  said,  he  must 
express  his  appreciation  of  the  anxious 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
promote  the  industries  of  Ireland,  and 
he  was  in  no  hurry  on  the  subject  of  his 
Motion.  He  would  be  quite  satisfied  if 
satisfactory  legislation  were  introduced 
next  year. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  teiik- 
drawn. 

LOCAL  BANKRUPTOr  (IRELAND)  BILL, 
(Ti4  Lord  Aihbounu.) 
(KO.  %'i.)      OOMMITTBE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agrtid  to. 
Clause  4  (Cork  and  Belfast  local  bank- 
ruptcy courts). 

LoBD  FITZGEBAIjD  begged  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  clause.     This  was  a 
subject  which  affected  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  as  from  his  ex- 
perience he  could  not  fail  to  see  that 
I  eatail 
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Thb  lord  CHANCELLOE 
IRELAND  (Lord  Abhbouhne)  said,  ha 
was  tolerablj  familiar  with  the  Bills 
pending  in  the  House  of  CommoDs  to 
whi«li  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
referred,  and  he  iras  bound  to  say  that 
he  entirely  failed  to  see  the  relevancy 
of  these  Bills  to  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Loidshipa,  and  if  they  were  passed 
by  their  Lordships,  they  would  not  he 
the  remotest  bearing  upon  this  queati 
of  Local  Bankruptcy  at  all.  Then  his 
Doble  and  learned  Friend  raised  the  point 
of  increased  expenditure,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  there  was  not  one 
of  their  Lordships  who  would  not  have 
supposed,  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  remarks,  that  by  this  moderate 
Bill  be  proposed  to  manufacture  two 
brand  new  Oanrta,  two  brand  new 
Judges,  with  brand  new  officials.  No- 
thing of  the  kind.  It  only  proposed 
to  utilize  existing  Judges  and  existing 
officers,  and  only  supplemented  theee 
officers  where  it  was  proved  to  be 
absolutdy  necessary.  The  only  propoaal 
it  made  was  that  it  conferred  upon  exist- 
ing Judges  this  much  songht  after  and 
desired  local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction. 
Since  this  question  was  last  before  their 
Lordships  a  meeting  had  been  held 
Cork  which  was  attended  by  all  classes 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  at  which 
Besolutions  had  been  pasaed  strongly 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  being  passed. 
The  Becorder  of  Oork  alone,  as  far  as 
his  noble  and  learned  iriend  had  stated, 
was  against  it.  And  in  Belfast  there 
was  a  large  meeting  held  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.  He  found  that  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce  of  England  and  the  United 
Kingdom  had  passed  Resolutions  in 
favour  of  local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction 
and  in  favour  of  such  legislation  taking 
place  in  Ireland.  What  authorities  was 
bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  able  to 
marshal  against  the  Bill  ?  Ur.  Biohard 
Davoren,  a  highly  respectable  solicitor 
practising  in  the  Dublin  Bankruptcy 
Court,  of  course,  was  against  it,  and 
another  respectable  solicitor,  Mr.  Ben- 
nett Thompson,  gave  his  individual 
opinion  against  it,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  a  more  meagre  support  had 
never  been  given  to  the  opposition  to 
a  Bill  than  the  letter  written  by  the  8eo- 
retary  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society 
saying  that  they  did  not  wish  any  further 
aetion  to  be  taken  in  that  House  with 
regard  to  thisBill.    Lost  jrear  three  Bill^  | 


had  been  introdaoed  into  the  House  of 
Commons  on  this  very  question,  one  of 
them  by  Mr.  Sexton,  who  was  known  not 
to  be  a  Conservative.  That  Bill  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  with  ISr. 
Seiton  as  Cbairman,  and  in  all  essential 
lines  this  Bill  was  tfae  same  as  the  Bill 
when  it  emerged  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. Then  they  were  asked  not  to 
pass  this  Bill  because  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
Actof  16B3 worked  well.  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's Bill  of  1883  made  important 
changes  in  the  law  and  pro«edare. 
This  Bill  made  no  change  whatever 
in  the  law,  and  if  it  was  thought 
desirable  afterwards  to  adopt  any 
or  all  of  the  provisions  of  tne  Act 
of  18B3,  there  would  be  nothing  in 
this  Bill  to  interfere  with  that  being 
done.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
consider  it  unreasonable  to  withhold 
what  was  sought  for  for  a  great  many 
reasons— namely,  the  eetablidiment  of 
local  bankruptcy  jurisdiction,  and  that 
they  would  give  it  in  the  way  which 
conuuended  itself  to  the  judgment  of  all 
those  must  interested  in  this  question. 

EiaL  SPENCER  thought  it  was  de- 
sirable  that  facilities  for  bankruptcy 
proceedings  should  be  extended  lo(»lly 
in  Ireland.  When  he  was  in  Ireland 
representations  were  made  to  him  from 
different  parte  of  the  country  strongly 
urging  the  (Government  not  to  drop  the 
clauses  with  regard  to  Ireland  which 
originally  appeared  in  the  Bill  of  1BB3. 
He  would  be  the  last  person  to  wish  to 
add  to  the  already  overgrown  judicial 
state  of  Ireland  ;  but  when  he  read  the 
Bill  he  did  not  understand  it  would 
necessitate  anything  like  the  expense 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  feared — 
considering  that  no  new  Judges  or 
officers  would  be  required.  He  hoped 
that  the  greatest  possible  care  would  be 
taken  to  see  that  the  salaries  and  allow- 
ances under  it  would  be  moderate.  If 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  pressed 
his  Motion  to  a  Division  he  oertainly 
should  be  obliged  to  vote  against  him 
and  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Bill  r^orttd  without  Amendment ;  and 
to  be  read  3^  on  f^4ay  next. 

House  B^oumed  at  Eight  o'clock,  to 
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HOUSE    OF    COHUONS, 

Friday,  22nd  June,  ISflS. 

Tb6  Honae  met  at  two  of  the  clock. 

MTNUTES.!— Nbw  Writ  Ibsded— JIjt  Long- 
ford (Bouth  Longfoid  Divigion),  v.  lAwrenoe 
CoQOolly,  wquire,  Ohiltom  Hundredi. 

Public  Btu-a—Orderid—Ffril  Rtading—ljt.-w 
Agecla  [Scotland) "  [303], 

Ctmmittee — Local   Qoveninient  (EngUnd    ajid 


minghtm)*  [30«]. 
Contidtnd  «  ammdtd—  Third  Seadinj— local 

OaTernmeiit  (No.  S)  *  [271],  and  jnuW. 
ThirJ  Blading — Local  Qovemment  {No.  10)  * 

[276];  Local  QovenimBnt  (No.   !!)•  [376], 

CRIUINALL&WAND  PROCEDUBE  (lEE. 

LAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT  OF 

ME.  JOHN  DILLON). 

Mb.  speaker  Bcquaintedthe  House 
th&t  he  hod  reoeived  tne  followiag  letter 
relttting  to  the  impruonment  of  a  Mem- 


6 )       Army  Aceoutremmti, 


9t6 


ber  of  this  Houee  :■ 


SlE, 


20,  1888. 


I  hsTO  tlie  honour  to  report  tlwt  Mr,  John 
DiUoD,  M.F.  for  Eut  Ma;o,  dot;  appealed  to 
me,  u  Coanty  Court  Judge  and  Chairmsn  of 
Qnuter  BeMiona,  from  tvo  Orders  of  OonvioUoa 
made  one  on  the  11th  May,  1B88,  and  one  on 
the  12th  Hay,  1888,  whereby  he  waa  conTicted 
noder  the  firtt  of  aaid  Orden  of  having  with 
other  peiaaii*  unlawfully  taken  part  in  a 
Criminal  Conipiraoy,  poniahahla  by  Iaw,  to 
compal  and  induce  certain  penoni,  tenanta  of 
farma  titoatt  in  diven  parti  of  Ireland,  not  to 
fnUl  their  legal  ohligaUoni,  to  wit,  to  refuia 
to  pay  to  the  owners  of  inch  farma  the  renta 
which  they  the  laid  tananta  were  and  might 
become  lawfully  bonnd  to  pay,  and  which  the 
owD«ra  of  laid  farma  were  and  might  become 
lawfully  entitled  to  be  paid;  and,  nndtr  the 
2od  of  nid  ^Orders,  of  inciting  peraona  nnlnw- 
fnQy  to  take  part  in  a  Criminal  Conipirocy, 
■tatad  in  the  aame  terma.  Upon  each  of  theee 
coDvictiona  Ordera  were  made  that  Mr.  Dillon 
ihonid  be  imprisoned  for  nx  montha  without 
hard  labour,  the  aentencea  to  run  concnrrently. 
Hr.  Dillon  appeared  in  due  cnnne  before  me 
thia  day  at  the  Quarter  Sciuona  held  at  Dun- 
dalh,  in  the  laid  county,  when,  upon  hearing 
the  evidence  and  what  wa«  advanced  by  Ht. 


Dillon  in  hia  defence,  I  affirmed  the  conviction 
and  the  eeDtence  in  each  caae. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 
Yonr  moat  obedient  servant, 

W.  KiBBET, 

County  Conit  Judge  of  Armagh  and  Lonth. 
The  Bight  Honoorable 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

QUSSTIOIfS. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

—ME.  T.  A.  STEWART,  INSPECTOR  OP 

SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &o.)  asked  the  Lord  Avooate, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  House  what 
IB  the  nature  of  the  speotal  merit  which 
entitled  Mr.  T.  A.  Stewart,  Her  Majesty's 
InspeotoT  of  Schools,  to  be  promoted 
over  the  heads  of  nine  of  his  colleagues  ; 
what  are  the  defects  in  the  official  career 
of  the  nine  superseded  inspectors  which 
led  to  their  heiug  passea  over ;  upon 
what  grounds  was  the  senior  of  the 
nine — namely,  Mr.  William  J0U7,  super- 
seded ;  and,  what  are  the  grounds  upon 
which  promotion  b;  aeniortt;  to  the 
higher  CTsde  of  Inspectorships  has  been 
departed  from  for  ttie  first  time  in  Scot- 
land ? 

Thi  LORD  ADVOOATB  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodomald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  UniversitieB)  :  I  have  already 
stated  the  grounds  upon  which  Mr. 
Stewart  was  appointed  one  of  the  Obief 
Inspectorfl ;  and  their  Lordships  must 
decline  to  discuss  the  individual  merita 
of  the  officers  who  were  not  chosen  to 
fill  that  office. 

WAE  OFFICE-ARMY  ACCOUTREMENTS 

—THE     Sbd     BEDFORDSHIRE    REOI- 

MENT— VALISES. 

Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oan- 
terbnry]  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position 
to  give  further  information  regarding 
the  800  valises  supplied  to  the  3rd 
BedtordahiTe  Regiment,  and  reported 
as  unfit  for  use  after  three  trainings ; 
and,  the  total  number  of  valises  of  the 
deBcription  in  question  supplied  to  the 
British  Government,  and  the  names  of 
the  contractors  and  of  the  officers  who 
passed  them  ? 

8m  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasukx]  (Wigton)  (who  replied) 
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eaid:  SpedmenB  of  these  were  sent 
from  the  Eastero  District  for  examina- 
tion at  Woolwich.  They,  however,  only 
left  Uie  district  the  day  before  yester- 
day ;  and,  considering:  the  time  neces- 
aary  to  examine  them,  it  will  be  at  least 
a  week  before  I  can  answer  this  Ques- 
tion. 

THE      MAGISTRACY      (IRELAND)— MK. 

W.   J.   GLASGOW,  C00K8T0WN,  CO. 

TYEONE. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUS8ELL  (Tyrone,  9.) 
asked  iir.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  report  in  TAe  Northtrn  WTiig  of 
3une  11,  of  proceedings  at  the  Petty 
SeseionB  beta  at  Oookstown,  County 
Tyrone,  on  the  previous  day,  in  which 
til.  W.  J.  Glasgow,  proprietor  of  an 
estfinsive  drapery  establishment  in  that 
town,  was  charged  with  riotous  and 
indecentbehaviouronMay  14;  whether, 
at  the  trial,  the  solicitor  for  Mr.  Glasgow 
stated  he  was  instructed  that  a  magis- 
trate then  on  the  Bench  had  instigated 
the  proeeoutioD  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
juring Mr.  Glasgow  in  his  business  ; 
whether  the  charge  was  dismissed  by 
the  magistrates;  and,  if  he  can  state 
who  was  the  prosecutor,  and  on  what 
grounds  the  prosecution  was  initiated  ? 

Thb  80LICIT0E  GENEEAL  for 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  case  by  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Bummone 
was  issued  by  the  Town  Clerk.  The 
charge  was  dismissed  by  the  magistrates, 
there  being  no  evidence  against  the 
defendant.  The  solicitor  for  the  defence 
did  make  the  statement  mentioned  In 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Question  ; 
but  the  Towu  Clerk,  who  prosecuted, 
said  there  was  not  a  shadow  of  founda- 
tion for  the  assertion.  From  the  Report 
before  him  (Mr.  Madden)  the  case  ap- 
peared to  be  one  of  mistaken  identity. 


iverpool ;  whether  there  is  anj  reason 
for  this  difTetence  in  the  fadlitiea  affor- 
ded by  the  Revenue  Authorities  to  the 
two  cities;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  remedy  the  inconvenience 
arising  in  Liverpool  therefrom  ? 

The  CHANOEliOR  ofthbEXOHE- 
QUEH  (Mr.  Gosohbk)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  Facilities  have  re- 
cently been  given,  and  further  facilities 
are  about  to  be  given,  at  Liverpool  to 
meet  the  delay  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion, and  it  is  hoped  that  they  will  prove 
sufficient  for  their  purpose.  As  regards 
the  allowance  of  discount,  I  have  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  the  general 
question  of  discounts  is  now  under  ood- 
sideratioD. 

HI0T8    AND     DI8TDRBAMCE8     (IRE- 
LAND)  —  DISTURBANCES    AT     KIL- 
HUSH,  COUNTY  CLARE. 
Mb.    JORDAN   (Clare,    W.)    asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to   a  paragraph  in  Th» 
Freeman' I  Journal  of  the  Itith  instant,  in 
which  it  is  stated  : — 

"  Thitt  after  the  pnbUo  bellman  had  sn- 
□oanced  through  tha  atrects  orKilruah,  County 
Clare,  the  result  of  the  Election  for  the  Ayr 
Burghs,  H  patrol  of  poUoe  paraded  the  streets 
carrying  rerolTen  and  truncheons.  In  the 
market  square  a  ^roup,  rejoicing  at  tho  result 
of  the  electioQ,  wsaattscked  hy  the  police,  and 
a  man  named  Mastenon  was  arrested.  On 
Mastereon  proteeting  against  the  atrest  and  re- 
fusing to  go  to  the  barracks  excitement  ensued, 
and  four  policemen  drew  their  rerolvBrg,  pre- 
sented them  at  the  crowd,  declaring  Ihey  would 
Qre  if  interfered  with,  one  constable  striking 
Maaterson  on  the  head  with  his  baton,"  Sea. 
And,  whether  these  statements  are  true ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  take  »teps  to  prevent 
interference  by  the  police  with  people 
expressing  their  aatisfactian  at  a  political 
victory. 

Thb  chief  8ECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.},  in  reply, 
said,  the  District  Inspector  reported 
there  was  no  truth  in  the  statements  of 
the  newspaper  paragraph.  The  actual 
circumstances  were  these — About  8  p.m., 
and  two  and  a-half  hours  after  the  bell- 
man had  made  the  anoounoement,  a 
patrol  of  three  constables  went  out  in 
the  ordinary  way  armed  with  revolvers. 
Masterson,  who  was  drunk,  accosted 
them  in  the  street.  Thej  told  him  to 
caused,  and  the  usual  discount  upon  im- 1  go  home.  He  then  attacked  them,  and 
Sir  fferltrt  MaxwtU 


Ma.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  Inland  Revenue  Offioe  at  Liver- 
pool has  not  facilities  for  the  stamping 
uf  plain  parchment  and  paper  as  exist 
in  Mancheater,  whereby  some  delay  L 
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they  Brrested  him  tot  being  drunk  and 
disorderly.  The  crowd  began  to  throw 
Btones.  One  of  the  police  struck  Uaater- 
BOn,  who  bad  hold  of  another  constable 
by  the  throat  at  the  time.  More  stones 
were  thrown.  The  police  drew  their  re- 
volvers, and  the  crowd  felt  back. 
Masterson  was  brought  to  the  barrack 
and  subsequent!;  discharged. 

Thb  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W) :  la  ii  the 
ordinary  way  for  patrols  of  police  to  go 
armed  with  revolvers  in  Ireland? 

Ms.  A.  7.  BALFOTJB  said,  the  way 
iu  which  tho  police  were  attacked  showed 
it  was  necessary  they  shoold  be  armed . 

VA0OINATI0NACTB-CONVI0TI0N8AT 
BATH. 

Mb.  HANDEL  C08SHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  aaked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departcnent,  Whether  he  ie  aware 
that,  on  the  12th  of  this  month,  18  per- 
sons were  oonvioted  by  the  Bath  Bench 
of  Magistrates  for  offences  under  the 
Vaooinatioii  Acts ;  whether  several  of 
the  magistrates  who  adjudioated  on  the 
occasion  wore  members  of  the  Bath 
Board  of  Qnardians,  and  were,  there- 
fore, proseoutors  in  the  cases  on  which 
they  adjudicated ;  whether  it  is  usual  or 
legal  for  prosecutors  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  cases  in  which  they  are  personally 
interested  ;  whether  the  fines  inflicted  iu 
these  oases  have  to  be  paid  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Bath  Board  of  Ouar- 
dians ;  whether  there  were  any  irregu- 
larities in  these  prosecutions ;  and, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  revise  the  sentenoeH  of  the  Beuoh. 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  the  fact  is  as  stated.  Two  out  of 
the  three  magistrates  who  adjudicated 
are  elected  Guardians  for  uie  Bath 
Union.  They  had,  however,  taken  no 
part  in  directing  any  of  the  proseoutions ; 
and  therefore,  as  I  am  adviHed,  were 
not  disqualified  from  sitting  in  judg- 
ment. The  law  as  to  the  disqualifica- 
tion of  Justices  &om  adjudicating  in 
cases  in  which  they  are  personally  in- 
terested is  laid  down  in  many  well-known 
legal  text-booke,  and  cannot  be  stated 
within  the  compass  of  an  answer.  I 
understand  that  the  fines  in  question 
were  paid  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  city. 
I  cannot  ascertain  that  there  were  any 
irregularities  in  these  proseoutions ;  and. 


{ivm  2%  1BB8| 


ConitiAularff. 


CEIMINAL  LAW-8TABBraO  CASE  AT 

mVEEPOOL— CASE    OF    JOHN    DUG- 

GAN. 

Ma.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  asked  the  Seoretur  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  John  Duggan,  who,  after 
stabbine  a  girl  without  provocation  juet 
below  the  right  ear,  was  discharged  by 
the  Recorder  of  Liverpool  without  any 
punishment ;  whether  the  Home  Office 
18  aware  that  street  ruffianism  in  Liver- 
pool has  been  for  some  time  the  subject 
of  consideration  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges;  and,  whether  he  will 
aause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  above-men- 
tioned ? 

Thk  SECHETARY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case,  and  I  have  obtained  a  Report 
from  the  Recorder  upon  it,  who  informs 
me  that  the  prisoner,  a  youth  of  18,  was 
standing  in  the  street,  drunk,  with  a 
knife  in  his  hand,  with  which  he  struck 
at  a  woman  who  was  passing  and  in- 
flicted a  wound  skin-deep.  The  act  was 
withoutmotiveorprovocation.  He  bad 
been  three  weeks  in  prison,  had  a  good 
character,  and  his  employers  were  will- 
ing to  receive  him  back  if  speedily  re- 
leased. He  was  also  the  sole  support  of 
a  widowed  mother  and  seven  children. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Judga 
thought  it  right  to  sentence  him  to  two 
days  imprisonment.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Judge,  the  case  had  no  conneotion 
with  the  street  ruf^anism  referred  to  in 
the  Question. 

ROYAL  IRISH  C0N8TABTILA8T— DIS- 
TBICT  INSPEOTOK  TILLY. 

Mn.  COX  (Clare,  E.)  (for  Sir  Thomas 
EatcoNDB)  (Dublin  Co.,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  District  Inepeotor 
Tilly,  R,I,0.,  has  yet  received  the  pro- 
motion promised  him ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  this  officer  will 
be  promoted  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  {Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
District  Inspector  mentioned  has  not  yet 
received  promotion.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  when  the  opportunity  may  arise. 
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CRIMINAL    LAW    AND     PEOCBDURB 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  188 7 -EMPLOYMENT 

OF  OONVKJT  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gatesliead) 
asked  the  Chief  Beoretaiy  to  the  Lord 
liiautonant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
Iteport  as  to  the  effect  of  the  remiesion 
of  Bard  labour  to  the  exclusion  of  any 
other  form  of  emploTment  in  caees  of 
impnsonmeDt  ander  the  Crimiu&l  Law 
ana  Procedure  (Ireland)  A.ct  has  within 
the  last  12  months  been  made  by  any  of 
the  medical  or  other  officiala  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's prisons  in  Ireland  F 

The  chief  8ECEETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoce)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
General  Prisons  Board  inform  me  that 
no  conrioted  criminal  prisoner  in  Ire- 
land, whether  sentenced  to  hard  labour 
or  not,  is  unemployed,  except  on  medi- 
cal grounds,  the  Board  being  required 
by  the  47th  section  of  40  &  41  Fiet. 
0.  49,  to  find  employment  for  prisoners 
not  senteooed  to  nard  labour. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  Can  the  right 
hon.  'jlentleman  say  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  employment  ? 

Me.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  lamnotTeiy 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  Prison 
Itules ;  but  I  suppose  the  same  Rule 
obtains  in  Ireland  as  in  England  in  the 
matter. 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  prisoners  not  sentenced  to  hard 
labour  have  to  break  stones  and  pick 
oakum,  the  same  as  ordinary  prisoners? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  just 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Pri- 
sons Board  have  to  £nd  employment  for 
all  prisoners. 

Me.  OONTBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  does  he  not  think  be  ought  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  Prison  Hules  7 

[No  reply.] 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES :  1  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  further  Question  on  the 
subject. 

INLAND  REVENUE-RECEIPTS  FROM 
LICENOBS  AND  INHABITED  HOUSE 
DUTY. 

Us.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  previous  to  the  diseussion  of 
Clause  16  of  the  Local  Qorsmment  Bill, 


a  Betum  showing  the  revenue  derived 
from  licences  on  the  sale  of  iotoxioating 
liquors,  and  from  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  respectively,  for  each  county  in 
England  and  Wales? 

ThbCH  ANCELLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Ur.  QoaoHEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Icouldgivethebon. 
Member  the  Betum  which  he  asks  for 
with  regard  to  existing  oounties.  But, 
ifhe  wants  them  for  the  counties  as  they 
will  be  constituted  by  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Bill,  it  would  be  possible  to  give 
the  Betum  of  the  revenue  derived  from 
licences,  as  that  has  already  been  pre- 
pared ;  but  the  Betum  of  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  could  only  be  obtained 
with  much  trouble,  and  would  require 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  the  old  areas  would 
be  sufficient. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  the  Return 
can  be  given, 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  (IRELAND)  — 
THE  LAGAN  NAVIGATION  COM- 
PANY. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasniy, 
Does  he  still  intend  paying  £3,500  to 
the  Lagan  Navigation  Conipany  for 
taking  over  the  Ulstor  ana  Tyrone 
Canals,  which  have  cost  the  country 
£1100,000 ;  will  he,  at  least,  not  make 
over  to  them  the  profit  rental  of  £130 
a-yeor  for  lands  and  houses;  will  he 
make  inquiry,  before  paying  the  £3,500, 
as  to  the  truth  of  Mr.  J.  G.  V.  Porter's 
statement  in  his  newspaper  of  June  13, 
that  he,  in  1875,  bought  £2,000  worth 
of  Lagan  Company's  Stock  for  £300, 
and  that  Messrs.  Wyat,  solicitors,  have 
a  claim  of  £1,500  against  the  Lagan 
Company  for  promoting  the  Ulster 
Canal  Bill;  is  the  Lagan  Company  a 
limited  or  an  unlimited  liability  Com- 
pany; and  will  any  security  be  taken 
by  the  Treasury  that  none  of  the  £3,500 
granted  by  the  taxpayers  shall  go  to 
defray  Bill  promotion ;  but  shall  all  be 
laid  out  in  works  on  the  Ulster  and 
Tyrone  Canals  ? 

Thr  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  :  Sir,  I  think  it  will  be  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
to  Parliament  an  Estimate  for  the  sum 
of  £3,500,  as  stated  in  the  first  Question. 
I  do  not  think,  with  reference  to  the 
second  Question,  that  the  rental  of  the 
land  and  houses  should  be  aeparftted 
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followioK  aooouat  of  an  eTiction  in  Ire- 
land, wQtoh  ia  taken  ftvm  a  London 
paper: — 

"  An  eviction  was  curied  out  yeaterday  on 
the  property  of  Mr.  Moolroy  Gledfltanea  Fard- 
roait,  Cfogher,  telegraph*  our  Dublin  coitb»poo- 
deot  Nearly  40  police  were  in  attendtuice. 
The  srioted  family  numbers  nz  mamben.  One, 
a  blind  boy,  reoeired  the  last  taerament  last 
evening,  and  the  father,  an  old  man  of  80  years, 
was  10  weak  and  ill  as  to  appear  utterly  uacoa- 
BciouB  of  what  was  going  on  aroond  him.  An- 
other  «on  besought  the  Sub  -  Sheriff  (Mr. 
McKelrey)  to  delay  the  remoral  of  the  father 
from  bed  till  the  pariah  priest  might  be  sent 
for,  SB  the  arrival  of  Mr.  McKelvey  had  taken 
the  family  by  Barprise,  but  the  officer  was  ia- 
oxorable.  The  old  man  was  then  transferred 
from  his  bed  to  a  cart,  in  which  he  was  con- 
veyed to  the  house  of  a  aon-in-l^w,  where  he 
received  the  last  sacrament  immediately  after- 
wards from  the  parish  priest ; " 
whether  bis  attentioa  hae  been  called  to 
the  following  statement  of  the  parish 
priest,  which  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers  of  yeeterda;,  in  connection  with 
the  eviction  in  question : — Bev.  John 
M'Eenna,  parish  priest  of  Glog;her, 
writes  to  T/i»  Fruman— 

"  The  Wind  boy  who  received  the  lut  ssers- 
ments  of  the  Church  from  the  curate  of  this 
pariah  the  day  before  the  eviction  has  since 
made  a  partial  though  uncertain  recovery.  But 
the  father,  who  received  the  last  sacrament  from 
me  immediately  after  tbe  eviction,  continued  to 
sink  till  yesterday  eveuiug,  when  he  departed 
at  the  hour  of  S  o  clock.  It  is  absolutely  cor. 
tain  that  Hugh  Bogue  was  in  a  dying  stats 
when  he  was  carried  forth  from  his  house  on  a 
bed-tiok  by  the  Sheriff's  officers,  and  that  after- 
wards he  had  not  any  perfectly  lucid  interval 
up  to  the  moment  of  me  death ; ' ' 

whether  the  Qovemment  will  take  steps 
to  prevent  the  eviction  of  persona  who 
are  in  a  dying  condition ;  and,  whether 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Qovemment  to 
refuse  to  allow  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
;o  be  used  in  evioting  persona  under 
luch  painful  ciroumstanoes  ? 

The  chief  SEGRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoite)  (Manchester,  £.):  The 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 

Eorta  that  the  family  was  six  in  num- 
er  ;  but  that  the  "  blind  boy  "  referred 
to  is  a  man  apparently  between  30  and 
40  years  of  age.     It  was  stated  be  had 
received  the  last  ritea  of  tbe  Church  tbe 
evening    before.      He    was,    however, 
well  enough  to  walk  about  tbe  yard, 
using  the  most  violent  language  to  the 
[man,  there 
[linking  that 
he  eviction, 
r  him  on  the 


from  tbe  general  undertaking.  With 
reference  to  the  third  paragraph,  I  have 
no  information ;  nor  with  regard  to 
Paragraph  4.  With  regard  to  tbe  fifth 
Question,  I  will  endeavour  to  make 
tbe  best  arrangement  I  can  to  secure 
that  the  £3.500  shall  be  spent  on  the 
works. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Might  I  ask 
the  hen.  Gentleman,  before  this  Com- 
pany is  to  get  a  gift  of  £300,000  and  a 
second  gift  of  £3,500,  whetber  he  would 
first  ma^e  himself  acquainted  with  tbe 
matter — namely,  that  this  Company, 
which  is  alleged  to  be  worth  £70,000, 
eold  £2,000  worth  of  its  Stock  a  few 
years  ago  for  £300;  and  also  inquire 
whether  this  is  a  Company  of  limited 
liability  or  unlimited,  in  order  to  give 
taxpayers  aome  guarantee  that  these 
gentlemen  have  some  assets  at  all 
events  f 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  this 
Question  did  not  appear  on  the  Paper 
until  this  morning.  I  was  engaged  on 
a  Committee  upstairs,  and  had  no  time 
to  make  inquiry  ;  hut  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knows  that  I  have 
already  stated,  when  tbe  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  that  I  would  take  every 
precaution  I  could  in  the  agreement 
handing  over  the  property — if  the  agree- 
ment is  oome  to — that  every  precaution 
shall  be  secured  that  the  money  shall  be 
expended  on  the  works, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  will  repeat 
tbe  Question.  I  might  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  sent  bim  a  copy  of 
Ur.  Porter's  paper,  Inland'*  QauUe, 
which  contained  the  atatement,  yester- 
day. 

Mb.  JAOKSOK  :  Tea ;  but  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self would  hardly  have  accepted  the 
mere  statement  of  a  newspaper. 

Mb.  T.  U.  HEALT :  It  is  riebt  to 
state  that  Mr.  Porter  is  a  gentleman 
who  has  spent  tens  of  thousand  on  such 
works. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

BvronoKS  {ireland)-eviction  at 

CLOQHEH— ALLEGED  CRUEL  TEEAT- 
UBNT. 
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Ma.  W.  EEDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  OeutlemaD,  with  reference 
to  his  statement  that  the  man's  death 
was  not  hastened  by  his  being  carried 
out  when  he  was  lying  sick,  in  order  to 
satisfactorily  come  to  &  conclusion  on 
this  particular  point,  whether  he  will 
order  an  inquest,  so  that  the  Sub-Sheriff, 
who  insisted  on  carrying  him  out  in 
spite  of  the  protests  of  his  friends  that 
he  was  dying,  may  be  prosecuted  for 
lanslaughter,    of    which   he 
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4th  instant,  and  he  appeared  to  be  in 
his  usual  health  ;  and  it  is  the  general 
opinion  that  he  was  in  no  worse  health 
on  the  day  of  the  eriotion  than  he  had 
been  for  18  months  previously.  On  the 
day  of  oriotion  the  Assistant  Sheriff 
(Mr.  McKeWey)  appealed  to  hie  family 
to  remove  bim  themselves,  but  none  of 
them  would  do  so ;  and  the  Sheriff's 
officers  then  carried  him  out  most  care- 
fully on  his  bed  to  the  front  of  the 
house,  where  he  remained  about  a 
quarter  of  an  hour,  when  he  was  re- 
moved in  a  cart  to  the  residence  of  his 
aou-in-law,  about  one  mile  distant.  The 
responsibility  for  the  eviction  seems  to 
rest,  not  with  the  landlord,  whose  oon- 


was  responsible  for  the  prolonged  re- 
fusal to  meet  the  legal  obligation  of  the 
tenant. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND :  In  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's answer  where  he  states  that  the 
general  opinion  is  that  the  death  of 
Bogue  was  not  hastened  by  being 
carried  out,  might  I  ask  him  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  pariah  priest  of 
the  district,  who  said  that  it  was  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  Bogue  was  in  a 
dyiDg  condition  when  he  was  earned 
oat,  in  spite  of  the  protests  of  hie  trieDds 
that  the  unfortunate  man  might  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  hb  house  until  he 
died,  and  not  be  cast  out  F 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  was  not 
aware  of  the  cminion  of  the  priest. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  It  appears  on 
the  Question. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOXTB :  I  say  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  pinion  of  the  priest 
till  just  now ;  but  I  cannot  believe  it  to 
be  accurate,  in  view  of  the  foot  that  the 
man's  own  family  refused  to  carry  him 
out. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  reason  why  the  man's 
own  family  refused  to  carry  him  out 
was  that  they  could  not  carry  out  a  man 
who  they  saw  was  in  a  dying  condition; 
and,  also,  that  they  asked  theSub-Sheriff 
to  leave  him  in  the  house  for  a  few 
hours  until  he  died,  as  it  was  apparent 
to  everyone  that  he  must  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTIR :  I  have  no 
evidence  at  all  to  confirm  that  state- 
ment. 


Jfr.  A.  J.  Sai/m. 


doubtedly  guilty  F 
Ma.A.  J.B-"" 


BALFOUR :  The  ordering 

non-ordering  of  an  inqnest  does  not 
rest  with  me. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND :  I  be^  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will,  on  the  earheat  pos- 
sible moment,  call  further  attention  to 
the  death  of  this  man,  whose  death  un- 
doubtedly lies  at  the  door  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND :  For  when  he 
was  dying  they  cast  him  out. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Oo.,  Mid)  rose  to 
put  a  further  Question 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
call  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  whose 
name  ia  next  on  the  Paper  to  put  his 
Question. 

CRIMINAL      LAW     AND      PBOOEDTTBE 

(IHELAKD)    ACT,    IBPT-THE    ENNIB 

MEETING  — REMARKS    OF    COTTNTT 

COURT  JUDGE  KELLY. 

Ma.  COX  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

land,  'Whether  his  attention  has  been 

directed  to  the  following  report  which 

appeared  in  TA«  Star  of  June  21 : — > 

"  The  sentoncs  of  three  motitha*  imprUonnieiit 
paased  an  Mr.  J&mM  Halpin  for  tbe  Eddu  meet- 
ing wia  festerday  confirmed  at  tbe  Qnaiter 
SessioDB  by  County  Courty  Judge  Kelly.  An 
application  to  make  ttie  prisoner  a  flrst-daai 
misdemeaoiuit  vm  refaeed.  Colonel  Turner 
gave  endenca  of  the  circumBtiuicea  attending 
the  meetiDgatEnniiinaD  old  com  store.  Judge 
Kelly  :  How  ia  it  you  did  not  arrest  the  pro- 
moters  of  the  meeting  P— The  Witness  ;  They 
did  not  give  me  tbe  cbsuce, — Judge  Kelly :  Ob, 

BIB,  they  did.  They  came  down  here  from 
ublin.  It  is  hard  to  punish  poor  people,  and 
allow  these  fellows,  the  organisers,  to  go  free. 
— The  Witness  :  I  would  he  only  too  glad  to 
arrest  them  if  I  thought  1  had  a  chance. — The 
Judge :  Their  presence  was  quite  enough.  Tou 
had  the  placard  and  tbe  articles  in  Unittd  Ire- 
land calling  on  tlie  people  to  go  and  hwr  Mr. 
Davitt ; " 
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and,  vhetber,  if  a  ptoseoutioii  is  insti- 
tuted, he  will  underUlie  tliat  no  part  of 
the  looceedingfl  will  be  heard  by  Judge 
Kelly,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  prose- 
cation  was  recommended  by  him  ? 

Mr.  JORDAN  CClare,  W.)  also  had 
the  following  Queation  on  the  Paper : — 
To  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  report 
of  a  discussion  between  Mr.  Kelly, 
County  Court  Judge,  County  Clare,  and 
Colonel  Turner,  at  Ennia  Qaarter  Ses- 
eions,  which  appeared  in  TAt  Daily  ffmoa 
of  the  20th  instant — namely  : — 

"  The  wntenc«  of  thtea  month*'  inprisonmeDt 
passed  on  Ur.  Jtunes  Halpio,  «  member  ol  tbs 
NstioDBl  Leagae,  for  sttendmg  »  proolaimed 
meeting  at  Ennis,  was  confirmed  on  appeal  at 
the  Qouter  Seanona  hy  County  Conrt  Judge 
Kelly.  An  anplication  to  make  the  prisoner  a 
flnt-dsss  misoemeanant  woa  refused.  Priaoner 
was  taken  to  Limerick  Priaon  st  night. 

Colonel  Turner,  the  Divisional  Magistrate, 
gave  evidence  of  the  circumstances  attending 
Uie  meeting  at  Eonis  in  an  old  com  store. 

Judge  Kally :  How  is  it  you  did  not  arrest 
thepromoters  of  the  meeting  P 

The  Witnesa:  They  did  not  give  me  a  ohsnce. 

Judge  Kelly :  Oh  !  yee  they  did.  They  came 
down  here  from  Dublin,  and  those  inciting  to 
take  part  in  an  unlawful  assembly  are  liable  to 
puDisbinent  under  the  aection.  It  is  hard  to 
punieh  poor  people  and  allow  those  tellowa,  the 
organisers,  to  go  tree. 

The  Witness :  I  would  only  be  too  glad  to 
arrest  them  if  I  thought  I  had  a  chance. 

The  Judge  said,  he  could  not  for  the  lifa  of 
him  see  why  the  promoters  of  the  meeting  were 

The  Witneae :  Those  who  incite  unlawful  as- 
semblies take  very  good  core  not  to  attend 
them.    In  this  case  we  only  had  their  presence. 

TheJadge:  Their  presence  was  quito  enough. 
Ton  had  the  placards  and  the  articles  in  Uniltd 
Jrtlaiid  calling  on  the  people  to  go  and  hear  Mr. 
Davitt. 

The  Witness :  It  is  not  too  late,  my  Lord,  to 
do  it  now. 

Judge  Kelly :  That  may  be  i  but,  at  present, 
I  do  not  see  why  the  promoters  of  the  meeting 
were  not  prosecuted. 

The  Witness  (Colonel  Tomer) :  I  shsll  know 
what  to  do  next  time  ; " 

whether  it  is  the  practice  for  Judgee  to 
advise  proeecutions  which  afterwards 
may  come  before  them  for  decision  ;  and, 
whether,  if  a  prosecution  is  instituted, 
he  will  undertake  that  no  part  of  the 
proceedings  will  be  heard  by  Judge 
Kelly,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
secution was  recommended  by  him  t 

Thk  chief  8EGBETAKY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAifouaJ  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  there  nad  not  been  time  to  make 
the  seoessaiy  local  inquiry  to  enable 


him  to  give  a  full  answer.  But  he  might 
inform  the  bon.  Member  for  East  Clare, 
if  it  was  any  consolation  to  him,  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  institute  any  further 
prosecationa  in  oonaecUon  with  the 
meeting  in  question. 

INDIA— ADEN  HARBOUR  TRTTST. 

Mr.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  seeing  that  three  years 
have  now  elapsed  since  the  Secretary  of 
State  wrote  to  India  recommending  the 
formation  of  a  Harbour  Trust  for  Aden, 
chieQy  for  the  purpose  of  deepening  the 
harbour,  and  that  a  Bill  to  create  such 
Tru£t  was  passed  by  the  Bombay  Council 
a  year  ago,  what  reason  is  given  by  the 
Governmeut  of  India  for  the  delay  now 
taking  place  in  the  accomplishment  of 
this  measure ;  and,  what  is  the  amount 
of  the  accumulated  aurplus  at  the  credit 
of  the  Aden  Fort  Fund  from  the  duea 
levied  upon  vessels,  for  whose  proper 
accommodation  the  improvement  of  the 
harbour  has  been  shown  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  ? 

The  UNDER  8ECEETAET  ot 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  reasons  for  delay  are  given  by  the 
Government  of  India  in  a  telegram, 
thus — 

"Canae  of  delay,  neceauty  that  provision 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  vesting  Oovem< 
ment  with  power  to  exempt  muoiUons  of  war 
from  port  charges  and  dues." 

Fending  the  formation  of  the  Fort  Trust, 
steps  are  being  taken  for  deepening 
Aden  Harbour.  The  balance  of  the  Port 
Trust  Fund  is  Bb.4,35,000. 

CaiMINAL  LAW— tINTaiBD  PRISONERS 
AND  ELINDCUFFB. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  What  is  the  prao- 
ticQ  in  England  with  regard  to  placing 
handcuffs  on  untried  prisoners  ? 

The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MatthewsJ  (Birmingham,  E.):    There 

no  hard  and  fast  role  with  regard  tu 

e  use  of  handonffs  in  this  country; 
but  the  practice  recommended  by  the 
Home  Office  has  been  that  handcuffing 
should  be  only  resorted  to  where  there 
is  fair  ground  for  supposing  that  either 
violenoe  may  be  used  or  an  escape 
attemoted. 
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Mr:  HABEI8  (Galway,  E.)  asked 
the  Obief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Why  it  is  that  paid 
QaardianB  hare  been  sent  to  Ballinaaloe, 
at  a  great  expense  to  the  TTnion,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  no  charge  of  die- 
honesty,  corruption,  or  extravaganoe 
can  be  brought  against  the  Guardians 
of  the  BallinasloB  Union,  and  that  on 
all  occasions  when  pointe  of  differenoe 
arose  between  the  members  of  the  Board 
they  have  appealed  in  a  legal  manner 
to  the  Local  Qovernment  Board ;  and, 
will  they  soon  be  removed  ? 

The  chief  8E0EETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balpodb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Local  GoTSrnment  Board  was  obliged 
to  dissolve  the  Ballinasloe  Board  of 
GoaidianB  in  conseqaence  of  the  irregu- 
lar and  disorderly  character  of  their 
meetings,  and  their  neglect  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Union.  This  step  was  not 
taken  without  previous  warning  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians. 

TUBKEY  <ASIA'nO  PROVINCES) -AT- 
TACK ON  A  BRITISH  STTBJEGT  AT 
ALEPPO. 

Me.  MONRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&ti.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AGTairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  no  reparstion  has  yet  heen  made 
by  the  Turkish  Authorities  to  Mrs. 
Barker,  an  English  lady,  resident  at 
Aleppo,  whose  house  there  was  at- 
tacked, and  violently  entered,  by  a 
mob,  led  by  the  then  Dragoman  of  the 
Governor  of  Aleppo,  in  October,  18S6; 
whether  the  house  of  this  lady  is  still 
forcibly  retained  by  this  Dragoman, 
who  is  protected  by  the  Governor  of 
Aleppo  i  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  addressed  remonstrances 
to  the  Turkish  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  outrage,  with  regard  to 
which  a  Question  was  put  in  this  House 
on  the  25th  of  August  last ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  will  press  energeticall;  that 
the  proper  redress  shall  be  made  r 

The  under  SECRETARY  oi 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  Ferqussok)  (Man. 
Chester,  N.E.) :  No  reparation  has  been 
made,  as  the  respective  claims  of  Mrs. 
Barker  and  the  Dragoman  are  still  the 
subject  of  litigation.  Sir  William 
White  has,  however,  obtained  the  die- 
miseal  of  the  Dragoman,  on  account  of 


his  attempt  to  enforce  his  claim  by 
violence.  Both  the  Ambassador  and 
the  Consul  at  Aleppo  have  repeatedly 
advised  as  to  the  course  that  Mrs.  Barker 
should  parsua ;  and  have  explained 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
use  diplomatic  pressure  in  a  case  which 
the  Law  Courts  are  competent  to  decide, 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887- ADMINISTRATION 
OF  THE  AOT. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a  copy 
of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  m« 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Eiohequer 
in  the  Killeagh  habeat  eorpiu  oases  oaa 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  ;  whether  the 
Government  will  re-consider,  in  the 
light  of  this  decision,  the  cases  of  such 
prisoners  as  the  Milltown  Malbay  men, 
whose  sentences  for  refusal  to  supply 
goods  have  been  confirmed  on  appeal, 
and  who  are,  therefore,  deprived  of 
further  legal  remedy ;  would  it  be  pos- 
sible, under  the  Comity  Court  Acts,  for 
Bulee  to  be  framed  by  the  County  Ch3nrt 
Judges,  so  that  the  convictions  they 
affirm  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure Act  should  in  all  cases  refer  to 
the  evidence  on  which  the  convictions 
were  grounded,  eo  that  it  may  be  pos- 
sible for  prisoners  under  sentence  ^ter 
appeal  to  test  the  legality  of  their  im- 
prisonment by  habeas  corpus  ;  will  any 
steps  be  taken  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year, 
reported  in  Bamard,  vol.  316,  p.  284,  as 
foUowB : — 

"  There  will  be  ui  appeal  in  every  case  to  a 
County  Court  Judge,  and  il,  ou  legal  techni. 
calitiea,  the  County  Court  Jud^  u  objected  to, 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  to  coDiidet 
a  plan  for  giving  an  appeal  in  cases  in  which 
a  legal  difficulty  may  be  iaralTed  to  a  still 
higher  tribiinal ; " 

and,  if  he  can  state  how  many  persons 
are  still  confined  under  sentences  con- 
firmed on  appeal  for  conspiracy  to  com- 
pel and  induce  others  to  do  or  abstain 
from  doing  certain  acts  ? 

Th8  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddeh)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) ;  I  have  been  asked  to  answer 
this  Question,  as  it  is  mainly  of  a  legal 
character ;  but  as  it  only  appeared  upon 
the  Paper  to-day,  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  postpone  it. 
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Hk.  T.  U.  HEALT  :  Thie  ie  a  matter 
of  aome  little  importance,  and  I  think 
an  answer  should  have  been  giTen.  I 
g^TO  Notice  o(  the  Qaestion  yesterday, 
and  I  do  not  coneider  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  an  entirely  legal  character,  I  ask  in 
the  Queetion,  will  any  steps  be  take 
fnlfilment  of  the  pledge  of  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman,  reported  laet  year  in 
Maiuard,  which  was — 

"Thare  will  be  sn  appeal  in  every  case  to  a 
Coimtj  Court  Jndge,aDd  it,  oo  lej^  techni- 
ealitiea,  the  Cooot;  Court  Jodga  is  objected  to, 
the  OoremmeDt  will  be  prepared  to  consider  a 
plan  tor  giving  an  appeal  in  oases  ia  which  a 
legal  diffienltv  may  he  inrolred  to  a  itill 
Ugfaer  ttibnnal." 

Surely  a  Question  as  to  the  carrying  out 
of  that  pledge  is  not  a  Question  of  a 
legal  oharacter. 

Thi!  OSIEF  8E0HETAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BiLFouE)  Uancbes- 
ter,E.):  Xhehon.  and  learned  Oentlemas 
is  perfectly  correct  is  regard  to  the  fact 
that  he  gave  Notice  of  this  Question  yes- 
terday ;  and  I  may  tell  him  that  I  tele- 
graphed over  at  onco  to  Dublin  to  get 
the  aeoessary  information.  With  regard 
to  the  subject  itself,  ithaebeen  thraehed 
oat  more  ^sn  once  in  this  Honse. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  refer  me  to  one  instance 
!n  which  the  question  was  thrashed  ont  f 

Mr.  A.  3.  SALEOUB :  I  have  heard 
allusiona  on  several  occauone  to  this 
question  in  debate. 

Db.  TANNEE  (Oork  Co.,  Mid) :  You 
■aid  thrashed  out. 

Hk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot  give 
any  date. 

MB-T.M.HEALYsMd.thathedeiired 
an  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. Surely  it  was  ascertainable  as  to 
whether  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of 
tibe  Judge's  decision  would  be  laid  upon 
the  Table? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  That  is  one 
of  the  questions  we  have  referred  to 
Dublin  about.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  were  any  shorthand  writer's  notes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  There  were. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PEOCEDUEE 
(IRKLAND)  ACT,  1887— CON VIOTIONS 
AT  KILLBAGH  FOR  CONSPIRACy. 
.  SmWILLLAMHAEOOUET  (Derby) 
(forUr.CAHPBKLLBAiiHiRiCAs)  (Stirliug, 
fto.)  aaked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  "^lether  it 
)■  the  f^  thi^t  ip  0ie  ets?  of  tit?  'oar 


Killeagh  shopkeepers  seotenoed  by  B»- 
eident  Magistrates,  three  to  one  mouth's 
and  one  to  a  fortnight's  imprisonment, 
ander  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  for  refusing  to  supply 
the  police  on  the  Fonsonby  Estate,  an 
application  was  made  to  the  magistrates 
to  state  a  case  to  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  legality  of  the  con- 
viction for  a  "coaspiracy  to  induce  others 
not  to  deal  with  the  police;"  whether 
the  Resident  Magistrates  refused  the 
application  in  the  following  terms,— 
aamely ;  — 

"  In  reply  to  yoar  notice  serTed  on  as  on  the 
2nd  instant  calUng  on  ua  to  state  a  case  for  the 
opinion  thereon  of  the  Ezchequor  Diirinoii  at 
H.M.'a  Hi^h  Court  of  Joitice  in  Ireland,  we 
have  considered  yoar  applicatioe,  and  now 
acqnaiat  yoa  that  we  refuse  to  state  snch  case, 
and  we  now  sign  and  deliTar  to  you  this 
ceitifioate  of  OUT  refusal. 

(Bd.)    H.  E.  Rbdhond,  S.H., 

(Sd.)    J.  C.  OABniniR,  R.M., 

Tho  Seaidonl  Haafiettatet  who  heard 

and  determinea  the  oomplaint. 

Dated  at  Cork,  4th  June,  183B  i" 
whether  the  Act  allows  such  refusal, 
except  on  the  ground  that  the  applica- 
tion was  "frivolous;"  whether  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  has  ordered  the  dis- 
charge of  the  prisoners  on  hahtai  corput, 
on  the  ground  that  "  there  was  ab- 
solutely no  evidence  to  support  tba 
charge  ; "  whether,  as  the  prieoners  by 
the  refusal  of  an  appeal  were  oompelled 
to  undergo  mauy  days  of  illegal  oustody, 
any  compensation  will  be  made  to  them ; 
and,  whether  the  Irish  Qovernment  in- 
tend to  notice  in  any  way  the  action  of 
these  magistrates  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoitr)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  The 
Question  is  identical  with  one  that  stauda 
in  the  name  of  the  kon.  Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson).  This 
is  one  of  those  Questions  as  to  which  I 
should  be  glad  to  have  Notice.  As  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  will  see,  this 
Questioa  is  one  as  to  which  it  is  abso- 
lutely neceeeary  I  should  apply  to  Dub- 
lin for  the  information  he  desires. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I 
would  ask  this  Question,  if  the  right  hon. 
Qeutleman  cannot  give  me  any  other  in- 
formation, whether  these  two  Resident 
Magistrates  are  magistrates  who  have 
been,  under  the  terms  of  the  Grimes  Act, 
"certified  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
persons  of  t^a  sufficiviM^  of  whose  le^al 
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knowledge  he  is  satisfied ;  "  whether, 
after  the  remarks  of  the  Jadges  upon 
their  oonduot,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
fltill  satisfied  as  to  their  legal  know- 
ledge; and,  whether  the  Irish  Gttvern- 
ment  intend  to  keep  them  as  persons  to 
administer  the  exceptional  powers  of  the 
Crimes  Act  ? 

Mh.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  apeak  under 
correction,  and  without  ahsolute  cog- 
nizance of  the  fact ;  but  my  belief  is 
that  these  gentlemen  have  been  certified 
as  legally  competent  so  long  ago  as  the 
year  1883. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  :  I 
wish— ["  Order !  "1 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTJK  :  I  believe  they 
were  certified  by  Earl  Spenser. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
Not  under  the  Orimes  Act. 

Ma.  A.  3.  BALFOUB  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  mistaken.  It  was  under  the 
Crimes  Act. 

Kb.  T.  £.  ELLIS :  Bidicnlous. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question,  the 
fact  that  a  decision  of  an  Inferior  Court 
has  been  over-ruled  by  a  Superior  Ooart, 
is  not,  in  my  opinion,  sufficient  reason 
for  m.aking  any  oomplaint  against  the 
magistrates. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  Aris- 
ing out  of  my  Question,  and  in  face  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  would  ask  him  whether,  until  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  there  was  any  jurisdic- 
tion given  to  these  magistrates  on  ques- 
tions of  oonspiraoy;  and  I  would  also 
ask  him  whether  his  attention  has  been 
0  ailed  to  the  observations  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  as  to  the 
treatment  of  these  cases,  and  the  refusal 
of  the  magistrates  to  state  a  case. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir.  the  Act 
of  1883,  for  which  these  magistrates 
were,  as  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  certified  as  being  competent  in 
the  matter  of  legal  knowledge,  was 
quite  as  difficult  an  Act  to  administer  as 
this  Act.  {^^**'  of  ' '  Answer  the  Ques- 
tion ! "]  Tliat  is  the  answer  to  the 
Question.  f"  No  !  "J  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  repeat  the 
Question. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  :  I 
should  like  to  know  really  whether  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  oalled  to  the  strictures  of  the 
Court  of  Bxuhequer  on  the  oondnot  of 
the  magistrates  in  this  particular  case, 
Sir  Wiltvm  Strtowt 


to  the  decision  given  that  there  was  no 
evidence  to  support  the  chai^,  and  that 
the  magistrateB  retased  to  state  a  oase 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  above  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  seen 
a  report,  but  I  do  not  know  how  fat  it 
is  authentic,  of  the  obserrations  of  one 
Judge  making  comments  of  the  nature 
indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  I  would  point  this  out — that  if  it 
had  been  the  opinion  of  the  prisoner's 
counsel  that  the  refusal  to  state  a  case 
was  a  frivolous  one,  he  could  have 
applied  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
and  compelled  him  to  state  a  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  ALT:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  prisoner's 
counsel.     Allow  me  to  say 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order!  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wishes 
to  put  a  Question  to  elucidate  any 
point  he  is  entitled  to  do  so,  but  he 
cannot  introduce  any  matter  of  argu- 
ment. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Sir,  has  referred  to  me.  He 
has  stated  that  if  the  prisoner's  counsel 
held  a  particular  opinion  he  ought  to 
have  done  so  and  so. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE ;  I  said,  could. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT :  WeU,  could.  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  state  that  on  a 
former  application  made  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  the  Brosnan  case — a 
man  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  afterwards  compelled  to  liberate  un- 
conditionally— an  application  was  made 
for  a  maitdamu*  to  the  magistrates  to 
state  a  case,  and  it  was  dismissed  by  the 
Court  as  frivolous  ;  and  that  afterwards, 
in  the  case  of  SuUivan,  who  was  released 
by  the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  Aabeai 
eorptu,  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  re- 
fused a  certiorari.  No  counsel  for  any 
prisoner  would  have  any  chanoa  of  get- 
ting any  satisfactory  decision 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Mr. 
Schwann. 

LAW   AJfD   POLICE    (IRELAMD)  —  IN- 

sTRuariONS  xo  prbvjbnt  assem- 
blies IN  THE  STREETS  AT  TRIALS. 
Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
new  inBtructions  have  been  issued 
during  the  last  nine  months  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  Forces,  as  to  the 
prevention  of  any  assembly  of  psnona 
m  the  streets  af^r  th?  holding  tn  trials 
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in   the    varions  Oonrt-hoasea  is   Ire- 
land? 

Thb  chief  8E0RETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoob)  (ManoheHter,  E.) :  This 
is  one  of  tlie  QuestioDB  put  down  with- 
out Notioe.  I  can  assure  the-hon.  Qeu- 
tleman  there  has  been  no  new  depar- 
'  tare  ;  bnt  I  cannot  giro  him  a  more 
spectfio  answer  without  farther  Notice. 
I  have  inquired  whether  a  Circular  was 
issued — it  is  posaible  it  may  hare  been ; 
but  there  has  been  no  new  departure.  It' 
the  bon.  Qentleman  will  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday,  I  will  give  him  an 
answer. 

H.R.H.  THE  OOMMANDER-IN-CHIBF— 
THE  PATENT, 

Mr.  E.  EOBEBTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy 
of  the  Patent  recently  issued  to  the  Duke 
ofCambridge  as  Commander-in-Chief f 

Sir  HEBBEET  MAXWELL  (A 
Lord  of  the  Tbkasdby)  (Wigton)  (who 
replied]  said  :  Yes,  Sir ;  if  the  uon. 
Member  will  move  for  a  Copy  of  the 
Patent,  it  will  be  granted. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IKELAKD)— OHAN- 
OBEY  DIVISION  (LAND  JUDGES) 
OOUBT— MB.  P.  McDEBMOTT,  J.P. 
Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  aeked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Peter 
McDermott,  of  Ashfield  House,  Kil- 
kenny, J.P.  for  the  City  of  Kilkenny, 
was  receiver  under  the  Chancery  Divi- 
Non  (Land  Judges)  in  "  Beade  v. 
Beade,"  failed  to  account  for  moneys  re- 
ceived by  him,  and,  in  November,  1885, 
filed  a  Bworn  account  stating  as  due  by 
the  tenants  arrears  of  rent  actually  re- 
ceived by  him;  whether  some  of  the 
moneys  thus  omitted  to  be  accountedfor 
have  since  been  paid  into  Court ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Justice  Boyd,  on  February  23, 
1888,  directed  proceedings  to  be  taken 
against  Mr.  McDermott  for  the  balance  ; 
and,  what  steps  the  Government  intend 
to  take  in  the  matter  t 

The  chief  8E0EBTABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAUrorB)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 


The  Government  did  not  propose  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  wish  to  call  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman's  attsntion  to  the 
Question,  and  to  point  out  that  he  bas 
not  answered  a  particular  item  of  it.  I 
have  asked  him  whether  this  Mr. 
McDermott  failed  to  acoount  for  money 
received  by  him  ?  I  ask  an  anewer  to 
that  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  must  be  inaccurate  in  his 
Question,  because  the  suit  of  "  Beade  v. 
Heade  "  had  been  disposed  of  for  some 
time. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  What  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ie,  whether  in 
November,  1885,  Peter  McDermott  filed 
a  sworn  account  containing  a  statemeDt 
which  was  untrue  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  think,  see  that  it  is 
not  my  business  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  a  Court  of  Justice,  over  which 
I  have  no  control  whatever  ? 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  am  sorry  to  trouble 
tfae  House,  but  I  must  point  out  that 
I  have  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  this  gentleman  is  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  stops  in  the 
matter? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  no  stop  in  the 
matter.  I  am  sorry  my  voice  did  not 
reach  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  said 
BO  in  the  first  instance. 

Mb.  chance  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  that  the  Qovemment 
will  not  enter  a  noil*  prowqui  if  this 
gentleman  is  proseonted  for  embezzle- 
ment? 

[No  reply,] 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-BALLINA8L0E 
POOE  LAW  BOARD. 
Mr.  HABBIS  (Qalway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutonant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
BalUnasloe  Poor  Law  Board  the  elected 
Guardians  and  the  tx  offieio  Guardians 
are  nearly  equal  as  regards  numbers ; 


said,  that  ^e  case  of  "  Beads  t>.  Beade"    that,  owing  to  this  fact,  close  and  bitter 


had  long  since  closed,  and  the  Question, 
therefore,  related  to  another  case  in 
whiidt  there  was  some  £5  14*.  id.  ont- 
standing,  and  the  Judge  directed  an 
spplioation  to  be  made  to  Mr.  MoDer- 
a)att  for  an  explanation  in  refpard  to  it. 


contests  have  arisen  from  time  to  time 
at  the  eleotian  of  Chairman  and  Deputy 
Chairman  to  the  Board  ;  why,  haviog 
regard  to  this  state  of  thinga,  did  the 
Lmial  Goveroment  Board  delay  a  fort- 
night befor?  the^  replied  to  {£»  objeo- 
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tions  eent  to  them  againit  the  election 
of  Ur.  John  Oardiser  as  Ohurman  of 
the  Ballin&elos  Board  of  Gnardians ; 
whether  they  have  pronoanoed  the  ac- 
tion of  the  gentleman  who  preeided  at 
the  election  of  Ur.  John  Qaidiner,  on 
the  4th  of  April  last,  as  illegal,  and  have 
issued  an  order  for  a  new  election ;  whe- 
ther he  IB  aware  that  the  gentleman  who 
acted  in  this  illegal  manner  had  the 
sanction  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  act  as  presiding  officer,  and  that  he 
was  voted  into  that  position  by  the  *r 
6^eio  Guardians,  and  against  the  will 
of  the  elected  Guardians,  and  that  this 
ooursa  was  at  variaace  witli  the  usage 
of  the  Board,  which  up  to  that  time 
always  got  the  Clerb:  of  the  Union  to 
act  as  presiding  officer  at  ihe  election  of 
Chairman ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bou^  have  received  a  formal 
communication  signed  by  six  of  the 
elected  Gnardians  claiming  the  Chair- 
manship for  Mr.  Thomas  Byrne,  who 
got  18  votes,  Kr.  Gardiner  getting  19 
at  the  election  of  the  4tlt  of  April,  on 
the  ground  that  some  of  the  tx  officio 
Guardians  who  voted  for  Mr.  Gardiner 
had  no  legal  right  to  vote ;  whether,  at 
the  election  held  on  May  16,  a  formal 
protest  was  handed  to  the  Ohairman 
objecting  to  a  new  election  on  the 
ground  that  Mr.  Byrne  was  the  legally 
elected  Chairman  of  the  Board,  and 
formal  objections  lodged  against  Major 
Thornhill,  Mr.  Orme  Handy,  and  Mr. 
J.  W.  Potts,  as  having  no  right  to  rote 
at  the  election  of  Chairman  ;  whether 
it  is  true  that  in  the  interval  between 
the  14th  of  May,  the  day  on  which 
these  objections  were  lodged  with  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  and  the  23rd 
of  May,  the  day  on  which  the  new 
Board  &ni  met,  no  answer  to  these  ob- 
jeotioDS  had  been  reoeiTed  from  the 
Local  Qoveromeut  Board ;  that  iu  con- 
sequence of  Buoh  delay  the  Board  had 
to  adjourn,  bein^^  powerless  to  go  on 
with  Dnsiness  wmle  in  a  state  of  us- 
certainty  as  to  their  right  to  aot  as  a 
I^ially-oonstituted  body ;  and,  is  it  on 
account  of  this  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Law  Board  to  ful61 
duties  which,  owing  to  the  inaction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  they  were 
powerless  to  perform,  that  paid  Guar- 
dians have  been  sent  down  to  transaet 
the  business  of  the  Union  ? 

Thb  chief  eBOEBTART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALfom)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
Ur.  ffarrif 


said,  that  the  Looal  Govemmeni  Board 
bad  taken  the  course  referred  to  in  the 
oase  of  the  Ballinasloe  Board  of  Qnar- 
dians  in  consequence  of  the  irregular 
and  disorderly  character  of  the  meeting:, 
and  their  jiegleot  of  the  business  of  the 
Union.  This  step  was  not  taken  with- 
out previous  warning  to  the  Guardians. 

Mb.  HABRIS  said,  the  right  hoc. 
Gentleman  had  not  given  any  answer  to 
the  part  of  the  Question  in  referenco 
to  the  absence  of  any  charge  of  dis- 
honesty or  corruption  against  the  Board 
in  question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  any  such  charge  was 
made ;  but,  however  that  might  be, 
the  complaint  constantly  made  by  the 
Looal  GoTemment  Board  was  that  they 
were  incapable  of  doing  their  business, 
and  were  engaged  in  riotous  proceed- 
ings, which  on  more  than  one  occasion 
oaUed  for  the  intervention  of  the  police. 

Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  B.)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  or  not  this  Board  was 
dissolved  because  they  took  proceedings 
to  set  aside  the  riotous,  disoiderlj,  and 
illegal  election  of  a  Conservattve  Ohair- 
man? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware,  Sir,  that  riotous  and  disorderly 
applies  to  but  one  section  of  the  Quar* 
dians  to  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers. 

Mk.  chance  :  That  is  not  an  answer 
to  my  Qnestion.  What  I  asked  was, 
whether  tbis  Board  was  not  superseded 
immediately  after  they  had  instituted 
proceedings  to  set  aside  the  riotous, 
disorderly,  and  grossly  illegal  election 
of  their  Conservative  Chairman  F 

BALFOUB :  If  tbs  hon. 
Member  is  not  satisSed  with  my  answer, 
perhaps  he  will  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper. 

POST  OFFICE  ISAVINOS  BANK 
DEPAETMENT). 
Mb.  MAODONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasuiy,  Whether  he  is  aware  that, 
since  the  1st  of  December  last,  it  has 
been  necessary  to  constantly  nmploy  in 
the  Savings  Bank  Department  of  the 
General  Post  Office  a  large  number  of 
officers  for  considerably  longer  than  six 
hours  a  day ;  and,  whether  any  appli- 
cation haa  been  mode  for  an  increase  of 
staff;  and,  if  so,  wliether  tha  Xreaanty 
will  sow  take  at^  to  insure  the  in)-. 
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by  Mr.  Oecil  Boohe ;  and,  whether  the 
OoTemmeDt  will  draw  the  attODtion  of 
the  Reeideiit  IfagistrateB  in  Ireland  to 
the  nehts  of  the  eubjeot  in  these  oaies? 

Ma.  OONTBEAEE  (Oomwall,  Own- 
bome) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hoD. 
Qentleman,  whether  it  ia  the  fact  that 
in  making  an  application  for  a  mandanuu 
to  the  Oonrt  of  Queen's  Bench  to  compel 
the  manBtrate  to  state  a  case,  the  appli- 
eation  has  to  he  made  to  a  Oonrt  of 
which  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Oibson,  who  carried  the  Ooerdon 
Act,  are  members? 

Thk  chief  8E0EETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALyotTR)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  can- 
not answer  the  Question  withont  Notice. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  put  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lon^^ord, 
I  have  to  remind  him  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  Judge  had  reference  not  to 
stating  oases  generally,  but  to  the  action 
of  the  magistrates  with  regard  to  the 
one  particular  subject  that  came  before 
them.  There  can  be  no  applicability  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  Boche.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  thinks  Mr.  Boohe 
ought  to  have  stated  a  case,  he  has 
ample  power  to  go  to  the  Queen's 
Bench. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  there  is  • 
controversy  in  regard  to  the  obaerra- 
tions  of  the  Judges,  will  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  be  able  to  tell  ua  whether 
the  exact  obaerrations  which  were  re> 
corded  by  a  shorthand  writer  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB  said,  he  did  nut 
think  there  was  any  oontroveray  in  the 
matter.  That  only  arose  with  reference 
to  some  of  the  Questions  that  had  been 
put  upon  the  Paper  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  My  Question  is, 
whether,  on  Monday,  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  will  be  able  to  tell  ua  whe- 
ther we  shall  be  able  to  have  an  exact 
copy  of  the  Judge's  observations  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB :  I  certainly 
shall  be  able  to  answer  the  Question  on 
Monday. 

OaiMINAL    LAW     AND     PBOCEDITBB 

(IRELAND)  LOS,  1S87. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY   (Newcaetle- 

npoa-Tyne):  Mr.Speaker, — Attheopen- 

ing  of  our  proceedings  to-day  yon  read 

from  the  Chair  a  letter  announcing  to  the 

House  that  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  Member 

of  this  House,  had  been  sent  to  prison 

for  six  months.    I  wish,  Sir,  to  give 
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mediate  iatroduotion  of  the  seven  hours' 
scale  into  this  Department  ? 

The  FIB8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  of  the  establiahment 
of  the  Savings  Bank  Department  was 
receiving  the  conaideration  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  conoarrenoe  with  the  Postmaster 
General,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be 
able  to  make  euch  arrangements  as 
would  tend  to  the  efficiency  and  economy 
of  the  Public  Service. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

Mb.  king  (Hull,  Central]  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  oau  fix  an  early  day  for  the  Indian 
D  udget  Statement,  or  aftout  when  it  may 
be  expected  ? 

Ths  FIBST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  it  waa  impossible  for  him  to  name 
a  day  when  it  would  be  introduced ;  but 
the  Papers  were  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  and  they  oould  fully  inform 
themselves  on  the  subject  of  Indian 
finances. 

Mb.  BEADLATTGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  if  the  Government  would  under- 
take that  the  debate  should  take  place 
before  the  last  days  of  the  Session,  when 
it  would  be  discussed  to  empty  Benches? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  enter  into  any  en- 
gagement with  regard  to  the  Indian 
Budget,  looking  at  the  present  state  of 


Mb.  OONYBEABE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) desired  to  know  whether  the 
Indian  Budget  was  sot  of  equal  impor- 
tanoe  with  the  Local  Government  Bill. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

THE  HAUISTBACY  (lUELAND)  — MR. 
CECIL  BOCHB,  B.M. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  want  to  aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  notwithstanding  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  the  Besident 
Magistrate  has  refused  to  state  a  case 
of  a  priest  of  the  County  Clare,  who 
was  charged  with  illegal  assembly  in 
addressing  a  meeting  from  a  boat  on 
the  Shaunon,  and  who  was  sentenced  to 
one  month's  imprisonment  without  bail 
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"Thsl.  in  the  opmion  of  this  Honae,  the 
operatioD  of  '  The  Crimiaal  Law  and  Prooedure 
(IreUnd)  Act,  1887,' and  the  manoeT  o(  its  ad- 
miniatraCioD,  undermiDe  respect  for  Law,  ea- 
traugo  the  niinda  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injarious  1«  the  iotereBta  of  the 
United  Kingdom." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  give 
Kotice,  Id  general  tei-ma,  that  oil  Mon- 
day I  will  request  the  right  hon.  Gea- 
tlemaa  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  appoint  a  day  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Motion  of  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  given  Notice. 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
listened  with  attention  to  the  Notice 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave ; 
and  feeling  tbat  it  is  one  which  chal- 
lenges the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  every  respect,  I  think  it  only  right  to 
respond  at  once,  and  to  say  tbat  the  Go- 
vernment will  place  Monday  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  ri^t  hoc.  Gentleman. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALESl  BILL. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  rumour  is  true 
that  the  Government  intend  to  drop  five 
more  clauses  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  and,  if  that  question  be  answered 
in  tbe  afflrmatiTe,  whether  it  would  not 
bo  for  the  convenience  of  tbe  House  to 
announce  at  once  tbe  entire  number  of 
clauses  which  will  be  abandoned,  in- 
stead of  giving  the  information  by 
instalments  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  rumours  to  whioh  the 
hon.  Member  has  referred,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  quite  unable  to  answer  the 
Question  he  has  put  to  me.  The  Go- 
vernment have  given  Notice  of  their  in- 
tention to  drop  certain  clauses  of  tbe 
Bill,  and  to  that  Notice  tliey  will  adhere. 
It  will  be  quite  time,  if  it  becomes  nsoes- 
sary  to  drop  any  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  in  consequence  of  prolonged  dis- 
cussion, it  will  be  quite  time  enough 
for  UB,  when  that  necessity  arises,  if  it 
arises  in  consequence  of  that  discussion, 
to  make  a  statement  to  tbe  House  upon 
the  question. 

Mr.  John  Morley 
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[ninth  nioiit.] 
Bill  eoruidertd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittes.) 
PAKT  I. 

CODNTT  OoONCILS. 

Poaer*  of  County  Council. 

Clause  8  (Transfer  to  County  Council 
of  powers  ofcertain  Government  Deport- 
ments and  other  Authorities). 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  6,  line  24,  after  the  word  "dav,"  lo 
insert  ^e  words,  "  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
Local  Goveromeat  Board  to  make  from  tinie  to 
time  a  Provigional  Order  tot  transferring. — 
{Mr.  Chaphn.) 

Question  ^atn proposed, "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (LiDOolnsbire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  when  the  Committee 
adjourned  on  Tuesday,  some  misunder- 
standing had  arisen  with  reference  to 
the  Amendment.  In  the  course  of  the 
diacuBBion  some  worde  were  addressed 
to  him  which,  in  justice  to  himself,  he 
thought  he  should  refer  to-  He  must 
frankly  admit  that  he  was  somewhat 
irritated  by  what  had  occurred  on  Tues- 
day afternoon.  He  had  moved  an 
Amendment  in  as  few  words  as  he  conid, 
being  desirous  to  save  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  which  Amendment  was  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Divisian  of  Lancashire  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley),  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Universities  of  Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrew's  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald), 
followed  by  the  right  hon,  Qsnlleman 
the  Member  for  East  W^olverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  other  hon. 
Members,  including  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  gave  a  qualified  support 
to  the  Amendment,  as  he  desired  that 
the  transfer  should  be  effected  by  means 
of  a  Provisional  Order,  instead  of  an 
Order  in  Council,    The  Government  had 
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intimated  their  iatention  of  acceptinff 
his  Amflsdment,  and  hftd  agreed  gene- 
rally to  the  pFopoaal  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax, 
and  it  looked  as  if  sometbiDg  in  the 
nature  of  the  Amendment  was  to  be 
adopted.  Whereupon  occurred  amost  un- 
ueual  incident — an  hon.  Member  sitting 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Beach  (Mr. 
C.  T.  Dyke  Acland),  who  had  not  heard 
a  word  of  the  Debate,  interposed  with  a 
speech  which  led  to  a  prolonged  wrangle, 
which  terminated  in  a  Motion  to  report 
ProgroBH  being  carried.  Kow  lie  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  said  as  little  as  possible  on 
the  former  occasion  in  support  of  hie 
Amendment,  as  he  was  anxioue  to  gave 
the  time  of  the  Committee;  but  the 
Amendment  was  now  in  a  different 
form  upon  the  Paper,  and  perhaps  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  to  explain 
more  fully  the  object  he  had  in  view  in 
moving  it.  In  ,the  firet  place,  he  was 
most  anxious  to  dispel  the  idea  that  there 
was  the  slightest  desire  or  intention  on 
hie  part,  or  on  the  part]of  hon.  Members 
on  uiat  side  of  the  House,  to  do  what 
had  been  called  by  Qentlemen  opposite, 
revolutionize  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
However  that  might  he,  he  pointed  out 
that  a  blind  trust  in  the  people  was  not 
of  itself  sufficient  to  make  a  Bill  of  this 
complicated  character  into  a  working 
measure.  They  wanted  to  make  it  a 
thoroughly  workable  and  business-like 
enactment,  and  be  protested  that  the 
clause  as  it  was  now  drawn  was  not 
likely  to  attain  that  object,  and  it  was 
in  order  to  ensure  tho  end  he  had  in 
view  that  he  moved  the  Amendment  now 
standing  in  his  name.  The  clause  as  it 
stood  proposed  to  transfer  by  Statute 
certain  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of 
Secretaries  of  State,  Board  of  Trade, 
and  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
County  Councils.  It  further  proposed 
to  transfer  certain  other  powers  which 
were  at  present  vested  in  the  Privy 
Oounoil  and  the  Education  Department 
and  other  Departments,  as  well  aa  cer- 
tain powers  at  the  present  time  enjoyed 
by  certain  of  the  counties  themselves, 
some  of  which  were  exoeedinglv  impor- 
tant, and  involved  the  expenditure  of 
enormous  sums  of  monejr.  Now,  the 
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the  £rst  place,  that  the  powers  which  it 
proposed  to  transfer  under  the  let  sub- 
section were  very  considerable.  There 
were  powers  vested  in  the  Local  Govem- 
Board,  some  of  them  comparatively  un- 
important ;  others  again  were  of  great 
importance,  and  then  there  were  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  in 
his  judgment,  were  of  eupreme  impor- 
tance, and  which  it  was  most  undesirable 
should  be  transferred  by  Statute.  The 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  dif- 
fered considerably  from  the  other 
powers  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
would  be  found  by  reference  to  the 
secondpartofthe^chedule.  They  were 
as  follows — The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Acts,  The  Gas  and  Water  Works 
Pacilitiee  Act,  TheTramways  Act,  1870, 
and  the  Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882. 
Those  powers  were  now  carried  into 
effect  under  the  admirable  Staff  now 
possessed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  a 
Staff  of  great  experience,  and  one  under 
which  what  was  called  political  con- 
tinuity, BO  desirable  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  was  very  successfully  insured.  As 
an  illustration  of  the  admirable  way  in 
which  the  duties  of  the  Department  had 
been  performed,  he  would  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  out  of  256 
Provisional Oidersmoved  by  thoBoard of 
Trade  with  regard  to  tramways,  242  had 
been  actually  carried;  out  of  379  Pro- 
visional Orders  in  the  matter  of  Gas  and 
Water,  276  had  been  carried— that  was 
to  say,  out  of  a  total  of  535  Provisional 
Orders,  5 1 8  had  been  carried.  That  was 
very  strong  testimony  to  the  admirable 
way  in  which  these  matters  had  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Department  up  to  the 
present  time.  Kow,  on  the  eupposition 
that  the  clause  were  carried  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  and  that  the  Bill,  as  he  hoped 
would  be  the  case,  passed  into  law  dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  all  these  powers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  ceaee,  and 
would  be  transferred  to  the  new  County 
Councils.  But,  further,  before  the  County 
Conncils  could  be  in  a  position  to  act, 
various  promotere  in  different  parts  of 
the  country  might,  and  very  probably 
would,  want  powers  for  Harbours,  Fiere, 
Gas,  Water,  and  Tramways,  and  he 
would  ask  who  was  going  to  do  the 
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of  the  serious  import  of  tbis  portion  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  QvTemment  shoaM 
have  determined  what  powers  thej  really 
intended  to  transfer  to  the  local  Councils 
before  this,  and  that  it  was  altogether 
inconsistent  and  indecorous  that  they 
should  be,  as  they  appeared  to  be,  ready 
to  surrender  the  whole  of  their  scheme 
of  delegation,  and  reservo  the  powers  ia 
question  to  Her  Uajesty's  Esecutive 
Government,  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  some  comparatively  small 
towns  did  not  like  to  bs  transferred 
from  tbe  dominion  of  the  Board  of 
Trado  to  the  Councils  ;  but  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment  really  wished  to 
give  practical  and  substantial  effect  to 
the  measure,  they  must  with  regard  to 
powers  now  vested  in  the  central  au- 
thority, give  before  long  eomething  in 
the  nature  of  modified  Home  Eulo  to 
the  great  Provinces  of  the  Kingdom. 
Such  a  principle,  he  thought,  might  be 
applied  with  good  effect  to  Loudon,  and 
such  great  counties  as  Yorkshire  and 
Lancashire.  On  the  whole,  as  it  seemed 
to  him  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  wore 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment,  ik 
would  perhaps  be  better  to  drop  the 
clause  for  the  present. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  wished  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Qovernment  to  know  what  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  the  matter.  It 
was  understood  the  other  night  that  they 
would  put  down  Amendments  for  which 
they  were  to  be  responsible,  and  he 
wished  to  point  out  that,  practically 
speaking,  the  right  hon.  Qentlemon 
below  the  Gangway,  by  this  and  sub- 
sequent Amendments,  wished  to  with- 
draw the  8th  clause,  and  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Qovernment  were 
prepared  to  withdraw  any  more  clauses 
without  Notice.  The  Amendment  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  adopted  by  the  Committee,  would  in 
reality  destroy  the  object  and  intention 
of  the  clause. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  hoped  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  explain.  The 
Amendment,  as  it  stood  now,  was  moved 
at  the  request  and  instigation  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  had  led  the  Opposition 
in  this  matter. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  quite 
accurate  in  his  assertion,  and  he  waa 
sorry  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  th^ 
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thing  more  likely  to  bring  things  to  a 
deadlock  than  that  the  clause  should 
come  into  operation  in  its  present  form. 
In  saying  that  he  had  no  desire  to  evisce- 
rate or  emasculate  the  Bill.  He  was 
anxious  that,  as  soon  as  the  Bill  was 
passed,  there  should  be  machinery  in 
existence  which  would  enable  these 
powers  to  be  carried  out  as  before ;  at 
the  same  time  that  the  Qovernment  of 
the  day  should  have  the  power  to  pro- 
ceed in  certain  respects  by  Provisional 
Order,  of  course  subject  to  the  consent 
of  Parliament.  What  he  contemplated 
in  the  case  of  the  clause  passing  without 
his  Amendment,  which  ne  hoped  would 
be  accepted,  he  believed  would  happen  ; 
and  probably  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  able  to  i^ve  his  view  of  the 
subject.  There  were  a  great  number  of 
the  powers  to  be  transferred  and  speci- 
fied in  the  Schedules  which  were  not  of 
very  great  importance,  and  which  might 
be  traasferred  en  bloo  by  a  Provisional 
Order  to  the  new  authorities ;  there  were 
others  in  connection  with  the  public 
health,  and  similar  matters,  the  transfer 
of  which  from  the  Local  Government 
Board,  be  thought,  would  be  a  matter  for 
consideration ;  but  with  regard  to  those 
vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade  he  wae 
satisfied,  for  the  reasons  already  stated, 
that  it  would  he  unwise  and  injudicious 
that  they  should  be  transferred  as  a 
whole  to  the  County  Council,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  altogether  deprived  of 
them.  For  these  reasons,  he  ventured 
to  submit  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
to  the  Committee. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  as  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  went  to  the 
very  essence  of  the  principle  of  trans- 
ferring these  powers  to  the  County 
Council.  He  thought  they  had  better 
deal  with  it  on  the  Schedules  of  the  Bill. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  way  to  defeat 
the  object  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  carry 
it  in  such  a  form  that  these  important 
matters  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Government  for  the  time  being. 
He  thought  the  Government  ahoufd 
make  their  views  upon  tMs  subject  more 
clear,  or  else  consent  to  the  postpone- 
ment of  tbe  clause.  They  were  now 
entering  upon  a  totally  different  part  of 
the  Bill— namely,  that  which  delegated 
to  the  local  Bodies  the  powers  now 
exercised  by  the  Central  Authorities  at 
Westminster.    It  seemed  to  him,  in  view 
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Uember  for  Halifax  was,  in  conseqaeuce 
of  illness,  prevented  from  being  in  his 
place.  If  the  GoTemment  Tould  state 
in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  what  powers 
they  proposed  to  delegate  to  the  County 
Councils,  then  the  County  Councils, 
when  they  were  elected,  would  know 
what  they  had  to  do.  The  matter  as  it 
stood  was  left  to  a  Fravisional  Order, 
and  a  Provisional  Order  meant  nothing 
more  nor  leas  than  this— another  Act  of 
Parliament  under  another  name,  "What 
he  complained  of  in  the  course  of  the 
progress  of  the  £ill  was  the  crumbling 
away,  day  by  day,  of  all  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  measure.  The  Committee 
were  aware  that  there  were  other  olausea 
to  be  omitted  besides  this,  and  the  sec- 
tion they  were  now  discussing  was  one 
of  the  moat  vital  and  important  clauses 
in  the  Bill  in  reference  to  the  transfer 
of  powers  to  the  Oonnty  Council.  Never- 
theless, at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway,  the  Go- 
vernment were  abont  to  strike  it  out  of 
the  Bill. 

Ur.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Amendment  assumed  its  present 
form  at  the  request  of  his  own 
Party. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOTTBT  aaid, 
be  was  not  arguing  the  matter  from  a 
Port;  point  of  view.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  incapable  of 
dealing  with  it  from  any  other  point. 
There  were  many  other  clauses  which 
were  to  share  the  same  fate.  9o  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  intended  to  sup- 
port the  clause,  even  in  opposition  to 
the  Qovemment.  He  desired  to  see 
the  clause  kept  as  it  was.  If  there 
were  any  powers  improperly  pro- 
posed to  be  tranfifeired  under  it,  let 
them  be  omitted  in  the  Schsdnle.  Ho 
should  like  the  Committee  to  consider 
fairly  how  they  stood.  If  they  dabbled 
with  this  and  other  clauses,  what  were 
they  going  to  leave  to  the  County 
Councils  F  What  they  had  given  to 
the  County  Councils  in  Clause  3  was, 
broadly  speaking,  nothing,  and  they 
had  been  relying  upon  Clause  8  to  find 
the  Council  something  to  do.  Now, 
however,  it  was  proposed  to  get  rid  of 
Clause  a.  The  object  of  Clause  6  was 
to  place  very  important  powers  in  the 
handsof  theCountyCounci)s,.andhevery 
much  feared  that  if  they  took  away  those 
powers  which  were  to  be  transferred  bj 


the  clause  as  it  stood,  the  usef  ulnssa  and 
the  authority  of  the  County  Councils 
would  be  greatly  impaired.  UnlesB  the 
clause  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  what  would  he  its  effect  ?  It 
would  bo  impossible  to  get  competent 
men  to  remain  on  the  County  Councils 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  nothing.  That 
was  the  great  fear  that  was  entertained. 
With  certain  exceptions,  he  approved  of 
the  constitution  of  the  County  Councils, 
and  he  approved  of  many  of  the  functions 
which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
them ;  but  he  would  like  to  see  them 
with  really  operative  functions.  Would 
that  be  so  if  this  clause  were  removed 
from  the  Bill?  What  would  the  City 
Councils  then  have  to  do  ?  As  far  as  he 
could  make  out,  they  would  have  to 
deal  with  the  main  roads.  But,  surely, 
that  was  not  a  very  important  power  to 
confer  upon  the  Councils.  Then,  a^ain, 
they  would  have  to  appoint  aYisiting 
Committee  for  the  lunatic  asylums,  and 
would  have  to  attend  to  the  registration 
and  the  rules  of  scientific  societies.  In 
point  of  fact,  they  would  merely  have 
such  JDrisdiction  as  could  be  readily 
carried  out  by  a  committee.  So  far  as 
their  powers  and  duties  were  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  that  is  all  they  would  have 
todo,  TheOovemmentwerenowcutting 
away  all  the  more  important  functions 
it  was  originally  intended  the  County 
Councils  should  exercise.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
give  them  something  and  not  be  so  very 
disappointing.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  encourage  this  proceed- 
ing. He  knew  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  looked  with  no  particular 
friendly  eye  on  these  Councils,  and  he 
knew  ^at  not  only  were  there  Members 
of  that  House,  but  others  who  were  not 
Members  of  it,  who  regarded  the  Bill 
unfavourably.  They  would  rather  not 
have  the  County  Councils  crested,  and 
they  desired  that  when  ihey  were  created 
they  should  have  as  nearly  as  possible 
nothing  to  do,  and  no  poner  and  no 
authority.  He  was  certain  that  that 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government; 
but  he  believed  they  were  absolutely 
sincere  in  their  desire  to  create  a  useful 
and  powerful  body.  Nevertheless,  step 
by  step,  they  were  taking  away  the 
powers  originally  given  by  the  Bill.  He 
entreated  them  to  stand  by  tbet  clause, 
and  if  they  did  so,  he  could  assure  them 
INintk  Hight.-] 
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of  the  general  support  of  tlt&t  Bide  of  the 
House. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(Mr.  BnoHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  saitl,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  included  his  right  hon.  Friond  the 
Member  for  East  WolTarhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fonler)  among  those  who 
desired  to  eviscerate  that  dauee.  It  was 
necessary  in  consequence  of  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  GenllemaD,  that  he 
shouldcall  the  attention  of  iheOommittee 
to  the  arrangement  whioh  was  entered 
into  on  Tueeday  last,  when  the  clause 
was  under  discussion.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  first  of  all  transferred  by  way  of 
Schedule  certain  powers  to  the  County 
Oouncils,  and  that  it,  secondly,  proposed 
in  reference  to  other  powers,  that  they 
should  be  subsequently  transferred  by 
means  of  an  Order  in  Council.  When 
the  clause  came  on  for  discussioti,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Ohaplin)  rose  and  moved  an  Amendment 
by  which  all  the  powers  were  not  to  be 
transferred  at  once,  but  by  Order  in 
Council.  That  proposal  was  supported 
by  at  least  half-a-dozen  Members,  who 
Bpoke  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
among  others  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton,  who,  during 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill,  had  given 
great  attention  to  the  details  of  the 
measure,  and  whose  knowledge  of  the 
subject  would  not  be  denied  or  gain- 
said by  any  Member  of  the  House.  He 
even  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  would  be  willing  to  ac- 
knowledge that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton,  from  his  ex- 
perience, was  better  able  to  express  an 
opinion  than  he  was  himself.  Then 
again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  had  been  regarded, 
whether  rightly  or  not  he  did  not  know, 
as  having  charge  of  the  Bill  from  the 
Front  Bench  opposite.  In  the  course  of 
the  discussion,  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rose  and  gave  a  qualified  approval 
of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire to  transfer  the  powers  by  an  Order 
in  Council,  but  suggested  that  it  would 
b&  more  convenient  if  the  ohange  were 
made  by  a  Provisional  Order  Bill,  instead 
of  an  Order  in  Oonnoil.  The  Govern- 
Sir  William  Harcourt 


ment,  reoogniring  as  they  did  in  reference 
to  many  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  that 
they  were  quite  open  to  learn  by  the 
experience  of  Gentlemen  who  had  long 
been  connected  with  the  question  of 
Losal  Government  in  that  House — the 
Government  tecognized  that  there  was 
great  force  both  in  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire,  and  also  in  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax.  Looking  at  the  fact  that  the 
County  Councils  were  not  likely  to  come 
into  active  operation  until  April  next 
year,  it  was  quite  a  debatable  point 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  instead 
of  at  once  saddling  them  with  a  con- 
siderable number  of  duties  requiring 
great  experience,  to  take  some  steps  by 
which  all  the  powers,  or  any  part  of 
them,  might  be  made  the  subject  of 
investigation  at  the  hands  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
Such  a  Committee  would  bo  able  to  go 
into  one  and  all  of  the  various  powers 
proposed  to  be  conferred  with  a  view  to 
see  whether  all  or  soma  of  them  might 
be  transferred,  or  whether  some  altera- 
tions ought  to  be  made  in  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  a  proposition 
which  the  Government  considered  rea- 
sonable, and  they  accordingly  assented 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  righthon. Mem- 
ber for  Halifax,  stating  that,  so  far  as 
they  were  concerned,  they  saw  no  objec- 
tion to  the  course  of  procedure  he  pro- 
posed. But  no  sooner  had  they  made 
that  concession,  than  hon.  Members 
opposite  rose  and  protested  against  it, 
not  one  single  voice  having  previously 
been  heard  in  opposition  to  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite.  Now,  what  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case?  As  he  had  said,  these 
County  Councils  did  not  really  come 
into  power  until  April,  18S9.  There 
was,  therefore,  plenty  of  time  between 
now  and  the  commencement  of  next 
Session  of  Parliament  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  prepare  and  introduce  a  Provi- 
sional Order  Bill,  specifying  the  powers 
that  were  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
County  Councils. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked, 
if  that  Bill  would  be  brought  in  during 
the  present  Session  F 

Mtt.  RITCHIE  said,  no;  not  during 
that  Session,    The  right  boa.  Gentle- 
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man  knew  perfectly  veil  that  it  vnuld 
be  quite  impossible  to  pass  a  Provi- 
sional Ordet  Bill  that  year;  but  if  it 
were  prBsented  early  next  Session  it 
might  be  proceeded  with  at  once,  and 

&i8Bed  rapidly  into  law.  The  tight  hon, 
entleman  assumed  that  theGovemment 
had  a  desire  to  create  County  Councils, 
and  then  give  them  nothinf;  to  do. 

Sis  WILUAM  HAEOOTJET  :  No. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  That  was  the  whole 
IpBt  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemaii,  who  said — "  Are  we  to  trust  the 
Qovemment  to  do  anything  of  the  hind, 
if  we  do  not  do  it  now  in  the  Bill." 

8m  WILUAM  HARCOURTbegged 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemau's  pardon. 
He  did  not  say  that ;  hut  he  had  pointed 
out  that  by  a  Pruvisional  Order  they 
would  not  have  the  powers  transferred 
in  time  for  the  election  of  the  new  Coun- 
oils,  and  the  men  elected  would  not  know 
what  they  had  to  do.  All  he  desired  to 
point  out  was  that  the  first  election  would 
take  place  without  the  County  Councils 
knowing  what  the  powers  were  they 
would  nave  to  discbarge. 

Ma.  RITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  wanted  to  know  what  the 
County  Councils  were  to  do.  It  had 
been  stated  again  and  again  that  this 
new  Body  was  being  created  in  the  hope 
of  placing  iu  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill 
the , powers  conferred  by  the  measure. 
It  waa,  however,  lecogaized  on  all 
hands,  that  it  would  be  unwise  and  im- 
politic for  the  House  to  saddle  these 
new  Bodies  with  the  powers  they  would 
hare  to  perform  nntil  the  Councils 
thetnselvea  had  bad  some  experience  of 
the  nature  of  the  work  and  were  ready 
to  settle  themselTes  down  into  workiog 
order.  How  could  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman eay  that  the  County  Councils 
would  be  elected  iu  ignorance  of  what 
they  would  have  to  do,  when  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  Bill  made  proposals  in 
reference  to  all  the  questions  that  were 
scheduled  in  the  measure,  and  only  re- 
frained from  carrying  them  into  an  Act 
in  consequence  of  representations  made 
to  them  that  it  would  be  better  early 
next  Session  to  make  provision  for  it. 
The  right  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
most  important  of  those  powers  were 
the  powers  conneeledwith  Frovisional 
Urdere,  and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  would  acknowledge 
the  truth  of  that  remark.  Tlierefore,  it 
«  ould  not  be  at  all  satisfactory  to  eay  that 


they  proposed  to  transfer  at  once  certain 
powers  which  the  Home  Secretary  now 
had,  and  then  to  refrain  from  doing 
more.  There  was  not  the  smallest  justi- 
fication for  supposing  that  the  County 
Councils  would  be  prejudiced  in  their 
election  by  the  position  which  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  taken  up  in  response  to 
the  appeal  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
Government  had  shown  their  desire  to 
secure  that  the  powers  of  the  County 
Councils  should  be  ample,  but  they 
acknowledged  that  there  was  great  force 
in  the  objeotions  which  had  been  made, 
that  many  of  these  powers  would  be 
transferred  without  sufficient  examina- 
tion by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House.  They  would  undertake  to  have 
a  Provisional  Order  Bill  drawn  up  and 
presented  to  Parliament  at  the  earlieet 
moment,  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
they  had  no  desire  to  create  a  great  and 
important  machine  like  this,  and  then 
to  give  it  nothing  to  do.  That  was  the 
reason  why  he  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire, and  he  waa  certain  that  the  pro- 
posal would  meet  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton. 

Sir  LYON  PLATFAIR  (Leeds,  8.) 
said,  he  had  waited  with  anxiety  to 
ascertain  what  position  the  President  of 
the  Looal  OoTernment  Board  intended 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  subsequent 
Amendments  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire,  because  those  subsequent 
Amendments  altered  the  whole  position 
as  it  was  discussed  the  other  day. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  had  not  mads  that  matter  clear. 
This  Amendment  was  only  preliminary. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  he 
would  accept  all  the  Amendments  upon 
the  Paper ;  but  what  he  did  accept  now 
was  to  transfer  these  powers  by  means 
of  a  Provisional  Order. 

Sm  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  ho 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  whole  posi- 
tion would  be  altered  if  these  Amend- 
ments were  accepted  by  the  Oovernment, 
and  he  desired  to  point  out  the  way  in 
which  the  matter  stood  when  it  was  last 
under  discussion.  Many  Members  were 
opposed  to  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
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fectly  true ;  but  It  waa  necesBary  to  do 
eo  because  the  clause  was  divided  iuto 
two  parts.  It,  therefore,  became  iieces> 
sary  that  much  of  what  was  coatatned 
in  the  Ist  eub-Beotion  should  be  applied 
to  the  2nd  Bub-section,  and  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Slea- 
ford  DiviBion  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  to  deal 
with  both  eub-eections  in  the  same  way. 
The  Qt>Terumeitt,  therefore,  allowed  an 
amalf^amation  of  the  two  sub- sections, 
and  that  was  the  sole  reason  why  the 
words  referred  to  by  the  right  hon,  Oen> 
tleman  were  proposed  to  be  struck  out. 

8ia  LTON  PtAYFAIE  said,  ho  had 
heard  the  whole  of  the  discussion,  and 
his  interpretation  of  it  wae,  and  he 
thought  it  a  good  explanation,  that  if 
they  were  to  gire  these  complex  powers, 
it  was  not  desirable  to  transfer  them  at 
once  to  the  County  Councils,  but  to  give 
tho  power  of  doing  so  by  means  of  a 
Frovieioual  Order.  That  would  render 
it  unnecessat;  to  discuss  the  Schedules 
in  such  detail  as  would  otherwise  be 
essential.  He  thought  that  that  was  a 
proper  suggestion ;  but  he  had  not 
dreamt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  strike  out  the  Schedules 
altogether. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  {Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  that  after  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board  the 
opposition  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  unreasonable.  He  thought  it  was 
necessary  to  examine  carefully  the 
powers  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
transfer.  He  had  been  somewhat 
alarmed  In  the  first  instance  at  the  re- 
strictive powers  of  the  Amendment,  but 
it  had  been  clear  altogether  that  the 
Government  had  no  intention  whatever 
of  restricting  the  power  it  was  proposed 
to  confer  upon  the  County  Councils,  and, 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  there  was 
nothing  more  reasonable  than  that  a 
full  opportunity  should  be  afforded  for 
considering  what  powers  were  to  be 
transferred.  He  was  inclined  to  think 
that  many  hon.  Members  who  had  taken 
part  in  the  discussion  of  the  clause  had 
lost  sight  of  the  importance  of  not  hand- 
ing over  these  powers  at  once  by  whole- 
sale. He  was  of  opinion  that  the  County 
Councils  would  not  be  perfectly  capable 
of  carrying  them  out,  and  he  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment  if  he  did 


of  Lincolnshire  altogether.  He  had  not 
been  one  of  those.  He  had  thought  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  give  instructions  to 
the  Coimty  Councils  in  cases  where  ex- 

?erience  was  required  by  means  of  a 
rovisional  Order  or  an  Order  in  Coun- 
oil.  The  powers  which  it  was  proposed 
to  transfer  to  tho  County  Councils  had 
never  been  given  to  the  municipalities, 
and  the  County  Councils  not  having  bad 
the  experience  of  the  mualcip^Itiea 
would  certainly  not  be  prepared  at  the 
first  moment  to  nxeroise  tho  powers  pro- 
posed to  bo  conferred  upon  them.  But 
what  was  the  position  to-day.  If  the 
Government  accepted  the  subsequent 
Amendments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  It  simply  meant  the 
destruction  of  Clause  8.  Everything  up 
to  line  48  was  cancelled  by  the  Amena- 
ment.  If  the  Amendment  were  passed, 
the  whole  of  the  Schedules  would  go, 
hecause  the  effect  would  be  to  cause 
their  disappearance  from  the  Bill,  and 
the  whole  purpose  and  object  of  Clause 
8  would  have  vanished.  Under  such 
circumstances,  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
Amendment.  If  the  Government  would 
give  an  assurance  that  they  would 
oppose  this  process  of  the  evisceration 
of  Clause  8  and  would  retain  the  Sche- 
dule, he  would  hold  himself  to  his  pro- 
mise and  would  support  them,  because 
he  thought  it  better  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  should  give  instructions  as  to  what 
powers  the  County  Councils  were  to 
exercise.  By  assenting  to  the  course 
now  proposed,  that  would  give  to  the 
Government  the  power  of  decentralizing 
the  whole  matter. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
heard  the  whole  of  the  discussion  upon 
this  subject.  One  of  tho  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton was  that  if  the  clause  were 
allowed  to  stand  as  it  was  In  the  Bill  it 
would  lead  to  a  long  and  endless  discus- 
sion on  these  very  Schedules,  and  that 
was  one  of  the  chief  arguments  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  In  favour  of  his 
proposal.  It  was  certainly  an  argument 
which  he  (Mr.  Bitcbie)  had  regarded  as 
a  very  powerful  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair) 
did  not  seem  to  have  heard  the  discus- 
sion which  took  place  in  reference  to  the 
Schedule,  and  he  now  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  omit  a  large 
portion  of  the  clause.  That  was  per- 
Str  Lyon  Flayfair 
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sot  see  that  the  practical  effect  would  be 
to  ^ve  them  experience  and  knowledge 
of  the  work  they  were  to  perform.  Take, 
fot  instacce,  the  power  with  regard  to 
the  issue  of  Provisional  Orders  as  to  the 
carrTing  out  of  works.  If  this  power 
were  handed  over  at  once  to  the  liooal 
Authority,  what  means  would  the  Local 
Authority  have  of  carrying  out  and 
fpving  consent  to  the  issue  .  of  Pro- 
visional  Orders  in  connection  with  such 
works  as  drainage  ?  The  money  which 
would  have  to  be  borrowed  would  be  a 
diffioul^  in  itself;  it  would  be  necessary 
to  appiy  to  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners,  and  the  Public  Works 
Iioan  Oommisaioners  were  not  likely  to 
grant  a  considerable  sum  without  some 
evidenoe  of  an  engineenng  character  aa 
to  the  value  of  the  work  proposed  to  be 
done.  80,  in  regard  to  otner  works, 
B  scheme  would  have  to  be  properly  pre- 
pared and  submitted  before  the  money 
could  be  borrowed.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  necessary  to  have  an  inquiry  on 
the  spot  at  which  objections  could  be 
xaisea,  and  the  whole  matter  would  be 
fairly  threshed  out.  It  was  ridieulous 
to  suppose  that  any  County  Oouncil 
would  at  once  embark  in  any  measure 
of  this  kind  without  such  a  preliminary 
inquiry;  therefore,  it  was  a  wise  pre- 
caution on  behalf  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  the  machinery  was  in  working 
order  before  th^  handed  over  these 
powers  to  the  County  Oouncils.  He 
hoped  there  would  be  no  delay  in  grant- 
ing the  powers  which  he  regarded  as  so 
important.  It  was  of  the  highest  im- 
portance to  remove  the  power  of  de- 
centralization, and  get  rid  of  the  clog  of 
Businees  that  occurred  upstairs.  It  was 
alao  desirable  to  relieve  those  who  at 
present  took  part  in  projects  of  this 
Kind,  from  the  dreadful  responsibility  of 
bringing  a  local  Bill  before  Parliament. 
He  entertained  the  hope  that,  large  as 
the  powers  were  that  were  to  be  con- 
ferred by  the  Bill,  there  would  be  some 
further  powers  in  regard  to  Private  Bill 
legislation.  The  iseue  of  Provisional 
Orders  was  another  matter.  No  doubt, 
when  they  handed  over  this  power  to 
the  County  Councils,  core  would  be 
taken  to  see  that  they  were  in  a  position 
to  carry  it  out.  They  had  had  a  clear 
statement  from  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Gfovemment  to  delay 
the  transfer  of  these  powers,  and,  therO' 


fore,  he  considered  that  bon.  Uembers 
opposite  were  unreasonable  in  objecting 
to  the  Amendment.  He  was  sure  that 
there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  0^>Ternment  to  restrict  the  powers 
of  the  County  Councils.  As  to  the  evie- 
ceration  of  the  Bill,  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  would  look  at  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  and  the  powers  to  be  granted 
to  the  County  Councils,  he  eould  have 
no  fear  that  the  Councils  would  not  have 
ample  work  to  do.  It  was  not,  however, 
desirable  that  all  the  work  they  would 
have  to  do  should  be  put  at  once  upon 
their  shouldere. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoraa,  W.)  said, 
that  after  the  two  speeches  whiohhad  been 
delivered  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  they  seemed  really 
to  have  got  at  the  bottom  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Amendment  of  the  ri|;ht  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire.  It  was  »mply  a  time- 
saving  Amendment  to  shorten  the  debate 
on  the  Bill.  The  Covemment  had  done 
a  good  deal  in  that  direction  in  throwing 
over  extra  weight,  and  from  the  am- 
biguous and  unsatisfactory  reply  that 
had  been  given  that  afternoon  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it  was  clear 
that  it  was  at  least  possible  that  the 
London  clauses  of  the  Bill  might  foUoir 
the  Licensing  Clauses. 

Mb.  HITCHIE  said,  that  not  a  single 
word  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  asked  the  question,  or 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  which  oould  possibly  jus- 
tify the  aaeertion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made. 

Mk.  LAWSON  said,  the  silence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  just  as  signi- 
ficant as  hia  speech.  When  the  pro- 
position was  raised  in  the  Oommtttee,  he 
protested  against  treating  the  County  of 
London  in  the  same  way  as  other  locali- 
ties. He  hod  heard  nothing  that  day 
aa  to  what  was  to  be  done  for  London. 
[CrtM  0/ "  Order !  "  and  "Question!"] 
He  submitted  that  this  was  the  Question. 
This  clause  conferred  certain  powers 
on  the  County  Council  for  London,  and 
it  was  impossible  at  a  later  period  to  in- 
sert in  the  Schedule  the  duties  and  lia- 
bilities of  the  County  Council  of  London 
unless  tbey  were  prepared  to  confer 
some  powers  upon  other  County  Coun- 
cils. He  doubted  very  much  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  improved  the 
imnth  XifM.} 
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Bill  bf  subatitQtitig  a  FroTisioDal  Order 
for  an  Order  in  Council.  No  doubt 
they  would  have  all  the  influence  of  the 
permanent  offioiala  against  them,  who 
Lad  been  accustomed  touse  these  powers, 
as  all  must  admit,  with  great  efficiency. 
It  was  unlikely  that  they  would  be  willing 
to  surrender  them,  and  to  ask  popular 
Bodies  to  tako  oyer  the  powers  they  now 
posseBsed.  He  was,  therefore,  afraid 
that  the  process  of  devolution  would  be 
much  slower  than  was  contemplated,  and 
the  proposition  now  made  might  prove 
more  iosidioua  than  the  one  whion  was 
contained  in  the  Amendmentas  it  stood. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  whole  of  the 
arguments  they  had  heard  that  afternoon 
related  to  one  part  of  the  Schedule,  and 
one  part  only.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Somerset  (Ur,  Uewellyn)  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Ur.  Chaplin] 
had  referred  to  the  powers  now  exer- 
cised by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they 
maintained  that  it  would  be  improper 
to  call  upon  the  County  Councils,  who 
would  be  without  ezperieuce  and  know- 
ledge, to  exercise  such  powers.  The 
three  parts  of  the  lat  Schedule  deflned 
the  powers  that  were  to  be  transferred 
now  exercised  by  the  Home  Office,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  prevent  the  second  part  from  ap- 
pearing in  the  Schedule,  showed  what 
the  governing  idea  in  his  mind  was. 
Personally,  he  (Mr.  Lawson)  did  not 
see  why  some  oompromise  should  not  be 
arrived  at  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject Why  should  not  the  Government 
at  once  admit  that  it  was  the  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  were  objected 
to,  on  the  ground  that  they  required 
expert  knowledge  and  practice  which 
did  not  apply  to  other  Departments  of 
the  State  r  The  whole  of  the  objections, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  applied  to  one  part 
of  the  Schedule,  and  to  save  time  the 
Oovemment  were  going  to  cut  out  the 
whole  Schedule  and  to  diminish  the 
dignity  of  the  County  Conncila,  simply 
with  U16  object  of  lightening  the  load 
the  Oovernment  had  to  carry.  The  Go- 
vernment would  be  prepared  to  say  that 
at  the  present  time  there  was  no  op- 
portunity to  disouss  the  Schedule.  He 
thought  some  arrangemeot  might  be 
made  by  which  it  migbt  be  agreed  to 
except  Uie  powers  now  exercised  by  the 
itr.  Lawion 


Board  of  Trade,  and  to  take  a  moderate 
amonnt  of  discussion  on  the  Schedule  as 
a  whole,  because  on  moat  points  in  re- 
gard to  them  they  would  all  ha  agreed. 
Ha  trusted  that  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  resist  the 
Amendment  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  a.  E.  GATHOBNE-HAHDY 
(Sussex,  East  Grinatead)  said,  that  as 
one  who  was  present  during  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  the  other  day,  he  felt  bound 
to  express  surprise  at  the  course  taken  by 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  He  was 
second  to  none  in  desiring  that  the 
powers  given  to  the  County  Councils 
should  be  both  large  and  important;  but 
when  he  came  into  the  House  the  other 
day  to  hear  the  discussion  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  he  did  so 
with  a  perfectly  open  mind,  and  after 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken,  a 
very  weigb^  speech  waa  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley).  He  thought 
it  would  have  been  greatly  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  hon.  Members  to  have  heard 
that  speech.  They  had  had  speeches 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  the  last  of  whom 
spoke  with  great  authority  upon  matters 
connected  with  the  health  of  the  com- 
munity. Both  of  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen supported  the  Amendment.  The 
right  hos.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Bitohie)  waited  to  see  whether  any  other 
hon.  Members  would  address  the  House ; 
and,  finding  that  there  was  a  universal 
consensus  of  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  in  his  place  and  said  that,  as 
he  did  not  wish  to  resist  the  uni- 
versal opinion  of  the  House,  he  would 
accept  the  Amendment,  against  which 
not  one  word  had  been  gpoken  by  any 
hon.  Member.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  protested  against  the  use  in 
that  discussion  of  such  phrases  aa 
"evisceration  of  the  Bill"  and  "time- 
serving Amendments." 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  the  phrase  he 
used  was  "  time-saving  Amendments." 

Mb.  a.  E.  GATHORNE-HAEDT 
said,  he  felt  bound  to  proteat  against 
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poirera  vould  be  given  together  and 
would  stand  oi  fall  together. 

Me.  RATHBONE  (Oamarronshire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  thought  that  the  House 
generally  was  pretty  much  agreod  as  to 
what  they  wanted  to  accompliah;  but 
the  difficulty  waa  how  the;  were  to  ac- 
ooEQplish  it.  He  believed  that  most  of 
them  were  anxious  that  the  new  County 
Oouncils  should  have  large  powers 
transferred  to  them ;  but  there  were 
some  of  tbasa  powers  which  bon.  Mem- 
bers eittiDg  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
believed  that  it  would  be  imprudent  to 
transfer  at  the  present  moment.  The 
difficulty  was  how  they  were  to  ao- 
complish  the  transference  of  powers 
without  involving  too  great  a  waste  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  Let  them  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  matters  it  was  pro* 

Eosed  to  transfer.  The  powers  of  the 
ecretary  of  State  contained  in  the  first 
Schedule  ought,  no  doubt,  to  be  trans- 
ferred at  once.  The  second  part  pro- 
posed to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils 
the  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  he  thought  there 
was  a  general  agreement  that  it  would 
not  be  wise,  before  the  County  Councils 
got  settled  down  to  their  work,  to  confer 
those  duties  upon  them.  When  they 
came  to  the  third  part  it  was  more  diffi- 
cult to  come  to  a  decision.  He  referred 
to  the  transference  of  the  powers,  duties, 
and  liabilities  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board.  He  believed  that  a  greater  part 
of  those  duties  should  be  transferred  at 
once,  but  there  was  some  part  of  them 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  transfer 
somewhat  later.  He  thought  there  was 
a  great  objection  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  which  required 
these  things  to  be  done  by  Provisional 
Order.  They  always  knew  that  Pro- 
visional Orders  were  very  slow  and  diffi- 
cult things  to  get  through.  What  he 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Qentle< 
man  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  was  that  he 
should  agree  to  transfer  the  powers  by 
Order  in  Council  instead  of  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  and  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  state  to  the  Committee 
what  were  the  powers  which  ought  to 
be  at  onoe  transferred  by  such  Order  in 
Council.  By  that  means  he  (Mr.  Hath- 
bone)  thought  they  would  obtain  the 
object  they  all  desired  to  accomplish- 
that  was   to    say,   that   all    necessary 


the  imputation  of  motives  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion. The  phrases  which  had  unfortu- 
nately been  used,  be  ventured  to  think, 
had  much  more  to  do  with  the  Licensing 
Clauses,  which  were  in  a  state  of  sus- 
pended animation,  than  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  Those  phrases 
were  intended,  not  as  consumption  in 
that  House,  but  for  consumption  off  the 
premises ;  they  were  intended  to  give 
the  constituents  the  false  idea  that  a 
measure  which  showed  more  trust 
the  people  than  had  ever  been  evinced 
by  any  Government  before  was  a  sham 
[_Criei  of  "  Hear,  hoar  !  "]  He  under- 
stood the  meaning  of  that  cheer.  He 
had  seen  the  same  phrase  used  by  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  when  he 
gave  the  benefit  of  his  asBistance  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  by  addreesinghis  constituents. 
He  could  only  say  that  it  was  with  the 
greatoet  surprise  he  had  beard,  on  the 
last  occasion,  the  Motion  made  to  report 
Progress  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Tate  Chief  Secreatry  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  who  bad  not  been  present 
during  the  whole  of  the  discussion,  and 
had  heard  very  little  of  the  comments 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
same  Benches  themselves,  but  who,  on 
the  faith  of  representations  of  hon. 
Members  who  had  casually  dropped  into 
the  House,  without  having  heard  the 
diwuBsion,  moved  to  report  Progress, 
and  had  thus  occasioned  a  considerable 
waste  of  time. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  accept  the  com- 
promise suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson). 
Nothing  could  be  more  fallacious  than 
the  argument  that  delay  was  advisable, 
so  that  the  County  Councils  might  have 
time  to  furnish  themselves  with  experts 
like  those  who  now  advised  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  regard  to  Tramways  and 
matters  of  that  kind.  It  was  said  that 
the  County  Councils  had  not  the  ex- 
perience they  ought  to  have,  and  that, 
therefore,  they  ought  not  to  be  entrusted 
with  these  new  powers;  hut  they  never 
would  have  experience  and  were  not 
likely  to  take  experts  into  their  service 
until  they  had  full  powers  ^ven  to 
them.    He  sincerely  hoped  that  all  the 
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powers  would  be  &t  onoe  traoafeired  to 
the  CoDoty  Counoila,  and  thej  would  be 
able  to  get  into  working  order  for  the 
rest. 

Thb  CHANC3ELL0E  oftsbEXOHE- 
QTJEE  (Mr.  aoBOHira)  (St.  Qeorge's, 
Hanover  Square)  anid,  he  deeired  to 
point  out  that  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halitaz 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  who  had  suggested  a 
Froviaional  Order  instead  of  an  Order 
in  Council.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
St,  Fancras  (Mr.  Lawsou)  had  suggested 
a  compromise,  and  proposed  that  by  way 
of  giving  the  Oonnoil  something  to  do 
they  should  have  at  oooe  transferred  to 
them  the  duties  performed  by  the  Home 
Office.  Those  duties  were  "power  to 
represent  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  that 
burials  should  be  discontinued  in  any 
place  of  burial  in  the  Metropolitan 
area;  approval  of  new  burial  ground  or 
cemetery  in  the  Metropolitan  area,  or 
within  two  miles  of  it ;  powers  to  make 
report  to  Her  Majesty  in  Oounoil  for 
the  discontinuance  of  burial  in  any 
place  of  burial ;  approval  of  new  burial 
ground ;  power  to  order  the  abolition  of 
a  fair,  and  power  to  order  an  alteration 
of  the  day  for  holding  a  fair  and  the 
duration  of  a  fair."  Those  were  the 
powers  of  the  Home  Secretary  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Fanoraa  was 
kindly  willing  to  say  might  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils. 

Mk.  LAWSON  said,  he  had  also 
pointed  out  that  the  powers  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  might  be  transferred 
at  once. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  if  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  whole  of  those  powers 
should  at  once  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils,  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  lead  to  a  long  discussion,  con- 
sidering that  a  good  many  of  them  were 
of  on  extremely  controversial  character. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
the  London  Council  would  not  have 
enough  to  do  when  it  was  proposed  to 
transfer  to  it  the  whole  of  the  powers  ' 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  I 
(Mr.  GoBchsn)  thought  that  would  start 
the  London  Council  with  a  fair  nmount 
of  busineea.  In  point  of  fact  it  would 
devolve  upon  thema  somewhat  herculean 
task.  It  would  be  better  to  have  the 
powers  for  which  they  were  adapted 
given  to  the  Councils,  than  tobaveUieir 
minds  disturbed  by  a  mass  of  business 


with  which  they  would  not  be  able  to 
deal.  Hie  views  were  well  known  oa. 
this  subject.  He  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  decentralization.  The  whole  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  decentralize 
as  soon  as  they  could,  and  he  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  when  he 
occupied  the  position  of  Chairman  of  the 
Xew  County  Council  to  which  he  might 
aspire,  he  would  have  plenty  of  business 
to  attend  to  and  ample  scope  for  his 
talents.  They  were  all  unanimous,  he 
trusted,  on  this  point,  that  ample  powers 
should  be  given  to  the  County  Councila, 
and  the  only  difference  was  as  to  the  lines 
upon  which  they  should  proceed.  He 
was  not  going  to  repeat  the  speeoh  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentteman  opposite  as 
to  why  these  powers  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill  at  the  present  moment. 
What  he  was  dealing  with  now  was  the 
argument  that  in  leaving  out  certain 
powers  for  the  present  the  Government 
were  influenced  by  some  sinister  design. 
The  case  would  have  to  be  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee,  and,  of  course,  the 
Government  would  resist  any  endeavour 
on  the  part  of  the  Department  to  retain 

Sowers  in  their  hands  which  it  was 
esirable  to  hand  over  to  the  County 
Council. 

Mb.  la.  WSOX  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
London  County  Council  were  to  have  all 
the  powers  which  were  now  exercised  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  but 
he  did  not  understand  that  the  Qovern- 
tnent  wanted  another  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  nor  did  the  public 
want  one.  He  understood  that  they 
wanted  a  different  class  of  men  alto- 

f  ether.  He  looked  forward  to  the  Lon- 
on  Council  having  very  different 
powers,  and  to  a  time  when  it  might 
hope  to  secure  the  services  of  men  of 
position  and  ability,  with  such  a  man  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  at 
their  head.  If  they  believed  in  all  they 
had  said  about  the  necessity  of  decen- 
tralization, they  should  give  their  words 
effect. 

Me.  AETHTJE  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan, S.)  asked,  why  the  clause  and  the 
powers  to  whichitrelated  had  been  delibe- 
ratelyput  into  the  measure  ?  What  was 
the  object  ?  He  thought  that  a  great 
deal  of  time,  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  a 
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good  deal  of  friction,  and  a  certain 
amount  of  miflundeTBtanding  would  have 
been  avoided  if  the  Oommittee  had 
thoroug^hly  realized  what  powers  weie 
proposed  to  be  granted  to  the  County 
CounciU.  He  would  ask  the  Oommittee 
to  conuder  what  those  poweca  rsall; 
were.  He  represented  a  conntj  oon- 
stituoncy,  and  he  would  ask  what  powers 
-were  proposed  to  be  transrerrei],  after  the 
remarkable  admisaiou  which  h^d  been 
made  b;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Olumoellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that  the 
powers  now  exercised  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary were  very  trumpery  powers  in- 
deed. What  were  they  ?  They  would 
give  the  County  Counoils  power  to 
alter  the  day  on  which  a  fair  was  to 
be  held  without  warrant,  and  without 
the  neoeaaity  of  going  to  the  Home 
Offioe  in  order  to  obtun  permission. 
They  also  gave  the  County  Conncils 
certain  small  licensing  powers.  Then 
came  the  secood  part  of  the  Schedule, 
which  related  to  the  powers  now  exer- 
cised by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that 
was  the  part  to  which  he  wished  moat 
strongly,  in  the  intereflta  of  the  new 
governing  Bodies,  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.  They  hod  been  told, 
over  and  over  again,  that  the  Gktvem- 
ment  and  the  Conservative  Party  were 
most  anxious  to  grant  large  powers  to 
the  County  Couuciis,  but  he  would  ven- 
ture, without  hesitation,  to  say  that  the 
powers  to  be  granted  under  the  8th 
clause  and  the  second  and  third  parts 
of  the  Schedules  were,  so  far  from  being 
too  large,  nothing  like  the  powers  that 
a  democratic  Body  like  the  County 
Conncils  would  immediately  insist  upon 
having.  He  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  what  those  powers 
were.  What  was  the  first  ?  The  County 
Councils  were  to  have  the  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  with  certain  exceptions, 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbours 
Act.  Surely  the  Committee  ought  to 
have  been  told,  before  proceeding  with 
the  discussion,  whether  it  was  really 
intended  to  withdraw  the  concession 
of  those  powers.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment, when  a  Local  Authority  wanted 
to  have  a  pier  or  harbour  mode,  it  was 
necessary  to  go  to  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  or  to  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mb.  STAVEtET   HILL   fStafford- 
ahire,  Kin^Bwinfotd)  rose  in  his  place 
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and  claimed  to  move  "  That  the  Qnei- 
tion  be  now  put." 

Thk  chairman  declined  to  put  the 
Question. 

Mb.  AHTHTJH  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  trespassing  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House.  He  was  only 
claiming  for  the  County  Council  of  his 
own  county  that  the  powers  to  be  given 
should  be  given  to  them  directly,  and  be 
wished  to  show  that  those  powers,  so 
far  from  involving  great  responubility, 
involved  scarcely  any  responsibility 
whatever.  If  a  Local  Authority  wanted 
to  make  a  pier  or  harbour,  what  would 
be  the  change  introduced  if  they  passed 
this  Schedule  f  They  would  simply 
make  it  necessary  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rity, or  the  promoters,  as  they  were 
called,  should  go  the  County  Council, 
instead  of  being  required  to  come  up  to 
London,  in  order  to  lay  tbeir  case  before 
the  Bepreeentatives  of  the  people.  Was 
that  an  unreasonable  change  to  make  in 
creating  a  great  governing  Body  of  this 
sort?  It  certainly  did  not  amount  to 
very  much,  for  the  County  Council 
would  only  allow  the  application  to  be 
made.  There  were  a  number  of  serious 
restrictions  imposed  by  Statute.  For 
instance,  it  was  necessary  that  notice 
should  be  given,  and  all  the  formalities 
of  a  Provisional  Order  gone  through, 
and  then  the  application  would  have  to  bo 
submitted  to  the  County  Council.  The 
powers  under  which  a  Provisional  Order 
was  to  be  given  were  expressly  provided 
in  all  of  the  Acts — such  as  the  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  the  Tramway 
Act,  &ud  the  Electric  Lighting  Act.  The 
Local  Authority  would  not  be  able  to 
buy  a  foot  of  Ifuid  without  having  prao- 
tically  to  go  to  London.  It  was  per- 
fectly idle  to  tell  him  that  these  powers 
were  too  large  to  be  confided  to  the  die- 
cretion  of  the  County  Council,  seeing 
that  they  were  subjected  to  the  provi- 
sions of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
a  Provisional  Order  must  always  be 
assented  to  by  Parliament.  The  Com- 
mittee ought  not  to  deceive  themselves 
by  snpiwsing  that  the  people  were  going 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  process  of  issuing 
Provisional  Orders  when  public  works 
were  required  to  be  done,  or  that  they 
would  be  content  to  come  to  Parliament 
tor  its  assent.  The  powers  they  required 
were  very  much  larger  than  those,  and 
he  would  seriously  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider — especially  those  on  the  other 
INiHthJfight.} 
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8ide  of  the  House,  who  had  drafted 
these  clauaee — whj  oa  earth  thej  should 
Btultiff  the  Bill  by  introducing  certain 
proTiaiona  into  it,  unleea  they  intended 
to  atand  by  them.  "Lho  Government 
said,  "We have  drawn  up  these  Sche- 
dules and  wo  consider  that  these  powers 
are  necessary  powers."  Then,  why  de- 
lay their  insertion  in  the  Bill  ?  The  Bill 
and  the  machinery  would  be  ready  next 
year.  There  were  powers  exercised  by 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board  in  refer- 
ence to  hatha  and  washhouses.  At  pre- 
sent those  provisions  applied  to  the 
whole  countty,  but  they  could  not  be 
applied  to  a  single  parish  except  upon 
an  application  made  to  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board.  By  the  second  part  of 
the  Schedule,  instead  of  its  being  neces- 
sary to  apply  to  the  Local  Oovernment 
Board,  the  application  would  in  future 
be  made  to  ttie  County  Council.  That 
was  a  very  small  power  indeed,  and  if 
the  Committee  would  take  the  trouble, 
B8  he  bad  done,  to  go  through  every  one 
of  these  Acts,  they  would  find  that  it 
was  only  similar  trumpery  powers  which 
were  to  be  transferred.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  at 
once  proceed  to  invest  the  Local  Au- 
thorities with  the  powers  contained  in 
the  Schedule. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  this  debate 
would  be  a  lesson  to  him  in  the  future 
as  to  how  he  accepted  an  Amendment, 
or  an  alteration  to  an  Amendment,  on 
the  invitation  of  right  hon.  Gentle - 
men  opposite.  Complaint  had  been 
made  of  the  substitution  of  a  Provisional 
Order  for  an  Order  iu  Council.  That 
alteration  had  been  accepted  on  the 
direct  invitation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Uember  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Staasfeldj.  For  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's) 
own  part  he  greatly  preferred  his  own 
Amendment;  bnt,  for  the  sake  of 
making  progress  with  the  Bill,  he  had 
accepted  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought  that  it 
was  somewhat  hard  and  unreasonable 
to  complain  of  the  Government  for  the 
course  they  had  followed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon -Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
had  expressed  his  opinion  on  the  pre- 
vious night  that  half-an-hour'a  discus' 
sion  would  finieh  the  question  ;  as  they 
had  now  been  discussing  it  for  two 
hours  and  a-halt  he  claimed  to  more, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 
Mr.  Arthur  JFitiiamt 
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Question  put,  "That  the  Question  be 


now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  298; 
Noes  216:  Majority  82.— CDiv.  list, 
No.  174.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
words  '  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  make  from  time  to 
time  a  Provisional  Order  for  transfer- 
ring '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided :'~h.jm  306; 
Noes  224 :  Majority  82. 


AYES. 


AddiBon,  J.  B.  W. 
Agg-Gnrdnar,  J.  T. 
AJnslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hoD.  Q. 

AllBOpp,  hoD.  p. 

AmbroM,  W. 
AmhetBt,  W.  A.  T. 


Campbell,  J.  A. 
Cannarthen,  Hftrq.  of 
Chamberlain,  rt.  ui.  J. 
Chunbeilaio,  R. 
CbarriDgtoD.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
CoddingtoD,  W. 
CoKhill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Sir  J. 
Compton,  P. 
Uooke,  C.  W.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
CorbeU,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cnuib«ne,  Tisoooat 
Crow,  H.  S. 
Cromlay,  Sir  S,  B. 
Croatman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  O. 
CurcoD,  Viacouot 
Carson,  hon.  O.  K. 


Aoetruther,  H.  T. 
AshmMd-Bartlett,  E. 
BaUev,  Sir  J.  B. 
fiaii^,  J.  Q.  A. 
BhUout,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Bariag,  T.  C. 
Bamea,  A. 
Banr,  A.  H.  S. 
Bartley,  G.  0.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
BauTnaiii],'A.  A. 
BaEley-Whit«,  J. 

M.  E.  ] 

Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel.  W.  J. 
Beanmoot,  U.  F. 
Beckett,  B.  W. 

Beckett,  W. _     .. 

Bentiiick,  rt.  hn.  G.  C.  De  Wonna,  Baron  U. 

Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C.  Dimadale,  Barun  R. 

Bentinck,  W.  G.  0.  Diion,  G. 

Bere«ford,  Lord  C.  W.  Diion-HwrtUnd,  F,  D. 

De  la  Poer  Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 

Bethell,     Commander  Douglas,  A.  Aken- 

O.  R.  Dugdale,  J.  S. 

Bickford-Smith,  W.  Duncan.  Colonel  F. 

Biikbeck,  Sir  E.  Buncombe.  A. 

BlnndeU,Oot.  H.B.a.  Dyke,   right  hon.   Sic 

Bonaor,  H.  C.  O.  W.  H. 

Boord,  T.  W.  Ebriogton,  Visoonnt 

Bocthwick,  Sir  A.  Edwarda-Mosa,  T.  C. 

Bridgeman,   Col.  hon.  Kgerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 


Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  B.  W. 
DeLi«]e,B.J.L.l 


Bgertoi 
Elcho, 


Biodriob,  hon.  W.  St.    Elliot,  Su  G, 


,  hon.A.deT. 
Lord 


J.F. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bordett-Coatls,  W.  L. 

Aab.-B. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Caldwell,  J. 
CuDpbell,  ^  A. 


BUiot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  O.  W. 
EltoD,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Fuquhanon,  H.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt  -Gen.  B.  J. 
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FellowM,  A.  E  Hunter,  Sir  W.  0. 

ITerniMoii,  right  hon.    iMtica,  L.  11. 
-SirJ-  ._  Jack»on,  W.  L. 

Jamea,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 

Jeffreys,  A.  F. 

JeoDingt,  L.  J. 

Johustoii,  W. 

KeUy,  J.  R. 

Kennawa.]',  Sir  J.  H. 


ReM,  L 

Fielden,^. 
Fin<^,  O.  H. 
Finlaj,  B.  B. 
FiU  -  WyBTam, 

Sir  P,  W. 
Folkeetone,  right  hon.    Kenricli, 

VUconnt  Kenyon,  hon.  U.  T 

Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fry,  L. 
Oathome-Hardf,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Oent-Davi^  B. 
Oilea,  A. 
Qitli&t,  J.  8. 
Oodson,  A.  F. 
Uoldimid.  Sir  J. 
Qoldswort^,    Major- 


Oenena  W.  T. 
Oont,  Sir  J.  E. 
QoKhen,  rt.  hn.  Q.  J 
Oranby,  MarquoM  of 
Gr*y,  O.  W. 
Oieen,  Sir  E. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Orinuton,  TiMWunt 
Orotrisn,  F.  B. 
Oonter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hb11,C. 

Eal»ey,  T.  V.  Long.  W.  H. 

Hambio,  Ool.  C.  J.  T.    Loirthn,  hon.  W. 
Hamilton,  right  hon.     Lowther,  J.  W. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilt«n,  Col.  0.  E. 
Bamley.Oen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbory,  R.  W. 
Hankej,  F.  A. 
HardcMtle,  F. 
Uartington,  Harq.  of 
Heath,  A.  R. 


Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Eeraos,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
Knatohbull-Hugeasen, 

H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  E. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
I^mbert,  C. 
lAiirie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  V. 
Lea,  T. 
Leea,E. 
Lagh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  8. 
Lennox.  Lord  W.  C. 

Oordon- 
Lewji,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewiahftm,  right  hon. 

Visoonnt 


Labbook,  Sir  J. 
Uacartney,  W.  G.  E, 
Hacdooald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Uaohintoih,  0.  F. 
Maolean,  F.  W. 
Uaclean,  J.  M. 
_    _  Maclure,  J.  W. 

Heathcote.  Capt.  J.  H.    M'Oalmont,  Capliun  J. 


Edward*- 
Heatoo,  J.  H. 
Ueneage,  right  hon. 


lUddeo,  D.  H. 

UaUna,  Colonel  W.  T. 

Halcohn,  Col.  J.  W. 

UaUoob,  R. 
Herbert,  hon.  S.  Uap^  J.  B. 

Hennou-Hodge,  B.  T.    Marriott,     right  hon. 
Herrey,  Lord  F.  Sir  W.  T, 

Hill,  ^ht  hon.  Lord    Uaskelyne,  H.  H.  N. 


Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
BiU,  A.  S. 
Hoar«,  E.  B. 
Hobhonae,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  11. 
Houldjworth,   Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  U.  H. 
Honer,  J.  H.  C. 
Bubbud,  hon.  E. 
Hnghea,  Colonel  E. 


H. 

Uattinaoc.  U.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
MilU,  hon.  C.  W. 
MilvHin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
MoM,R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  H. 


Hoghea-Hallett,  CoL  Mowbray,  B.  Q.  0. 

F.  0.  Molholland,  H.  L. 

Halae,  E.  H.  Muncaater,  Lord 

Hnnt,  F.  S.  Uuots,  P.  A. 


Murdoch,  C.  T.  Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Newark.  Viecoiint  Smith,  A. 

Noble,  W.  Spencer,  J.  E. 

Norria,  E.  S.  Stanhope,  rt,  hon.  E ' 

Northcoto)    hon.  Sir    Stanley,  E.  J. 


H.S. 

Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon,  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R,  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 


Penton,  Cai>Uin  F.  T.    TayU 


Stephen  , 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutherland;  T. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykoa,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 


right    hoD. 


Plunket, 

D.  R. 
Plonkatt,  hon.  J.  W. 
PoweU.  F.  8. 
Price,  Oapl«in  Q.  E. 
Puleeton,  Sir  J.  H. 
ftuilter,  W.  C. 
RaikM,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Raohin,  3. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardaon,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  I"   ~" 
Ritchie,  rig] 

T. 

Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertaon,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Row,  A.H. 


Temple,  Sir  R. 
TheaWd,J. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  Col.  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 


Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmoro.  C.  A 

Wilson,  Sir  ~ 


Rothschild,  Baron    F.    Winn,  hon.  R. 


Wodehouie,  E.  B. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 


J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Ruseell,  Sir  Q. 
Rosaell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Col.   _  _ 
Selwyn,  Ciwtain  O.  W,     Wroughton.  P. 
Seton-Karr,  H.  Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J,  W.  tillers. 

Sidebcttom,  T.  H.  Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 

Sidebotlom,  W.  Llewellyn,  B.  H. 

Sinclair,  W.  P. 

NOES. 
Abntham,  W.  (GUm.)    Byrne,  G.  M. 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime-     Cameron,  0. 

ick,  W.)  Cameron,  J.  H. 


Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Adand,  C.  T.  D. 
AlliKin,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  U. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley-Jonea,  L. 

BaUour,  Sir  G. 
Baltoor,  n.  hon.  J.  B. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Bartui,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Biadlangh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhant,  B. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bnioe,hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J,  T. 

Bnohuan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 


Campbell,  E 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H, 
Care*,  J.  L. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Chance,  P,  A. 
Chanaing,  P.  A. 
Childers,  rt.   hon.   H, 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Ooleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeara,  C.  A,  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  B. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawtwd,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  B. 

\_liinth  Night. 


it^'dgle 
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CriUy.D. 
OrosdeT,  E. 
Daviw,  W. 
Deaqr,  J. 
DichBOD,  T.  A. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds.  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ellu,  J. 
EUiB,  T.  E. 
EBmoQde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
EMlemoot,  P. 
Evans,  F.  H. 
Everahed,  8. 
Fsnwiok,  0. 
FerguMHiR.  C.  Monro* 
FiDDOBne,  J. 
Firth,J.F.  B. 

FIOWBT,  C. 

FljTUi,  J.  0. 
Foljambe,  C.  Q.  8. 
Fonter,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Tax,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T. 
FuUer,  (J.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Otukta,  C.  O.  Milnea- 
OUhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

Gl&ditoDe,tt.  hn,  W.  E. 
Qladiton^H.  J. 
GoorUy,  E,  T. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
OrOTO,  Sir  T.  F. 
Hanbury-Tmoy,  hon. 

Harconrt,  rt.  hoa.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
HarriugtoD,  £. 
HaninKtoQ,  T.  C. 
HoiriB,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayoe,  C.  Seale- 
UealT,  H. 
Heaiy,  T.  U. 
Holden,  I. 
Hoopet,  J. 
BoweU,  G. 
HoylB,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
IlliDEworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Jamee,  hoo.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
EayShuttlaworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  0.  S. 
Kenny,  U.  3. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Laboucheie,  H. 
IaIqt,  R. 
Lane,  W,  J. 
Lamon,  Sir  W. 
Lawaon,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahv,  J. 
Leake,  B. 
LyeU,L. 

SUcdonald.  W.  A. 
Uaolonee,  M. 
UaoNmU,  J.  Q.  S. 
M'Arthnr,  W.  A, 


H-Caiihy,  J 
H'Caithy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
H'Ewan,  W. 
M'l^gan,  P. 
Mahony,  P 
Uaitland,  W.  F, 
Mappin,  Bir  P.  T. 
Muum,  E.  H. 
Slayaa,  T. 
llenziea,  It.  8. 
lloUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G; 

0. 
HoTRsn,  0,  V. 
Horley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
HnndaUa,  right  hon, 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Neytlle,  B. 
NqUd,  Oolonel  J.  P. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor.  T.  P. 
0' Han  Ian,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
Palmer,  Sir  0,  M. 
Pamell,  0.  S. 
Paultan,  J.  M. 
Peaae,  A.  E. 
Peaee,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
FickengiU,  E.  H. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  O. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter.  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  B.  n. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Prieitley,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
lUndeU,  D. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Seed,  Sir  B.  J. 
Beid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  3. 
Reynold^  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
RobortBOD,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Roe,  T. 

Roacoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
SamneUon,  Sir  B. 
G.B. 


Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Bheil,  E. 
Simon,  Sit  t. 


ShLfg,  J. 

Smith,  B. 

Spencer,  boo.  0.  B. 
Stack,  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sallivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
I'homaa,  D.  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 


Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waidle,  H. 
WarmiogtoB,  0.  U. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  S. 
WiU,  3.  e. 
WiUiama,  A.  3. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williaawon,  8. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson.  L 

Winterbotbam,  A.  B, 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhe«d,  J, 
Wright,  C. 


Marjoribaoka,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Uorley,  A. 


To.' 

Tuite,  J. 

Amendment  propoeed,  in  paB^  5,  line 
24,  leave  out  the  second  "  the  '  and  in- 
Hert  "  such,"— (Jfr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  "Tbat  the  word 
'  the '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sm  WILUAM  HARCODET  said, 
ho  ventured  to  sugf^est  to  the  right  hon. 
Gtentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  it 
would  be  a  shorter  wa;  to  reach  the 
objeot  thej  had  in  Tiew  to  strike  out 
Clause  8.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
Committee  should  waste  so  much  time 
on  a  number  of  verbal  Amendments. 
The  brains  were  out  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  said  that,  "  when  the  brains  were 
out  the  man  must  die." 

Mk.  BITCHIE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  waa  evidently  unfamiliar 
with  Parliamentary  procedure,  or  he 
would  know  that  if  the  clause  were 
struok  out  it  would  not  be  in  the  power 
of  the  O-overnment  to  transfer  by  Pro- 
visional Order  at  all.  He  had  under- 
taken that  thej  would  proceed  neit 
Session  to  transfer  these  powers  by 
Frovieional  Order. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOTJRT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  good 
enough  to  iuatruot  him  by  means  of  bis 
longer  experience.  He  did  not  think  it 
neoesBary  to  dispute  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposition,  and  would  humbly 
bow  to  it.  At  the  same  time,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to  say 
that  if  all  this  work  was  to  be  done  next 
Session,  it  might  be  better  to  discard 
the  form  of  a  Provisional  Order,  and  in- 
troduce "  A  Bill  to  provide  the  County 
Councils  with  something  to  do." 

Uk.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  ventured  to 
propose  that,  instead  of  listening  to  any 
more  of  the  frothy  wnttmenta  of  tiie 


Xoeat  Ooternfimt         {Toms  32, 


1025 

right  hon.  Oentlaman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  they  should  proceed,  if  possible, 
in  a  busineBS-like  nutaner  vith  the 
AmandmentB  on  the  Paper,  and  in  that 
wa;  make  progress  with  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  was  always  oom- 
plaining  of  the  evisQeration  of  the  Bill 
by  hon.  Qentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  be  ob- 
Eerved  by  those  outside  the  House  that 
the  real  and  practical  evisceratioD  of  the 
msHsure,  by  the  otaiasioa  of  Clause  8, 
came  from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
himself.  The  Amendment  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  mored  was  simply  oonae- 
quential,  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary tn  dwell  upon  it.  In  oonjunotion 
with  the  Amendments  which  followed, 
it  was  intended  to  carry  out  the  decision 
at  whioh  the  Committee  had  arriTsd 
after  considerable  discussion — namely, 
to  transfer  the  powers  under  this  clause 
bj  FroTisional  Order  instead  of  by 
Statute. 

Question  put,  and  negativtd. 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  25,  leave  out  from  "of"  to  "other," 
inline41.— (Ifr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  GEOSafi  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  if 
the  Bill  were  eTtsoerated  at  all  it  would 
be  by  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  that  Clause  8  should  be  struck 
out.  He  would  point  out,  however,  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  just 
moved  would  make  the  clause  a  shadow 
and  a  sham. 

Ms.  CHAHNING  (Northampton,  £.) 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  disousa  tbsss  Amend- 
ments in  a  busineBB-Iike  way,  and  make 
progress  with  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
that  far  greater  progress  would  be 
made  if  the  Government  did  not  change 
their  mind  every  five  minutes  on  the 
Bill.  A  suggestion  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  time  when  the  powers 
under  the  Bill  should  be  transferred, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Ezohequor  had  spoken  of  a 
referenoe  to  a  Select  Committee.    Were 
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the  Committee  to  understand  that  a 
Select  Committee  was  to  be  appointed 
at  once  to  go  into  the  question,  so  that 
the  oouutry  might  know  what  powers 
the  Government  were  going  to  bring  in 
legislation  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Councils  ?  Or  were  they  to  understand 
that  the  Government  proposed  that  a 
Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
at  the  beginning  of  next  Session  to 
consider  what  powers  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  County  Council,  that  the 
Committee  would  sit  all  through  the 
Session,  and  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
make  a  Beport,  and  then  that  in  the 
Session  following,  if  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  then  still  in  existenoe,  some 
proposal  might  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  Business 
of  the  House  would  be  facilitated  if  the 
Government  stated  definitely  what  they 
intended. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  nothing  about  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. But  the  ordinary  course  with 
referenoe  to  a  Provisional  Order  Bill 
was  that  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  if  there  was  any  opposition  to 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
ordinary  course.  What  the  Government 
hoped  and  believed  was  that  in  all  pro- 
pability  the  Committee  stage  of  such  a 
Bill  OS  was  ooutemplated  would  be  an 
extremely  short  one ;  probably  it  would 
not  exceed  a  week  in  duration. 

Mb.  CHANNING  asked  whether  they 
were,  then,  to  understand  that  no  answer 
was  to  be  given  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  iat 
Derby  ? 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  that  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law  should  not  be  transferred 
to  the  County  Councils,  and  he  hod  also 
said  that  he  had  no  intention  of  trans- 
ferring the  powers  of  the  London  School 
Board  to  the  County  Council  for  London. 
It  was  not  difficult  to  understand  why 
the  Government  did  not  propose  to 
transfer  those  powers ;  because  the 
County  Council  for  Loudon,  if  it  had,  in 
addition  te  the  business  of  the  Metropo- 
litanBoard  ofWorks  and  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, to  conduct  thatof  the  London  School 
2  L  l^iiitk  A'iffht.'} 
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and  given  to  the  Count;  GonmnLs.  S.6 
begged  to  move  tlie  omiaaioii  of  the 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  6, line  2, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "or  the  Edaoa- 
tion Department." — {Mr.  Mimdella.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  J.  OHAMBEBLAIN  (Birmiog- 
ham,  W.)  said  he  could  not  oonceiva 
anvthing  which  it  would  be  more  deair- 
able  to  entrust  to  the  County  Oonnoila 
than  the  duties  conueoted  with  local 
charitable  schemes.  The  whole  ol^act 
of  the  Party  to  which  his  right  hoo. 
Friend  (Mr.  Muudella)  belonged  had 
been  for  some  time  past  to  secure  some 
local  control  over  the  Charities,  and  yet 
they  had  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
getting  up  and  disclaiming  against  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  which  might  by 
possibitity  give  much  power. 

Mb.  MUNDQLLA  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Councils  having  some 
control  over  asoondary  education,  but 
he  thought  some  power  ought  to  be  left 
to  the  Education  Department. 

She  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) had  said.  It  was  of  the  highest 
importance  that  powers  like  those 
referred  to  should  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Councils.  He  could  only 
understand  the  view  taken  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bri^t- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mund3la) 
from  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  able  administration  of  the 
Eduoation  Department  had  convinced 
him  of  the  infallibility  and  perfection  of 
that  particular  Department,  Now,  that 
waa  a  great  danger  they  had  got  to 
guard  against — the  belief  in  the  De* 
partments  that  nobody  could  do  any- 
thing  but  them.  If  they  really  wanted 
to  decentralize,  they  must  resist  that 
opinion.  What  he  was  afraid  of  was  the 
pressure  of  the  Departments,  and  that 
was  why  he  wanted  Parliament  to  take 
the  matter  into  its  own  hands.  In  re- 
speot  to  all  these  Provisional  Orders, 
they  had  the  Departments  6ghting  for 
every  scrap  of  power  they  could  get. 
That  was  really  the  decentralizing 
clause  in  the  Bill,  and  if  they  wanted  to 
make  it  effective,  the^  ought  to  extead. 
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Board,  would  be  completely  overloaded. 
But  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  which 
be  was  about  to  move  would  not  apply 
merely  to  the  Metropolis;  it  would 
apply  to  the  whole  of  the  eohool  boards 
of  the  country.  It  would  be  possible  if 
the  Bill  were  to  come  into  operation  in 
ite  present  form,  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  for  80  days  a  scheme  for 
the  transfer  of  the  whole  of  the  school 
board  administration  throughout  the 
country  to  the  County  Councils,  which 
after  that  time,  without  any  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  those  interested 
in  the  school  boards,  would  take  place. 
He  would  like  to  give  some  reasons  why 
he  thought  it  impossible,  at  the  present 
juncture,  so  to  transfer  the  work  of  the 
school  boards.  There  were  in  £kigland 
and  Wales  more  than  2,000  school 
boards,  which  had  educational  control 
in  respect  of  17,000,000  of  the  popula- 
tion; they  were  in  the  administration 
of  funde  amounting  to  £5,000.000 
a-year,  and  they  had,  on  the  whole,  done 
their  work  with  great  advantage  and  to 
the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  country. 
They  had  increased  the  school  attend- 
ance since  they  came  into  existence  by 
more  than  250  per  cent ;  they  had 
raised  the  standard  of  education  in  all 
the  fichools  of  the  country,  including  the 
voluntary  schools,  which  had  been 
benefited  thereby. 

Mb.  BITCHE  sud,  he  might  save 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some  trouble 
by  saying  that  the  Government  were 
willing  to  accept  words  to  exclude  the 
school  boards.  The  Government  had 
never  intended  to  transfer  to  the 
Councils  the  powws  of  the  school  boards, 
which  had  been  set  up  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  - 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  asked  what  where 
the  powers  of  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  transfer  to  the  County 
Ooanoils  F 

Mb.  RITGHE  said,  the  Government 
were  desirous  of  making  the  olause  aa 
comprehensive  as  possible,  and  they 
thought  it  simpler  to  put  in  the  words 
"  Eduoation  Department,"  because 
there  might  be  some  smaller  matters 
that  it  would  be  useful  to  include. 

Me.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the  revi- 
sion of  the  lohemes  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners relating  to  Endowed  Schools 
was  work  which  would  be  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Education  Department, 
Jfr.  MmAilla 


loss 
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the  powers  as  far  as  they  eould.  They 
alwaja  found  an  enemy  in  a  Depart- 
ment. He  had  been  in  Departments, 
and  therefore  heknewwhat  the  feelings 
existing  there  were ;  they  would  regard 
it  as  a  point  of  honour  to  resist  any- 
thing being  taken  away  from  them 
which  they  could  possibly  retain.  Be 
would  point  out  to  nis  right  hon.  Friend 
(Air.  Hnndella)  that,  if  hia  Amendment 
were  accepted,  they  could  not  transfer 
any  powers,  because  they  wonld  not 
have  the  authority  under  the  Bill.  After 
what  had  been  passed  inreference  to  Pro- 
visional Orders,  they  would  be  perfectly 
safe;  the  House  would  have  control 
over  what  it  transferred,  and  if  any 
power  was  to  be  transferred  improperly 
or  which  ought  to  be  reseiTed,  they 
could  upon  the  Provisional  Order  dis- 
cuss the  transfer ;  but  if  they  adopted, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  Amendment 
they  coold  not  transfer  anything,  how- 
ever desirable.  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  admitted  that  there  were  some 
powers  which  might  very  well  be 
transferred,  but  they  could  not  be  so 
transferred  under  the  Amendment.  He 
(Sip  William  Haroourt)  hoped  that 
these  words  would  be  left  iu  the  clause; 
because  if  so,  the  Qovemment  would 
have  discretion  and  the  House  would 
have  the  power  to  deal  with  the  dif- 
ferent matters. 

The  first  LOBD  of  thb  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Suith>  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  was  glad  he  was 
able  on  that  occasion  to  concur  most 
heartily  and  entirely  with  everything 
wbich  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  with,  perhaps,  a 
slight  reservatiou.  He  did  not  think. 
that  the  Hoads  of  Departments  deserved 
the  censure  implied  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observations.  No  doubt, 
they  were  exceedingly  able  and  exceed- 
ingly well-informed  public  servants,  and 
it  was  very  natural  that  they  should 
from  time  to  time  desire  that  the  work 
in  which  they  were  interested  should  be 
conducted  in  the  beet  possible  manner. 
But  there  was  a  public  interest  involved 
in  this  question  which  the  House  ought 
to  consider,  and  that  was  the  great  ne- 
cessity of  decentralization.  The  Public 
Departments  were  overwhelmed  by 
caring  for  matters  wbich  ought  to  be 
cared  for  by  the  people  themselves.  It 
mif^ht  happen  that,  under  the  newsystem, 


the  work  might  not  be  done  in  all  respects 
BO  perfectly  as,  he  believed,  it  was  done 
in  the  Public  Departments ;  but  there 
would  be  great  gain  to  the  public  in- 
terest iu  this  work  being  done  locally, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  local  feel- 
ings and  sentiments  of  the  people. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  would  not  press  Ms  Amendment. 
He  was  obliged  to  refer  to  one  observa- 
tion which  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion.  He  thought  it  was 
extremely  inconvenient  to  refer  to 
past  debates  in  that  House.  He  pos- 
sibly did  give,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, an  undertaking  to  endeavour  to 
accomplish  certain  purposes  and  objeete; 
but  he  would  prefer  that  the  question  of 
what  interpretation  was  to  be  put  upon 
his  words  should  be  deferred  until  his 
observations  appeared  in  print.  Cer- 
tainly, he  did  not  think  that  it  was  ad- 
visable at  the  present  time  to  engage  in 
a  conversation  upon  the  subject  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  eorosa  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  trusted  the 
Committee  would  allow  the  words  pro- 

g^sed  to  be  left  out  to  remain  in  the 
ill,  as   he  personally  attached  great 
importance  to  them. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  all  he 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  he  would  fulfil  the  pledge  ho 
gave  to  the  House  in  the  debate  they 
had  a  few  weeks  ago  on  secondsry  edu- 
cation. He,  however,  wished  to  make 
no  further  reference  to  that,  because 
certainly  they  would  hold  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  his  engagement.  As  the 
powers  were  to  be  transferred  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  and  as  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  deal  with  every  case  as  it  arose, 
he  was  c|uite  willing  to  withdraw  bis 
Amendment  upon  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  no  elective  Bodies,  school 
boards  or  others,  would  be  in  any  way 
influenced  by  the  Bill. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  well  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
accept  the  words  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Hr. 
Chaplin)  vrith  reference  to  school  boards 
and  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Ma.  lUJNQWOETH  (Bradford,  W.) 

said,  the  assurance  given  by  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  to  he  no 

interference   with    the    school     board^ 

2  L  3  l^finlh  Mght.}      . 
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Bod;  which  could  flo  well  gire  up  somfl 
of  its  duties,  vuoh  u  the  control  and  im- 
provement of  w&Bte  land,  to  the  Local 
Authoritiea  ai  oould  that  Body.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Fmident  of 
the  Local  GK>Temment  Board  miifht 
reply  that  that  Body  was  included  in  the 
words  "or  any  other  Oovernment  De- 

Sortment,"  but  he,  (Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis) 
esired  the  insertion  of  theae  words,  to 
show  the  urgent  Dsceasity  of  the  powers 
rested  in  this  Body  being  transferred  to 
the  County  Councils. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  2,  after  the  words  "  Education  De- 
partment," to  insert  thewords,  "Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Hevenue  Commis- 
sioners."—( ifr.  T.  E.  EUii.) 
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system  was  rery  good  oa  for  aa  it  went 
hut,  un fortunately,  in  10,000  out  of 
13, COO  parishes  in  the  country,  there  was 
no  such  body  aa  a  school  board,  and  yet 
there  was  an  educational  system  ia 
which  they  were  all  interested.  He 
would  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  them  some  further  assurance — 
namely,  that  in  no  provision  of  the  Bill 
would  there  be  any  power  conferred 
upon  the  new  Bodies  to  give  any  local 
grants  oat  of  local  fuuds,  or  to  give  any 
support  in  any  ehape  or  form  to  what 
were  called  the  denominational  eohools 
of  the  country. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  quite  out- 
side  the  scope  of  the  Amendment. 

Me.  ILLINGWOKTH:  But  it  is 
ooguate  to  the  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  But  I  stopped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Ma.  CHANGING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  that  he  had  on  Amendment  lower 
down  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  this 
subject ;  and  perhaps  this  would  be  a 
convenient  opportunity  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  hia  undertaking  a 
little  more  definite.  He  agreed  largely 
in  the  remarks  made  with  regard  to  the 
transfer  of  many  duties  of  the  Education 
Department  to  the  new  County  Oouncils. 
As  to  the  transfer  of  the  powers  relating 
to  iadustrial  sohools,  and  to  the  de- 
Telopment  of  agricultural  and  technical 
education,  he  had  not  a  word  to  say. 
The  point  that  he  specially  wished  to 
secure,  was  that  the  school  boards  should 
not  be  included  in  the  Clause.  But 
there  was  a  second  point  in  his  Amend- 
ment to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  referred.  That  point  had 
reference  to  the  Governing  Bodiea  of 
endowed  schools  which  had  an  elective 
element.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
wouldbeont  of  Order  toaak,  as  an  under- 
taking in  regard  to  that  special  point, 

that  the  locu  centres 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  :    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ia  clearly  out  of  Order. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLia  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  to  insert,  after 
the  words  "Education  Department," 
"Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Bevenua 
Commissioners."  There  was  no  publie 
Body  which  required  greater  re-organ- 
ization than  that  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests  Commissioners.     There  was  no 


Mr.  laingwarth 


Ma.  BITCHIE  aaid,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  boB.  Gentleman  stood  on  an 
entirely  different  footing  to  anything 
which  had  been  suggested  or  was  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  The  hen.  Gentleman 
was  no  doubt  aware  that  the  Bodv  to 
which  he  alluded  was  the  Body  wnioh 
had  the  management  of  Grown  pro- 
perty, and,  therefore,  it  was  clear  it 
would  not  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  to  transfer  to  the  management  of 
local  elective  Bodies  the  powers  vested 
in  the  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Revenue  Commissioners  for  dealing 
with  Crown  property.  He  was  afraid 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  aoid,  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  deolaration  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  administrative  Department 
in  the  State  which  was  more  grossly 
obstructive  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
than  the  Department  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests.  He  was  quite  satisfied  that 
the  present  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  bear  him  out  that 
there  was  no  Department  in  the  State 
which  ought  to  be  brought  more  under 
the  control  of  some  elective  Body  than 
the  Department  of  Woods  aud  Forests. 
Bm  WILLIAM  HAECODBT  said, 
he  must  support  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govera- 
meat  Board  in  his  opposition  to  this 
Amendment.  If  the  Amendment  meant 
anything,  it  meant  that  the  manage- 
ment of  Crown  property  ahoold  be 
transferred  to  Connt^  Councils.    [  Critt 
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propertj.  He  was  oertain  that,  witli 
regard  to  aUotmenta  of  land  for  baitd- 
ing  in  industrial  districts  in  Wales,  an 
immense  amount  of  good  could  be  done 
by  conferring  control  of  this  property 
on  a  representatiTB  popular  Body. 
Altbougb  he  had  very  much  respect  for 
the  opinions  asually  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  he  felt 
bound  to  press  this  Amendment  to  a 
Dirision. 

Ub.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  onl^ 
one  word  to  say,  and  that  was,  that  if 
the  bon.  Qentleman  had  any  informa- 
tion which  would  result  in  anything 
additional  being  seoured  by  way  of 
revenue  to  the  country  from  the  Grown 
property,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man would  put  himself  at  onee  in  com- 
munioation  with  the  Government.  The 
QoTernment  were  bound  to  protect  the 
revenue,  and  he  did  not  think  the  bon. 
(Gentleman  had  made  any  suggestion 
whioh  would  afford  security  in  that 
direction. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  [Fife,  £.)  sold,  he 
could  not  help  suggesting  a  point  that 
he  thought  was  raised  by  the  discnssios, 
and  that  was,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  words  in  the  BiU  "or  any  ouier 
Government  Department."  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis)  moved  to  insert 
the  words  "Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Revenue  Commissioners;"  he  (Mr. 
Asquith)  would  like  to  ask  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  give  them  information  as  to 
whether  the  Woods  and  Forests  was  a 
Government  Department.  If  it  was,  its 
powers  were  already,  under  the  proposal 
of  the  Government,  transferred,  or 
capable  of  being  transferred,  to  the 
County  Councils.  If  it  was  not  a  Go- 
vernment Department,  then  it  would  be 
interesting  to  the  Committee  to  leain 
what  was  a  Government  Department, 
and  it  would  be  desirable,  with  a  view 
to  the  proper  construction  of  this  Act, 
when  it  became  an  Act,  that  some  defi- 
nition of  a  Government  Department 
should,  either  in  this  clause  or  in  some 
other  part  of  the  Bill,  be  insetted. 

Mn.  BITCHIE  said,  he  imagined  the 
Woods  and  Forests  was  a  Government 
Department. 

Me.  ASQUITH:  Are  they? 

Me.  EITCHIE  said,  of  course  it  was. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  would  see  they  specifi- 
cally named  certain  Government  D»> 
[Ninth  KigU:      , 


of ' '  No,  no ! "]  He  did  not  know  what 
(jse  it  could  mean  but  that.  Though 
he  was  not  gnolified  to  say  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  woe  by  any  means 
a  faultless  Department,  and  might  not 
require  reform,  that  was  not  the  way  in 
which  to  bring  about  an  amendment. 
What  happened  with  reference  to  the 
Woods  and  Forests  was  this.  Before 
tiie  Woods  and  Forests  were  made  a 
separate  Department,  the  whole  of  the 
Grown  property  was  practically  wasted, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  it  was  administersd 
by  a  Minister  under  the  control  of  Par- 
liament, who  insisted  in  one  way  or 
ODother  in  making  away  with  the  funds 
it  yielded.  The  Crown  lands  now 
yielded  something  like  £850,000  a-year, 
the  revenue  hod  largely  increased  under 
the  management  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  and  that  was  a 
reason  for  not  doing  away  with  the 
Department,  sti]l  less  for  giving  them 
as  a  gift  to  Authorities  who,  he  was 
afraid,  might  be  quite  as  bad  as  the 
original  management. 

Mb.  OHAPIIN  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ihe  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  £.  BUis)  that  instead  of 
putting  the  Woods  and  Forests  under 
the  Connfy  Oonscils,  it  would  be  better 
to  pnt  them  under  the  new  Agricultural 
Department,  of  whioh  they  hod  heard  a 
good  deal  lately,  but  whioh  did  not 
seem  to  be  very  much  nearer  being 
established. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  benause  he  hod  not  any 
great  faith  in  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment. He  would  like  to  point  out,  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt),  that  if  reforms  had  been  already 
effected  in  the  management  of  Orown 
lands,  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  carrythe  process  of  reform  a 
little  further.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
much  of  the  old  maladministration  re- 
mained, and  that  the  revenae  from  the 
Crown  lands  could  be  much  increased. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  in  regard  to 
thousands  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
aorea  of  Crown  lands  in  various  parts  of 
the  country,  especially  in  Wales,  the 
revenue  oonld  be  doubled  and  trebled, 
and  quadrupled,  if  they  were  managed 
with  anything  like  intelligence  and 
local  knowledge.  Crown  property  was, 
after  all,  only  national,  and  the  people's 
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foresboreB,  and,  ioBteftd  of  Gonsiderin;; 
they  were  the  Trustees  for  the  n&Uonal 
benefit,  they  were  often  obstruotiTe  ia 
their  action. 

8m  WILUAM  HAECOTJKT  said, 
the  foreshores  were  under  the  Board  of 
Trade.  [CWmo/"No,  no!"]  Hewai 
sure  they  were  in  Scotland,  and  he 
thought  they  were  so  in  England. 

Mb.  RATHBON^E  said,  that  a  case 
had  oome  under  his  notice  within  the  last 
year  in  which  the  Woods  and  Foresta 
Commiaeioiieis  prevented  a  Oonipaiiy 
getting  at  the  sea  as  a  means  of  transit 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  thereby 
considerably  impeded  the  trade  of  a 
district. 

Sib  QEOBQE  OAUPBELL  said,  he 
might  add  that  there  were  cases  in  Scot- 
land in  which  the  foreshore  had  been 
made  away  with  by  the  Department  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests  at  a  very  nomi- 
nal  price.  No  greater  abuses  had 
been  perpetrated  in  recent  years  than 
those  connected  with  the  Scotch  fore- 
shores. 

Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said,  that  the  way  in 
which  this  Amendment  had  been  sup- 
ported put  many  of  them  in  a  difScalty. 
It  had  been  said  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  obstruction,  and  even  some  corrup- 
tion in  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Foreata,  and  with  that  opinion  many 
hon.  Members  cordially  agreed.  But 
what  he  desired  to  put  forward  was, 
whether  it  was  expedient  to  mix  up  the 
question  of  obstruction  by  the  Woods 
and  Forests  Department  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  transfer  of  powers  to  the 
local  Bodies?  Would  matters  be  im- 
proved if  the  powers  were  transferred 
to  local  Bodies?  Let  them  have  an- 
other inquiry  like  the  Metropolitaa 
Board  of  Works  inquiry,  to  see  wnether 
the  charges  of  obstruction  and  corruption 
were  true,  and  whether  a  larger  national 
revenue  could  not  be  derived  from  the 
property.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  that  this  was  na- 
tional revenue  which  ought  to  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  ta  see  the  Woods  and  Forests 
transferred  to  Iiooal  Oounoils.  Cer- 
tainly, he  did  not,  by  voting  against 
the  Amendment,  desire  to  say  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  were  anything  but 
very  grossly  mismanaged. 


partments,  and  that  it  was  clear  the 
Government  could  bring  in,  under  the 
clause,  a  Provisional  Order  dealing  with 
any  Government  Department.  It  was 
one  thing  to  have  general  wards  of  this 
kind  dealing  with  every  Government 
Department,  and  another  thing  to  men- 
tion Government  Departments  specifi- 
cally by  name. 

Me.  ASaUITH  said,  that  in  that 
case  the  Amendment  was  entirely  un- 
necessary. It  would  clearly  be  within 
the  power  of  the  House,  by  a  Provi- 
sional Order,  to  transfer,  if  it  saw  fit, 
these  very  powers  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  said,  if 
these  words  were  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
it  would  amount  to  an  expression  of 
opinion  that  the  Woods  and  Forests 
should  be  included  among  those  De- 
partments whose  powers  were  to  be 
transferred. 

Mtt.  A.  L.  BROWN  (Hawick,  &c.) 
said,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  asked  for 
information  as  to  anything  likely  to  in- 
crease the  revenue  derived  from  Crown 
property.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  turn  his  attention  to  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  he  would  see  that  a  larger 
revenue  might  be  derived. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
emancipated  himself  from  many  Con- 
servative prejudices,  but  he  seemed  still 
to  labour  under  some  such  prejudices 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  the  Crown 
lands.  There  could  be  no  greater  fal- 
lacy than  the  contention  that  Crown 
lands  were  not  national  property.  They 
were  national  property,  and  it  was  a 
mere  fiction  to  call  them  Crown  lands. 
It  was  a  fiction  which  had  a  very  dele- 
terious effect,  because  there  were  many 
instances  in  which  Crown  lands  were 
not  administered  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  [Sir  William  Hakoocet  as- 
sented.] He  was  delighted  to  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assented  to  that 
view.  If  it  was  possible  to  improve 
such  a  condition  of  things  so  that  the 
Crown  lands  could  be  managed  for 
national  and  local  benefit,  great  pub- 
lic advantage  would  result  from  the 
change. 

Mr.  BATHBONE  said,  that  the 
Woodfl  and  Forests  Department  had 
possession  of  a  considerable  part  of  the 
Mr.  Sitehu 


lost 


Loeai  Qovmmeni         (Jons  29,  1888}     {EngUmd  mi  tFaitt)  Bill.  1038 


Mr.  OOSOHEN  said,  that  the  vord 
"comiptioa"  had  been  used  id  regard 
to  an  official  Department.  [Hon.  Gzn- 
tleueh:  Possible  oormption.]  No;  it 
was  rather  more  than  thai,  fie  asked 
if  it  was  fair,  anleea  there  was  real  evi- 
denca  to  that  effect,  to  use  such  a  term? 
The7  oould  not  brand  a  great  Depart- 
ment of  State  on  evidenoe  that  had  not 
been  examined  with  vices  from  which, 
Its  thought,  our  Oiril  Service  had  been 
conspiouousl;  free. 

Mb.  BrXTON  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  word  "corruption,"  and  er- 
prees  regret  for  having  used  it.  The 
irord  he  ought  to  have  used  was  "  ob- 
Btruotion." 

Me.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  all 
that  was  wanted  was  that  there  should 
be  some  oontrol  over  the  administration 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests  which  would 
be  to  the  benefit  of  the  different  locali- 
ties. That  was  only  common  sense,  and 
he  trnsted  his  hon.  Friend  would  go  to 
a  Division. 

Mb.  PIOKEESGILLCBetbnal  Green, 
S.W.)  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
press  the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  very  strouglj  that 
Grown  property  was  national  property ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Fickersgill) 
that  the  distinct  effect  of  his  Amend- 
ment, if  it  were  carried,  would  be  not  to 
make  the  Grown  property  national  pro- 
perty, but  to  convert  national  property 
into  local  property.  In  that  sense  the 
Amendment  did  not  seem  reasonable, 
and  he,  for  one,  could  not  support  It. 

Qaeition  put,  and  Mgativsd. 

Mb.  OHANNING  said,  that  the  feel- 
ing which  animated  him  and  other  hon. 
Members  in  wishing  to  have  some  such 
Amendment  as  that  which  stood  in  hia 
Dame  was,  that  the  clause,  as  drawn, 
undoubtedly  gave  power  to  soliool  boards 
and  other  elected  educational  authori- 
ties to  wipe  themselves  out  of  existence 
by  an  Order  in  Gounoil,  and  to  apply 
for  the  transference  of  their  powers  to 
the  County  Oouncils.  It  was  well 
known  that  strong  representations  had 
been  made  in  this  House  by  the  Birm- 
ingham and  the  London  and  other 
School  Boards  in  the  country  that  that 
would  be  thoroughly  undesirable.  It 
was  Dotorious  to  every  Member  in 
the  House  who  had  paid  attention  to 
the  recent  history  of  the  education 
question,     and    who    had    read    the 


important     memorandum    which     ap- 

Seared  in  Th»  Ttvu*  newspaper  yester> 
ay,  and  who  had  oonsiderM  the  im- 
portant evidence  given  by  a  former 
Secretary  to  the  Education  Department 
and  by  the  present  Secretary  of  that 
Department,  that  many  distinguished 
public  oSoials  and  men  who  had  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  educational  matters, 
wished  to  carry  out  the  definitely  for- 
mulated  scheme  which  was  very  fully 
put  before  the  country  in  the  letter  of 
Sir  Francis  Sandford.  That  certainly 
was  a  matter  which  should  not  be 
dealt  with  by  a  eide  wind,  should  not  be 
brought  in  as  a  mere  permissive  portion 
of  a  Bill  of  thia  kind,  but  should  be 
dealt  with  on  its  merits.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  scheme  brought 
before  the  Eduoation  Gommisaionerfl, 
and  the  scheme  formulated  yesterday  by 
Sir  Francis  Sandford,  contemplated  the 
removal  of  the  principle  of  the  compro- 
mise of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  the  intro- 
duction of  the  principle  of  paying  deno- 
minational schools  out  of  the  rates.  He 
thought  the  Committee  was  entitled  to 
ask  why  fier  Majesty's  Government  had 
inserted  words  in  this  permissive  clause 
which,  without  the  elightest  doubt,  gave 
power  to  the  school  boards  to  apply  for 
their  own  extinction?  Hon.  Members 
who  had  followed  the  matter  must  per- 
fectly well  remember  the  discussion  on 
the  olause  introduced  by  Mr.  Fell  in 
1876.  The  permissive  power  given  in 
that  clause,  however,  was  of  a  much 
more  limited  character,  and  there  was 
under  that  clause  power  to  restore  the 
school  boards  If  desirable.  When 
Mr.  Fell's  clause  was  discussed,  no 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  expressed 
himeetf  more  strongly  against  the 
power  to  bring  the  school  board  sys- 
tem to  an  end  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright],  whose  tem- 
porary absence  they  all  so  much  deplored. 
He  (Mr.  Channing)  had  reason  to  press 
for  an  answer  from  the  Chivernment  as 
to  how  these  words  appeared  in  the 
Bill.  Had  not  the  country  some  right 
to  challenge  the  Government,  and  b\j 
they  had  been  attempting,  in  this  Bill, 
to  introduce  by  a  side  wind  one  portion 
of  the  first  step  in  the  scheme  for  placing 
denominational  schools  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  board  schools,  and  for  handiog 
over  the  control  of  education  from  the 
deoted  representatives   of  email  local' 
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BTWU,  men  who  irsr«  acquainted  with 
the  local  feelingH  of  the  people,  f 
central  body  at  some  distance  from 
localitiee.  He  thought  the  principle  of 
looal  coatrol  was  the  keynote  of  the  sue- 
ooaa  of  education  in  England.  It  wai 
the  secret  of  the  magnificent  reaultG 
obtaiaed  by  such  a  sohoal  board  as 
that  of  Birmingham,  and  it  was  equally 
true  of  the  Managing  Committees  of 
voluntary  schools.  His  amendme: 
plied  also  to  the  endowed  schools 
oonntry,  where  there  was  an  eleotire 
element  in  the  body  of  govemors.  He 
quite  ^reed  with  much  that  had  been 
said  in  regard  to  transferriDg  to  the 
Coaaty  Councils  some  oostrol  over  the 
endowments  of  the  country.  But  he 
held  that  it  was  ritally  important  to 
maintain  some  form  of  looal  administra- 
tion, so  that  the  special  wants  and  in- 
terests of  the  locality  might  be  secured. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
first  part  of  his  Amendment  would  be 
accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  (Joyernment ; 
bat  he  trusted  that  on  consideration 
they  would  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
whole  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  9,  aftar  the  wordi  "  autho- 
rity "  to  insert  the  words  "  or  n  aokooX  board, 
or  other  board,  committee,  or  authority  elected 
directly  or  Judirectlj  to  deal  with  educational 
matter*,  or  any  body  of  Irastee*  or  governora, 
wholly  elected,  or  partly  elected  and  partly 
nominated,  for  the  manaKement  of  an  endowed 
school."— (Jfr.  Chamiinf?) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ms.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  hardly  expect  htm  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  or  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  school  boards  of  the  oonntry 
had  fulSUed  the  duties  cast  upon  them. 
He  would  only  say  that  no  one  valued 
more  than  hedtd  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  none  were  stranger  in  their 
admiration  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  carried  out,  and  of  the 
enonuoDfi  benefit  conferred  upon  the 
country  by  the  school  boards  elected 
under  the  Act  than  himself.  But  it 
was  unneeessary  for  them  to  enter  into 
a  diBcassion  of  that,  because  they  had 
said  explicitly,  that  they  did  not  intend 
that  the  question  of  school  boards  should 
be  included  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  had  said  they  proposed  to  ac- 
4fr.  Channing 


cept  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Cbaplin),  which  specifi- 
cally excluded  school  boards  from  trans- 
fer under  the  Bill.  With  reference  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment  he  had 
to  point  out  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  to  safeguard 
was  amply  safeguarded,  now  that  they 
had  accepted  the  proposal  that  no  trans- 
fer shonld  be  made  without  Parliament 
being  consulted  and  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion  in  the 
matter.  That,  he  thought,  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Committe  as  sufEoieat 
to  safeguard  all  the  hon.  Qentleman 
haddwelt  upon,  and  therefore  he  thought 
that,  under  the  circumstances  he  had 
named,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
insert  in  the  Bill  the  words  the  hon. 
Qentleman  liad  suggested. 

Mk.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  school  boards  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  action  of  the  BiU. 

Ma.  HITCHIE  said,  that  they  were 
not  included  ;  but,  in  order  to  make  it 
perfectly  plain  that  they  had  no  inten- 
tion  of  superseding  boards  eleoted  in  that 
way  under  a  specific  Act  of  Farliament, 
by  bringing  in  a  Provisional  Order,  they 
would  assent  to  them  being  excluded. 
They  thought,  looking  to  the  nature  of 
the  powers,  and  the  manner  in  which 
school  boards  were  constituted,  and  the 
way  they  were  elected,  that  if  any  altera- 
tion were  made,  it  aught  to  be  made 
by  a  public  Act  of  Parliament. 

Me.  MOLLOY  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
school  boards  being  brought  by  Pro- 
visional Order,  or  otherwise,  under  the 
authority  of  the  County  Councils  ? 
Ma.  KITOHIE :  Certainly. 
Ma.  MOLLOY  said,  that  in  that  . 
ae  be  could  not  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  given  no 
reaoons.  Education  was  a  question  for 
the  people,  and  the  people  themselves 
were  better  able  than  anyone  else  to 
judge  what  kind  of  education  they  re- 
quired. Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  now  announced,  for  the  first  time, 
he  believed— [Mr.  Bitchib  :  No,  no  !]— 
that  he  intended  to  take  away  from  the 
people  powers  Eiv^Q  under  the  Bill  in 
that  respect.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Channing)  speaking  in  favour  of  his 
Amendment,  which  he  (Mr.  Molloy) 
hoped  would  be  withdrawn  for  aoma 
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an  BxpresB  Aot  of  ParliameiLt  in  the 
form  of  a  FroTiaional  Order.  If  that 
were  the  case,  perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  find  it  necessarj  to  press  hie 
Amendment. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  that 
under  the  Bill,  no  alteration  oould  take 
place  as  to  the  endowed  schools. 

Ur.  OHANNINO  said,  that  after  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Kember  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  b;  pressing  that  part  of 
his  Amendment  which  dealt  with  en- 
dowed aohools.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  eimply  move  the  in- 
seition  of  the  worde  "or  a  school 
board." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtkdraan. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
9,  after  the  woi^  ''  authority,"  insert  the 
words  "or  a  school  board."  —  (Jfr. 
Charming.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BITCHIE  thought  it  wonld  be 
more  oonvenient,  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
former  Amendment  having  been  with- 
drawn, that  his  right  hon.  Fiiend'ii  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  Amendment  should  be  put, 
which  included  Boards  of  Qaardiaos  as 
well  aa  school  boards. 

Ub.  OHANNmG  pointed  out  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  words  of 
his  Amendment,  whereas  the  additional 
words  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  might  lead  to  controrersy. 

Question  put,  and  agntd  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pave  6,  line 
9,  after  the  woras  last  inserted,  to  add 
"  and  not  being  a  Board  of  Guardians." 
—  {Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  that  as  it  appeared  that  the 
Amendment  was  about  to  be  passed 
nomint  contradietnU,  it  was  as  well  he 
should  express  a  view,  which  he  knew 
was  held  heartily  on  the  Oppoaition  side 
of  the  House,  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
ought  to  be  disestablished  and  their 
powers  ttansferisd  to  the  Oounty  Coun- 
INinth  mgh(.\ 
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other,  had  contended  that  the  system 
of  education  given  under  the  school 
boards  was  satisfactory.  He  (Mr.  Mol- 
loy)  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  did  not  tbink  that  the 
system  of  education,  eo  far  as  it  related 
to  the  fitness  of  boys,  when  they  left 
school  to  take  up  occupations  in  the 
world,  was  as  good  as  seemed  by  many 
to  be  imagined. 

Ma.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  MoUoy)  did  not  fully  appre- 
mate  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment. 
The  Bill  aa  it  now  stood  preserved  from 
interference  certain  Bodies  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  such  as  Corporations,  as 
well  as  urban  and  rural  authorities.  This 
Amendment  was  to  preserve  other  Bodies 
likewise  elected  by  ratepayers  from  inter- 
forsnce.  He  was  surprised  there  was 
any  objection  raised  to  the  Amendment 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House;  cer- 
tainly he  must  deprecate  any  attempt  to 
enter  upon  a  wide  discussion  of  eduoa- 
tional  subjeote  upon  that  clause. 

Mb.  ILLING WOBTH  said,  he  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
satisfy  the  Committee  upon  one  point. 
As  he  understood  the  matter,  there  was 
so  intention,  and  it  had  been  made  clear 
by  the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  that  there  should 
not  be  any  interference  with,  or  absorp- 
tion of,  the  school  boards  by  the  County 
Oonnoils.  What  he  was  anxious  to 
know  was  whether  any  of  the  functions 
now  exercised  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  connection  with  voluntary  schools 
would  be  in  any  way  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils  ? 

.  Ma.  RITCHIE  said,  the  Government 
had  not  the  smallest  intention  of  doing 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  ILLINOWOBTH  beHeved  that 
that  statement  would  tend  to  shorten 
the  discussion,  because  there  was  great 
anxiety,  and,  he  must  say,  considerable 
jealousy  upon  the  Education  Question, 
considering  the  position  in  which  it  now 
stood.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbeFre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board 
had  given  an  assurance  to  the  Commit- 
tee uat  there  was  no  intention  what- 
ever of  transferring  any  powers  or  alter- 
ing the  relationship  between  voluntary 
schools  and  the  Department,  except  by 
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oils.  He  knew  that  in  that  statement 
he  vas  largely  supported  by  the  popular 
Parkin  the  House.  \_LaHghltr.']  Well, 
they  would  be  able  to  know  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  formed  the 
popular  Party  when  they  had  the  cour- 
age to  go  to  the  country.  Anyhow,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friend's  had  all  along  held 
that  one  of  the  greatest  defects  in  this 
measure  was  that  the  Oovernment  had 
left  altogether  in  an  unreformed  condi- 
tion the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  much 
upon  the  question ;  but  aa  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  to  pur- 
posely exclude  Boards  of  Guardians 
IVom  being  transferred  to  the  County 
Counoils,  it  was  their  duty,  at  any  rate, 
to  utter  a  protest  against  that  view,  be- 
cause they  considered  that  the  duties  of 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  among  the 
moat  important  duties  which  County 
Councils  ought  to  have  to  perform, 
being  as  they  were  so  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  welfare  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  It  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  Boards  of  Guardians  did  not 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people.  The 
qualification  for  membership  was  a  high 
one ;  there  were  »x  ogieio  members,  and 
if  the  QoTernment  were  really  sincere  in 
their  constant  profession  of  trusting  the 
people,  they  would  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  handing  over  to  the  County 
OouQcils  the  duties  at  present   inade- 

auately  performed  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
ians. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  thought  he  should  be 
able,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  show  how 
impossible  it  would  be  to  transfer  the 

Siwer  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  County 
Duncils.  Guardians  were  Guardians 
for  Unions,  while  County  Oouncila  would 
be  composed  of  the  representa lives  of 
several  Unions,  and  without  an  entire 
re- arrangement  of  the  whole  system  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  transfer 
the  power  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
County  Counoils.  What  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Conybeare)  suggested  could 
only  be  done  by  a  complete  scheme  and 
not  by  any  method  of  transfer. 

Mr.  r.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  said,  that  if  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  correct,  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  really  unnecessary. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  effect  of  the 
Mt.  Conf/hvart 


Amendment  would  be  to  prevent  the 
transfer  of  powers  from  the  exiatiog 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  some  other 
authority,  the  Amendment  was  in  the 
highest  degree  mischievous.  If  there 
was  one  thing  which  was  brought  out 
more  clearly  uian  another  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading,  it  was  that  the 
existing  system  wbioE  the  Bill  proposed 
to  continne,  by  which  they  were  to  have 
the  constitution  and  qualification  and 
mode  of  election  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
continued  on  the  same  basis  as  now,  was 
one  of  the  most  anomalous  features  of 
the  Bill.  Surely  an  Amendment  which 
provided  that  at  no  future  time  should 
it  be  possible  to  do  away  with  Boards  of 
Guardians,  except  by  a  special  Bill 
brought  in  the  House,  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  strenuously  resisted. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  prevented  the  transfer  of 
these  powers  by  a  Provisional  Order — 
the  transfer  of  the  powers  of  a  Body 
composed  of  representatives  of  one  small 
area  to  a  Body  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  a  very  much  larger  area  by 
a  Provisional  Order.  He  thought  that 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  as  to  the 
expediency  of  the  transfer  in  the  future, 
hon.  Members  would  agree  with  him 
that  the  transfer  ought  to  be  done  by 
means  of  a  Bill  which  would  deal  with 
the  entire  re-arrangement  which  would 
have  to  take  place  if  the  transfer  were 
to  be  made. 

Mr.  H.  GABDNEB  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  he  had  understood  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Long),  that  it  was  extremely 
probable  that  it  would  be  left  to  the 
County  Councils  to  determine  whether 
the  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Guardiaos 
should  be  altered  or  reformed  under 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Bill. 

The  SEORETAET  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loifo) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  he  never  made  any 
statement  of  the  kind. 

Question  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chapuit,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — In  page 
6,  line  1 1,  after  "  suit,"  insert  "  excep- 
tions and  modifications  as  appeared  to 
be  expedient  and  also  such ; "  and  in 
line  Id,  after  "  thereof,"  insert  "  shall 


be." 
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Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  aaid,  that  the 
Amandment  which  stood  in  hia  name 
was  to  leave  out  the  words — 


P"  "  By  tha  BecreUry  of  Stata  or  Department 
concerned,  or  npproYcd  by  the  CommigBionere 
Coaservaton.or  body  carpomte  or  uoinixuporati , 
whose  powen,  datiea  ana  liabilities  are  affpctad 
thereby. 

Ha  wished  to  ask  the  GoTernment  whe- 
ther it  waa  really  necessary  to  include 
these  words  ?  Their  object  appeared  to 
him  to  be  that  if  any  power  was  to  be 
diverted  from  a  Department  to  the 
County  Oounoils,  the  approval  of  the 
Department  must  be  had  beforehand. 
He  imag;ined  that  the  Oovernment  of 
the  day  would  bring;  forward  a  Fro- 
vistoaal  Order,  whether  they  had  the 
consunt  of  the  permanent  ofEcials  or  not. 
If  that  was  the  oaee,  he  thougiht  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  it  waa  not  a 
question  of  the  permanent  officials  at  all. 
The  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
under  the  Bill  char^jed  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Frovisional  Orders,  and 
clearly  it  waa  essential  that  the  words 
should  be  inserted  to  show  that  before 
the  Local  Government  Board  acted  in 
that  way,  the  draft  orders  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Departments  concerned 
for  their  approval. 

Ma.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  now  to  pro- 
pose provided  that  before  the  Order  in 
Council  was  made,  the  draft  thereof 
shonld  be  approved  by  the  County 
Council  to  whom  the  power  was  to  be 
transferred. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  lias  15,  aftor  "  appravod,"  insert 
"  by  the  County  Council  to  which  the  tranafei 
it  proposed  to  be  mads,  4c." — {.Mr.  Firth.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  EITCUIE  said,  be  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  see  at  onoe  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  inconvenience  which 
might  possibly  fallow  the  acceptance  of 
such  an  Amendment  as  that.  For  in- 
stance, it  might  be  desirable  that  certain 
TOwers  should  be  transferred  to  a  County 
Uouncil,  and  it  would  be  excessively  in- 
convenient if  the  County  Council  said, 
"  We  do  not  want  these  powers."  It 
was  quite  dear  that  they  must  deal  with 


tleman  would   not  press    his  Amend- 
ment. 

Ma.BAUMANN  (Camberweli,  Feck- 
ham]  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  whether  he  could  not 
insert  some  words,  either  now  or  on 
Beport,  which  would  give  the  County 
Council  of  London  an  opportunity  of 
aaying  whether  it  would  or  would  not 
take  over  powers  which  it  might  be 
sought  to  transfer  by  Provisional  Order. 
He  thought  it  was  not  at  all  unlikely 
that  an  attempt  might  be  made  to  over- 
load the  new  County  Council  of  London 
with  powers  and  duties  which  it  would 
have  no  desire  to  take,  and  which,  con- 
sidering its  numbers,  it  might  have  no 
power  to  discharge.  He  thought  that 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  this  Body 
should  be  asked  whether  it  was  pre- 
pared to  take  over  powers  contemplated 
to  be  transferred  to  it. 

Mb.  FIBTH  said,  that  this  waa  not  a 
ease  of  Frovisional  Order,  but  of  Order 
in  Council. 

Mr.  BITCHIEsaid,  that  was  so;  and 
that  was  really  the  answer  to  hia  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Baumann). 

Id  a.  FIBTH  aald,  he  should  be  willing 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witkdraum. 
Mb.  FELLOWES  (Huntingdonshire, 
Bamaey)  aaid,  he  now  beggM  to  move 
the  Amendment,  No.  17*,  standing  in  his 
name — namely,  to  leave  out,  in  line  15, 
from  "approved,"  to  "shall,"  in  line  18, 
in  order  to  insert — 

"It  it  relates  to  the  powers,  duties, or  liabili- 
ties of  a  Secretary  of  State,  or  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  any  other  QDveroraent  department,  by  such 
Secretary  of  State,  Board,  oi  department,  or 
approved,  if  it  affects  the  powers,  duties,  or 
liabilities  of  any  commissioners,  conservators, 
or  body,  corporate  or  uniocorporate,  by  such 
commissioners,  coaserTatore,  or  body," 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  very 
simple ;  it  was  only  mote  clearly  to  de- 
fine the  powers  of  the  Commissioners. 
At  the  present  time  something  like 
300,000  acres  of  fen  land  in  Lincoln, 
Norfolk,  Cambridgeshire,  and  the  Isle  of 
Fly  were  under  Drainage  Boards,  and  it 
was  considered  that  it  would  be  very 
disastrous  if  the  powers  now  exercised 
by  those  Drainage  Boards  should  be 
handed  over  to  those  who  were  inex- 
perienced in  and  knew  nothing  about 
fen  land  drainage.  He  therefore  hoped 
rould  accept  the  Amend- 

_, ,  .A) Ogle 
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Amendment  proposed, 

lopageG.Iioe  16,  laave  out  from  "approved  " 
to  "bIiiS],"  in  line  IS.  and  iotert  "if  it  r«latei 
to  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  a  Secrstary 
of  tjtate,  or  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  BD7  other 
GoverDtsent  dapartment,  bj  sunh  Secretary  of 
State,  Board,  or  department,  or  approved,  if  it 
afferti  the  powers,  duties,  or  liabilities  of  anf 
commisdoners,  conservators,  or,  bod;,oorporate 
or  nnin  corporate,  hy  suoh  commisaioi 
•erratocB,  or  body.  —  [*r,  Fillowa.) 

Question  propoeed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  Deleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Olanse." 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  in  framing  the 
Bill  it  had  been  intended  that  vorda 
should  bs  inserted  to  carry  out  exactly 
the  intentioiie  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  bound  to  acknowledge,  however, 
that  the  point  was  mnoh  more  clearly 
put  by  the  worda  proposed.  The  words 
of  the  Amendment  were  yei;  explicit, 
and  therefore  he  should  be  happy  to 
accept  them. 

Mb.  BEUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wish)  said,  he  should  hke  to  ask  whether 
the  word  "  oommissioners"  did  not  leave 
the  clause  too  wide  ? 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  he  didnot  think 
BO,  as  the  clause  already  oontained  the 
word,  and  the  Amendment  simply  re> 
ferred  in  that  reapect  to  what  was 
already  adopted. 

Mb.  BRUNNEE  said,  he  would  ask. 
would  not  this  word  be  held  to  include 
Improvement  Commissioners  F 

Mb.  SITCHIE  :  No,  the  Amendment 
simply  follows  the  clause  which  refers 
to  Commissioners  of  Sewers. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatwtd. 

Queation,  "  That  those  words  he  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Hb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  now  moved 
to  omit  the  words — 

"  Shkll  be  laid  before  each  Hoiue  of  Farlia- 
meDt  for  not  less  than  thirty  days  on  fFbich  such 
House  is  sitting,  and  If  the  House  before  the 
eipiratioD  of  luch  thirty  dayi  presents  an 
addrea*  to  Her  Majesty  Rgainst  the  dnft  or 
any  part  thereof,  no  further  proceeding  ihall  be 
taken  thereon,  without  prejudice  to  the  makiajf 
of  any  new  dmft  order,  but  otherwise  the  dnft 
or  snch  part  as  is  not  the  subject  of  any  such 
addreis  shall  ba  deemed  to  be  apprvved  by 
FailimneDt." 


{OOMMONSl      (SngiMi  and  ft^aln)  M.  1M8 
Amendment  proposed, 


Provisional  Order  shall  ba  of  no  effect  until  it 
is  conflrmed  by  Pnrliainent." — {Mr.  Chtptin.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  worda 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  EITGHIE  said,  that  this  Amend- 
ment the  Qovernment,  of  course,  accep- 
ted, as  it  had  been  the  understanding 
throughout  that  the  Provisional  Orders 
they  were  speaking  of  were  Provisional 
Orders  which  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament. 

Mb.  CONYBRARE  asked  whether  any 
Provisional  Order  ever  came  into  effect 
without  beinglaid before  Parliament ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  Tea ;  some  of  our 
Provisional  Orders  have  come  into  effect 
without  being  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  simply  by  re- 
maining on  the  Paper  without  notice 
being  taken  of  them  ? 

Ma.  EITCHIE:  There  are  Board 
of  Trade  Provisional  Orders,  I  know, 
which  come  into  force  without  being  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  at  all. 

Question  put,  and  ntgativti. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
rose  to  move  Amendment  No.  24,  after 
line  26,  to  insert — 

"  Provided  further  that  nothing  in  this  sec- 
tion, Dor  in  any  order  made  under  this  sectioD, 
shall  extend  to  transfer  to  a  county  conncil, 
or  to  render  eieroisable  by  a  oonnty  ooancil, 
any  power,  duty,  or  liability  within  or  with 
respect  to  any  boroagh  not  by  this  Aot  con- 
stituted a  county  of  itself." 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  see  the  propriety  of  accept- 
ing this  Amendment.  Thay  had  now 
arrived  at  a  fair  understanding  of  the 
constitution  of  the  County  Council,  and 
the  position  in  which  it  would  be  placed 
by  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  It  would 
be  remembered,  with  regard  to  the 
piowers  which  were  to  be  transferred 
from  the  different  Government  Offices  to 
the  new  County  Authorities,  that  they 
had  learned  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  that  the  provision  would 
not  apply  in  the  case  of  any  measures 
promoted  by  the  Authorities  ^emselves. 
The    prOTJsioa  Sat   traneferriDg  these 
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tliat  ths  face  of  thin^  had  ver;  materi- 
ally  altered  by  tlie  cbangea  which  had 
taken  place  ia  the  clause. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  those  changea 
had  etrsoKthened  his  point. 

Mb.  RITOHIE  aaid,  he  did  not  think 
that  could  be  the  case,  because,  as  the 
clause  nov  stood,  no  transfer  could  be 
made  except  by  means  of  a  PrOTiaional 
Order.  It  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration, when  a  Provisional  Orderwas 
made,  whether  it  did  or  did  not  unduly 
and  in  an  objeotiouable  manner  inter- 
fere with  a  borough.  He  thoug;ht  it 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  add  a 
provision  of  this  kind  to  a  clause  which 
would  entirely  prevent  in  future  any 
power  being  given  to  a  County  Oounoil 
whioh  must  be  exercisable  with  reference 
to  every  borough  within  the  county. 
He  honestly  believed  that  when  this 
Bill  came  into  operation  boroughs 
which  were  contained  within  the  coun- 
ties would  see,  in  reference  to  the  po- 
sition they  would  occupy  on  the  Oonnty 
Councils,  that  in  manymatters  for  which 
they  had  now  to  come  to  the  QDvem- 
ment  Departments,  it  would  be  more 
convenient  and  more  desirable  for  them 
to  ^o  to  the  great  Administrative  Insti- 
tution it  was  proposed  to  set  up  in  every 
county.  If  this  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted, it  would  prevent  these  powers 
being;  exercisable,  and  they  woiud,  for 
a  time,  until  a  fresh  Aot  was  passed, 
impose  the  duty  on  a  borough  of  coming 
to  the  Central  Department  rather  than 
going  to  thelooal  Representative  Institu- 
tion on  which  they  themselves  were  fully 
and  adequately  represented.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that,  looking  at  the  tact  that 
there  was  a  desire  to  carry  out,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  system  of  decentraliiation, 
and  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Body 
those  powers  which  had  hitherto  been 
discharged  by  the  Central  Authority, 
when  the  transfer  was  made  from  the 
Central  Department,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  that  the  Oovemmeut 
did  not  desire  to  infringe  on  the  privi- 
leges of  anyone  in  the  county,  but  rather 
to  increase  them.  All  boroughs,  by 
means  of  Provisional  Orders,  would  be 
able  to  express  their  opinion  upon  any 
matter  they  thought  desirable. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  have  viewed  this 
\_Nmik  Night.-] 
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powers  would  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
any  of  the  scheduled  boroughs  ;  there- 
fore it  was  dear  that,  muoh^as  they  had 
desired  decentralization  and  devolution, 
the  Home  Office,  Board  of  Trade,  and 
Local  Government  Board  would  be  under 
the  neceaaity  of  continuing  the  staff  of 
competent  men  they  had  hitherto  em- 
ployed, in  order  to  deal  with  those  mat- 
ters which  would  he  referred  to  them 
under  the  same  conditions  as  heretofore, 
and  all  this  Amendment  asked  was,  that 
corporate  boronghB  whioh  were  of  less 
population  than  thoseexempted,  that  was, 
under  the  SQ.OOO  population  limit,  would 
be  left  as  heretofore,  rather  to  the  Go- 
vernment Authorities  than  to  the  newly 
ocmstituted  County  Councils.  He  trusted 
it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at  any 
length  in  arguing  considerations  which 
must  be  obvious  to  all  hon.  Members 
present.  He  was  glad  to  see  in  his 
place  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Blackpool  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley),  whose  very 
weighty  illustrations  in  support  of  this 
Amendment  had,  unfortunately,  been 
heard  by  such  a  small  number  of 
Members.  There  must,  however,  have 
been  many  Members  in  the  House  who 
had  been  urged  by  their  constituents 
to  support  this  Amendment,  and  he, 
therefore,  ventured  to  submit  it  to  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pagt)  6,  after  line  2fl,  iniart — "  Provided 
farther  that  nothing  in  thia  MCtioo,  nor  in  any 
order  nuuie  under  thi*  leotion,  shall  extend  to 
tnntter  to  a  oonntj  council,  or  to  rander  exec- 
euttble  by  a  county  noimcil,  any  power,  duty, 
01  liability  within  or  with  respect  to  an;  borough 
not  by  this  Aot  oonitituted  a  county  of  itaelf." 
~{Mt.  WoadaU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  be  could  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  placing  this 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  desiring 
to  have  it  inserted  as  the  clause  was 
originally  drawn,  because,  when  the 
clause  stood  in  its  original  form,  certain 
powers  were  at  once  transferred  to  the 
County  Councils,  many  of  those  powers 
being  powers  connected  with  the  issue 
of  Provisional  Orders,  and  many  of  them 
dealing  with  matters  affecting  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment with  the  boroughs.  But  it  must 
be  pointed  out  to  th«  faun.  Gentleman 
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Amendment  with  more  favonr.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  the 
GoiiDty  Couaoils,  as  nov  conBtitnted, 
would  be  yeity  different  Bodies  to  those 
toreBhftdowed  in  the  Bill,  and,  he  might 
Bay,  aa  some  of  them  would  have  pre- 
ferred to  Bee  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  that  there  were  very 
few  oonnties  in  England  in  which  the 
Oountj  Councils  would  repreeent  any 
boroughs  at  all.  Take  the  large  county 
of  Lancaster.  He  oonld  very  well  con- 
ceive that,  if  all  the  great  boroughs  in 
that  county  had  found  rppreaentatios  on 
a  large  Council  formed  for  the  represen- 
tation of  the  County  Palatine,  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  give  them  very 
many  of  the  powers  they  had  been  dia- 
cussing,  and  lie  presumed  that  no  such 
Amendment  as  that  now  proposed  would 
have  been  necesaaiy.  But  what  was  the 
position  they  found  themselves  in  now  ? 
There  were  many  boroughs  in  XiBSca- 
ehire,  part  of  which  county  he  repre- 
sented, which  would  not  be  treated  as 
separate  oounties,  and  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  these 
places  had  no  desire  to  go  to  the  new 
County  Authority,  as  it  would  be  con- 
stituted under  this  Bill,  to  get  its  sanc- 
tion for  Provisional  Orders,  or  any  other 
Sjwers  which  might  have  to  be  given, 
heae  borougha  had  already  represented 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
would  rather  go  to  a  Government  De- 
partment. He  had  two  orthree  boroughs 
in  his  mind  in  the  county  of  Lancashire 
— health  resorts,  aay.  With  what  ron- 
iidence  could  one  of  these  go  to  a  County 
Council  euch  as  they  would  be  likely  to 
have  in  Lancashire,  where  rival  in- 
terests would,  in  all  probability,  be  very 
largely  concerned  1  Would  they  be  able 
to  go  with  the  same  confidence  to  such  a 
Council  as  they  would  be  able  to  go  to  a 
Central  Department  in  London  r  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
tbe  Local  Government  Board  said  that  a 
Provisional  Order  would  meet  the  whole 
case,  and  that  boroughs  which  did  not 
desire  to  come  under  tbe  control  of  the 
County  Council  were  to  have  tbe  advan- 
tage of  obtaining  such  Orders.  He  (Sir 
Matthew  White  Eidley)  could  quite  un- 
derstand that  there  was  something  in 
that  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  his  contention  was,  that  the  muni- 
cipal boroughs  were  not  adequately  re- 
presented on  the  County  Councils.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
Sir  Matihtw  WMlt  Sidlty 


the  Local  Government  Board  said  they 
were  adequately  represented,  but  that 
position  he  (Sir  Matthew  White Bidleyl 
disputed.  Why  should  those  municipal 
boroughs  be  put  in  tbe  position  of  having 
to  oppose  Provisional  Orders  promoted 
by  the  County  Councils  ?  Tliey  now 
asked  that  they  might  have  a  separata 
existence  in  the  county,  which  was  per- 
fectly well  understood ;  that  all  boroughs, 
whatever  their  population,  should,  with 
reference  to  these  Orders,  be  excluded 
from  the  action  of  the  County  Council. 
Surely  Che  case  needed  only  to  be  stated 
to  find  some  support,  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  ihs  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  a  favourable  view  of  the  matter. 

Sir  WILLU.M  HABGOUET  said, 
he  agreed  rather  with  the  Government 
than  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 

i'ust  spoken,  or  the  hon.  Member  who 
isd  moved  the  Amendment.  He  would 
ask  the  question  once  more,  were 
they  or  were  they  not  engaged  in 
decentralization  f  If  they  were,  what 
was  the  object  of  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  they  ought 
to  have  centralization  with  regard  to 
boroughs.  ["No,  no!"]  Yes;  that 
really  was  faia  argument,  because  all 
these  authorities  were  to  be  reserved  to 
the  Government  Departments.  Now, 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt]  wished  to  get 
this  authority  out  of  the  hands  of  Uie 
Government  Department  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. He  bad  been  a  party  to  getting 
the  great  boroughs  out  of  the  Bill, 
although,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  President  of  the  Looal  Go* 
vernment  Board,  in  the  interests  of  bis 
measure,  would  rather  have  kept  them 
in.  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  fully 
admitted  that,  if  the  great  boroughs  had 
been  kept  in  the  Bill,  it  wauJd  have 
strengthened  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
County  Councils ;  but  then  there  were 
rival  interests  in  connection  with  the 
great  boroughs,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
respect.  But  if  they  were  going  to  lay 
it  down  that  all  the  small  boroughs  were 
also  to  be  absolutely  and  entirely  outside 
the  purview  of  tbe  County  Councils  as 
regarded  these  powers,  practically  speak- 
ing they  would  reduce  their  County 
Councils  to  a  condition  of  comparative 
insignificance.  Therefore,  it  was  clearly 
in  the  interest  of  tbe  Bill,  as  he 
was  constantly  contending,  not  to  weaken 
the  County  Councils.    H?  observed  thfft 
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Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLET 
eaid,  that  riyal  towns  would  ba  repre- 


the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Matthew  White 
-Bidley)  had  used  these  worda — "  Could 
these  rival  towns  have  confidence  in  the 
County  Councils?"  Why,  that  surely 
was  a  spirit  of  want  of  confidenoe  which 
would  weaken  these  Bodiea  very  much. 
If  they  held  the  Councils  up  as  Bodies 
to  which  towns  in  Lancashire  could  not 
safely  trust  their  interests,  they  were 
disparagine;  the  County  Councils,  not 
intentionally,  perhaps,  but  they  were 
expressing  with  regard  to  them  a  want 
of  oonfidenoe  that  would  very  much 
diminish  their  authority.  He  objected 
TOiy  much  to  the  exercise  of  many  of 
these  powers  possesaed  by  the  Central 
Dspartment.  When  he  was  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  Home 
Offloe,  he  observed  that  Inspectors  of 
Constabulary,  for  instance,  were  con- 
stantly going  to  towns  and  telling  the 
Local  Authorities  that  they  ought  to 
iiave  more  police  than  the  Local  Autho- 
rities thought  they  wanted.  He  abso- 
lutely prohibited  any  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Home  Office  with  the  Muni- 
cipalities or  the  Local  Councils  in  these 
matters.  If  these  Councils  knew  any- 
thing at  all,  they  knew  much  better  than 
any  Central  Authority  all  about  such 
matters  as  local  police.  The  Inapeotois 
of  Constabulary,  to  his  mind,  were  abso- 
lutely useless  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  at  present  existed ;  and  he  referred 
to  them  as  an  illustration  of  what  he 
considered  a  bad  form  of  centralization. 
He  should  be  very  sorry  to  exclude  from 
the  Bill  the  power  and  means  of  getting 
rid  of  mote  of  this  Central  Department 
authority.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  they  did  not  commit  them- 
selves finally  on  the  subject  of  what 
fowers  were  to  be  given  or  not  given, 
ut,  by  keeping  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill,  uiey  would  be  keeping  open  to 
themselves  the  means  of  transferring 
each  of  the  powers  as  might  be  thought 
desirable. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  he  concurred 
with  the  views  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
In  his  opinion,  the  County  OonncUs 
would  be  in  an  extremely  anomalous 
position  if  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted. All  these  boroughs  would  be 
represented  on  the  County  Councils — 
and  hs  did  not  know  whether  he  had 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
saying  that  they  might  not  all  be  repre- 
geoted. 


jtedonthe  same  Council,  and  it  would 
not  be  a  pleasant  thing  for  a  health  re- 
sort, for  instance,  to  apply  to  such  Council 
for  a  Provisional  Order,  it  might  he, 
against  the  desire  of  other  towns. 

Mn.  BITCHIE  said,  that  widi  all 
respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  he  had 
more  oonfidcncc  in  what  the  position 
of  these  County  Councils  would  be  than 
to  imagine  that  there  would  be  such 
rivalries  and  jealousies  between  one 
town  and  another,  which  would  prevent 
a  town  getting  what  it  desired.  It 
would  he  a  matter  for  coniideration, 
when  a  Provisional  Order  was  brought 
in,  what  way  the  borough  should  bo 
dealt  with.  Though  he  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Centleman  the 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall),  in 
regard  to  the  transference  of  many  of 
the  powers  which  were  of  a  debatable 
character — questions  involving  Provi- 
sional Orders — yet  he  thought  that  the 
concession  the  Oovemment  had  made 
as  to  Provisional  Orders  really  removed 
the  main  ground  for  this  Amendment. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUBNB  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  he  hoped  the  Gh)- 
vernment  would  give  this  matter  fur^ 
tber  consideration.  The  small  boroughs, 
one  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  rcr 
preaeat,  were  strongly  opposed  to  these 
rights  being  taken  away  irom  them. 
Tbey  were  prepared  to  manage  their 
own  afi'airs  through  the  Central  De- 
partment, and  they  asked  that  they 
should  not  be  distuTbed.  As  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Blackpool 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Sir  UatUtew 
White  Ridley)  had  said,  they  would  be 
represented  upon  the  County  Councils, 
hut  they  would  have  only  one  member, 
perhaps,  on  a  Body  consisting  of  70  or 
80,  and  their  voice  would  be  almost  un- 
heard amongst  such  a  large  number. 
The  whole  sense  of  the  Bill,  as  pro- 
olaimed  hy  the  Qovemmeut,  was  that 
vested  interests  would  not  be  disturbed 
— that  nothing  trould  be  taken  away 
from  any  vested  interest,  so  far  as  any 
local  affairs  were  concerned, 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  he  also  desired  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  municipal  boroughs  o£ 
the  country  were  most  anxious  to  be 
exempted  from  the    authority   of   the 
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County  Oouncil,  and  not  to  be  interfered 
with  b;  it.  The  old  Municipalities,  al- 
tnont  ona  and  all  of  them,  beg^d  to  be 
exempted.  He,  therefore,  agreed  ver; 
mnoh  with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Blackpool,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
look  favourably  upon  the  propoeal. 

Mb.  BBUNNEB  said,  he  regretted 
he  could  not  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  though  it  was  impos- 
sibls  for  him  to  follow  the  arKnments  of 
the  right  hon.  Ckntleman  in  oharge  of 
the  BUI.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Ocunty  Gounoils,  as  constituted  by  the 
Bill,  would  be  somewhat  less  worUiy  of 
respect  than  they  would  hare  been  if 
all  the  boroughs  of  50,000  and  upwards 
had  been  represented  upon  them;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  sad  thing  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  ke«p  up  two  Authorities  to 
which  appeal  could  be  made  on  mat- 
ters suoh  as  were  dealt  with  in  the 
ScheduleB.  Although  he  had  always 
had  a  very  great  respeot  for  the  action 
of  the  officials  under  the  Loeal  Qovem- 
ment  Board,  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  that  the  County  Council  should  be 
the  Anthori^  of  the  future,  not  only  be- 
cause he  had  eveiy  confidence  they 
would  do  their  work  well,  but  also  on 
acoount  of  the  educating  influence  which 
would  thus  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  He  wished  to  point  out,  that  ifthe 
proposal  for  Beleotire  Councillors  were 
dropped  the  County  Council  would  be 
more  reepeeted  by  the  boroughs  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  than  they  would 
be  in  the  future.  This  question  of  eeleo~ 
tire  Counoillora,  however,  had  been 
thrashed  out,  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
say  more  about  it.  He  hod  endeaTOured, 
in  the  consideration  of  this  Bill,  to  put 
aside  all  Party  matters,  and  he  desired 
that  these  County  Councils  should  be  as 
greatly  respected  and  as  dignified  as 
they  could  possibly  be  made,  and  he 
believed  that  if,  by-and-bye,  those  se- 
lected Councillors  no  longer  existed,  the 
County  Councils  would  be  more  re- 
spected.       

Ha.  CONTBEABE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  in  his  desire  for  decentralization, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  he  agreed  with 
those  who  supported  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  thought  that  another  altematiro 
Mr   fHimlty  Ltiphlm 


might  be  suggested  which  did  notappear 
to  have  been  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee. It  appeared  to  him  that  wliat 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  carry  oat 
decentralization  as  far  as  possible,  bat, 
at  the  same  time,  to  safeguard  the  indi- 
vidual urban  life  of  the  different  muni- 
cipalities, on  behalf  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall)  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  th.Q 
Blackpool  Division  (Sir  Matthew  White 
Kidley)  had  spoken.  He  would  ask  if 
these  two  conflicting  views  could  not 
be  brought  together  by  providing  that, 
when  a  measure  of  deoentralization 
should  have  taken  place,  authoridea 
which  differed  vet?  much  in  themselres 
should  be  transferred,  some  to  one 
party  and  some  to  another  F  When  the 
measure  for  decentralization  was  adopted 
auda  Provisional  Order  Bill  was  brought 
forward,  some  of  these  powers  might 
be  transferred  to  the  District  Council. 
These  District  Councils  would,  he  under- 
stood, in  many  cases  be  the  municipali- 
ties which  they  were  speaking  of.  He 
felt  very  strongly  that  the  County 
Councils  should  have  ample  powers  and 
should  be  made  as  dignified  as  possible, 
so  as  to  command  the  confidence  of  the 
people  genw^Uy  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
they  did  not  want  altogether  to  stifle  the 
individual  municipal  life  of  the  old 
established  boroughs  which  were  now 
in  question.  He  would,  therefore,  ven- 
ture to  surest  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Loeal 
Government  Board  would  not  consider 
the  possibili^  of  making  some  arrange- 
ment in  the  direction  proposed.  He  did 
not  sav  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  accept  the  Amendment  as  it  stood 
upon  the  Paper,  but  he  would  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  frame  some  suggestion,  at  a  later 
stage,  to  provide  that  when  such  trans- 
fers of  powers  took  place  as  was  pro- 
posed, some  of  the  powers  Bhoula  be 
transferred  to  the  District  Authorities 
instead  of  the  whole  of  them  being 
transferred  to  the  County  Councils.  It 
struck  him  that  this  proposal  might 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanley,  and  at  the  same 
time  bring  into  harmony  the  conflicUng 
views  of  hon.  Members. 

8m  WALTEB  P08TEE  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  wished  to  add  a 
few  words  in  favour  of  the  Amend* 
ment  moved  hy  the  bou.  Member  for 
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Hanley.  He  believed  that  if  tlie  Bill 
was  aarried  without  the  Amendment  it 
would  do  haim  to  the  nmnloipal  life  of 
the  small  boroaghs.  Uany  of  these 
boroughs  were  very  ancient,  and  the; 
would  be  placed  in  a  secondary  position 
— as  oompared  with  the  position  they 
had  held  in  the  past — under  the  Bill  as 
it  at  present  stood,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  would  be  good  for  their  municipal 
life.  Moreover,  the  adoption  of  the 
clause  without  this  Amendment  would  he 
a  slur  npon  those  boroughs  which  during 
the  past  few  years  had  been  created 
municipal  boroughs,  as  they  would  be 
placed  in  a  secondary  in  place  of  an 
inpependent  position  as  regarded  the 
Connty  Authority.  The  clause,  unless 
amended,  would  afford  an  obstacle  to 
the  creation  of  new  munioipalitiea  in  the 
future,  as  they  would  have  to  maintain 
tjieir  claim  through  the  County  Councils 
instead  of  through  a  Qovemment  De- 
partment. It  was  in  the  interests  of 
independent  local  life,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  encouraged  and  fostered 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  that 
he  strongly  supported  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Uemoer  for  Hanley.  One 
of  the  best  things  in  our  local  life 
from  one  end  of  England  to  the  other 
had  been  the  growing  up  of  communities 
into  independent  centres  of  local  self- 
government.  He  wanted  that  state  of 
things  to  continue.  He  did  not  wish  to 
see  these  boroughs  interfered  with, 
whether  they  were  old  or  new,  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  see  these  places  put  in 
an  inferior  position  to  a  Body  which 
would  very  often  be  out  of  sympathy 
with  them. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  pat  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  if  he  could  avoid 
it ;  but  he  certainly,  under  the  circum- 
stances, felt  bound  to  divide.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  suggest  anything  to 
give  effect  to  what  he  had  understood 
him  to  imply — namely,  that  there  might 
be  the  poesibility  of  devising  some 
method  by  which  the  municipal  boroughs 
might  have  an  option  in  the  matter  of 
going  either  to  the  County  authority  or 
to  the  Govern  me  at  authority. 

Hr.  BITCHIB  said,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  have  a 
dual  oontrol,  but  he  had  always  said 
that  when  tiiey  came  to  consider  the 
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qnestion  of  the  transference  of  powers 
by  means  of  Provisional  Orders,  he 
should  be  very  glad  to  give  full  con- 
sideration to  the  suggestion  made. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  Ha 
Amendment  proposed  that  whatever 
might  be  the  powers  given  under  the 
Provisional  Orders  to  county  authorities, 
the  municipal  boroaghs  should  be  ex- 
empted. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  could  not 
possibly  aooept  that. 

Mb.  HALLET  STEWART  [Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  aaked,  would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  ? 

Mb.    EITOHIE:     We    give   large 

Sowers  of  delegation  from  the  County 
ouncil  to  the  District  Council  ? 

Mb.  CONTBEABE  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible,  without  putting 
the  Committee  to  the  tronble  of  a  Divi- 
sion, to  leave  the  matter  so  far  open 
that  when  they  oame  to  discuss  the 
matter  of  delegating  these  powers,  they 
would  still  be  in  a  position  to  disonss 
the  question  they  were  now  discussing  ? 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  HIDLEY 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hanley  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  Committee  upon  this  Amend- 
ment It  had  not  received  much  sup- 
Sort,  and  there  seemed  to  be  a  great 
eal  in  what  was  said  of  the  changed 
position  effected  by  the  Amendments  in 
the  clause. 

Mr.  WOODALL:  Perhaps  the  Qo- 
vemment would  prefer  that  we  should 
report  Progress  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly  not. 

Question  pnt,  and  n»gativ4d. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chainnau  left  the  Choir  to 
make  his  Beport  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

Q  UE  STI  ONS. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PBOOEDUBB  (IRE. 

LAND)  ACT,  1887- ADMIN ISTflATION 

OF  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELBT  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  suppose  I  am  right  in 
assuming  that  as  Monday  was  fixed  for 
the  delate  on  the  Motion  of  whioh  I 
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have  given  Kotioe,  bj  that  time  the 
Beturna  for  which  I  asked  before  the 
Whitauotide  Reoets  and  the  other  on 
the  1st  of  June  will  be  produced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ? 

Th*  chief  8BGBETARY  tor  IRE- 
LAND (Ur.  A.  J.  Balpoub)  (Uan- 
cbester,  E.) :  With  regard  to  the  first,  I 
am  not  sure  vlietlier  I  oan  ^re  all  tlia 
particulars  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentleroan  has  asked  with  regard  to  the 
sentences ;  but  as  to  the  other  and  more 
important  Return,  I  hare  communicated 
to  the  authorities  in  Dublin,  and  I  am 

flad  to  find  it  will  be  possible,  without 
oubt,  to  have  the  Return  in  qaeation 
in  manuBoript  in  the  House  on  Monday, 
irith  the  exception  of  the  portion  of  it 
which  relates  to  the  ooan^  of  Kerry. 
It  may  be  possible,  alao,  to  include  the 
county  of  Kerry,  but  I  am  not  certain. 
I  hare  telegraphed  to  Dublin  and  asked 
that,  if  possible,  this  Return  should  be 

Eut  into  print  in  Dublin,  so  that  it  may 
e  brought  before  the  House  without 
delay.  I  may  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  quite  an 
unprecedented  course  to  take,  as  all 
such  Returns  are  invariably  presented 
to  the  House  in  the  first  instance,  and 
then  ordered  by  the  House  to  be  printed  ; 
but  I  bare  taken  the  oonrse  I  hare  in- 
dicated with  the  object  of  placing  the 
information  before  the  House  as  soon  as 
p(»8ible. 

Ma.  JOHN  MORLEY :  But  Kerry 
is  one  of  the  most  important  seenes  of 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  give  me  any  par- 
ticulars with  reference  to  that  county  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Tee,  I  think 
I  can  g^ve  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  a 
very  large  number  of  particulars,  but  I 
cannot  pledge  myself  to  hare  the  formal 
Return  with  regard  to  Kerry  by  Mon- 
day. 

CRIUINAL     LAW     AND    PROOEDU&G 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1S8T— JCIDGUENTg  IN 
THE    KIIXEAOH    CASE  — NOTES    OF 
THE  JUIKJES'  DECISION. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N. )  in- 
quired whether  the  notes  of  the  Judges' 
decision  in  the  Exchequer  Division  with 
reference  to  the  alleged  conspiracy  at 
Killeagh  would  be  ready  by  Monday  V 
Tbk  ohief  SEGRETABT  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfuus)  (Manches- 
Jir.  John  STorhy 


ter,  E.),  in  reply,  sud,  that  he  could 
not  undertake  without  longer  Notice  to 
oomply  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman'a  request,  as  it  was  unusual  and 
would  be  inconvenient. 

8iRWILLIAMHAEC0URT(Derby): 
We  have  pat  constant  Questions  on  thu 
subject  for  a  week  paat.  Therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  full  Notice. 
We  want  materials  upon  which  to  aek 
the  opinion  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
these  Resident  Magistrates. 

Ms.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  in- 
quiry to  which  the  question  refers  has 
only  just  finished.  Therefore,  the  Ques- 
tion could  not  have  been  asked  before. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
roee  to  put  a  further  Question,  but 

It  being  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House 
suspended  it  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS     OF   TSE    BAY, 


SOPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CHnKCHOFSCOTLAND.— RESOLtJTION. 

Dk.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege), 
in  rising  to  move — 

"That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honn  the 
Churoh  of  Scotlud  ocght  to  be  diaeitabliihed 
and  diiendowed," 

said,  the  question  of  Church  Diseatab- 
lishment  differed  in  Scotland  and  in 
England  in  this  material  respect,  that 
while  the  Church  of  England  was  in 
fact  the  Episcopal  Church  in  England, 
the  Presbyterian  Chnrch  of  Scotland 
was  by  no  means  synonymons  with  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Scotland.  It 
was,  in  fact,  a  mere  fraction  of  it,  and 
the  connection  between  Churoh  and 
State  in  Scotland  had  been  the  cause  of 
every  seceesion  that  had  taken  place 
within  its  ranks.  Wholesale  secessions 
had  occurred,  and  a  Presbyterian  com- 
munity had  sprung  up  outside  the  walla 
of  the  Established  Church  eesenti^ly 
the  same  is  doctrine,  equal  or  greater 
in  point  of  numbers,   which  was  not 
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behind  the  Eatabliabed  Churcb  ia  mate- 
rial wealth  and  energy,  which  was  per- 
fectly efficieat  for  the  work  of  the 
country,  and  whioh,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
was  oarrjing  on  the  religious  work  of 
the  oountiy  in  the  poorest  diBtricts  in 
Scotland.  So  far  from  the  present 
privileges  and  position  of  the  Estab' 
lished  Church  having  a  tendency  to 
bring  about  union  in  the  different  reli- 
gious Bodies,  it  was  admitted  by  the 
most  far-seeing  suppoitors  of  the  Church 
— it  was  admitted,  for  example,  by  the 
Duke  of  Argyll — that  nothing  was  so 
likely  to  bring  about  the  union  of  the 
Fresbyterian  Bodies  as  Disestablish- 
ment. That  opinion  was  held  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Establishment.  It  was 
admitted  on  both  sides  that  the  present 
state  of  things  could  not  last  long  m  Scot- 
land. Either  Parliament  itself  must  soon 
wake  up  to  the  inexpediency  and  injus- 
tice of  the  Establishment,  the  ntention 
of  whose  privileges  afforded  a  motive 
fur  a  constant  struggle  against  the  sister 
institutions,  or  the  Established  Church 
would,  by  means  of  the  State  aid  which 
it  received,  gradually  weaken  and  under- 
mine the  great  eoclsBiastioal  edifice 
which  had  grown  up  by  its  aid.  Among 
the  Freabyterian  communities  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  resolved  itself 
into  the  question  of  whether  the  resources 
of  the  State,  to  whioh  non-Ohurohmen 
as  well  as  Churchmen  had  to  contribute, 
should  continually  be  applied  to  foster- 
ing the  dependence  of  FreabyteTiauism 
on  State  aid ;  or  whether,  the  connect- 
ion between  Church  and  State  being 
severed,  the  principle  of  religious  equal- 
ity being  practically  recognized,  and  the 
property  of  the  nation  being  applied 
to  reallynational  purposes,  the  Churches 
should  be  left  to  work  out  their  own 
destiny  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of 
the  times.  The  statistics  were  disputed. 
On  the  one  side  the  Established  Oburch 
claimed  a  majority  of  the  Presbyterian 
community — he  did  not  think  justly — 
and  on  the  other  side  the  Free  and 
United  Presbyterian  Bodies  claimed  that 
they  embraced  a  majority  of  the  Presby- 
terian worshippers  ;  but  about  this  there 
wae  not  the  slightest  doubt,  that  the 
Established  Church  did  not  embrace  a 
majority  or  half  of  the  population  of 
Scotland.  The  highest  claim  advanced  on 
behalf  of  the  Established  Church  was 
only  46  per  cent  of  the  population.  The 
number  of  places  of  worship  maintained 


by  the  Established  Church  was  over 
100  leas  than  those  of  other  Presbyterian 
Churches,  and  about  1,000  less  than 
those  of  the  Nonconforming  Bodies  of 
Scotland.  Now,  he  asked,  why  should 
this  sect  or  section  of  the  old  creed  con- 
tinue not  only  this  monopoly,  but  also 
be  allowed  to  interfere  in  purely  civil 
affairs  at  the  present  day  ?  Why  should 
it  be  allowed  to  control  the  Theological 
Chairs  in  the  Universities;  and  why 
should  its  ministers  enjoy  any  speciaJ 
immunity  from  taxation,  or  interfere 
through  its  Eirk  Sessions  with  the  con- 
atitution  of  Farochial  Boards,  to  which 
were  entrusted  the  incidence  of  the 
most  important  items  of  local  taxa- 
tion ?  It  was  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  old  times,  when  there 
was  religioua  unanimity,  that  certain 
privileges  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
Established  Church.  In  those  iay^ 
it  was  held  responsible  for  the  poor, 
and  for  the  morals  of  the  people ;  but 
now  a  new  state  of  matters  had  arisen. 
The  Establiahed  Church  had  ceased  to 
represent  the  community  ;  it  had  ceased 
even  to  represent  the  Presbyterian  com- 
munity. Among  a  certain  portion  of 
the  religious  Bodies  the  connection  be- 
tween the  Church  and  State  was  re- 
garded as  sinful  and  unscriptural,  and 
conacientioua  objectiona  were  entertained 
to  being  compelled  to  contribute  towards 
the  maiutenanoe  of  a  State  Church.  A 
vast  majority  of  the  Free  Ohurchraea 
considered  that  under  exiating  circum- 
stances the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
liahed Church  waa  unjust  and  inex- 
pedient. The  fact  of  the  Free  Church, 
which  was  favourable  to  the  general 
principle  of  Establishments,  having  been 
compelled  by  force  of  circumstances  to 
declare  that  the  maintenance  of  an 
Established  Church  in  Scotland  was  in- 
expedient and  unjust,  should  be  coa- 
stdered  a  testimony  of  enormous  weight 
by  the  Members  of  this  House.  The 
indignation  with  which  the  Free  Church 
had  again  and  again  resisted  the  pe- 
cuniary bribe  of  participation  in  the 
endowmeuta  to  go  over  to  the  Establish- 
ment might  be  taken  as  a  proof  of  the 
earnestness  of  conviction  on  the  part 
of  members  of  that  Church.  Of  the 
two  great  Presbyterian  Nonconforming 
Bodies  in  Scotland,  one  was  dead  aeainst 
all  connection  between  Church  and  State, 
and  the  other  declared  that  in  existing 
circumstancea  the  maintenance  of  the 
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Goaneotion  was  inexpedient  and  unjust, 
and  beeidee  those  two  Bodies  there  were 
a  number  of  others  who  held  precisely 
the  sameopinioD — Baptists,  EvaQgelicial 
TToiotiists,  Methodists,  Cougregational- 
iata,  and  others — all  of  whom  protested 
against  the  maintenanoe  of  the  Establish- 
ment as  unjust.  Again,  it  was  not  a 
Church  question  only,  but  Disestablish' 
ment  was  becoming  a  great  political 
question.  With  hardly  aa  exception, 
resolutions  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
had  been  adopted  by  orery  Liberal 
association  throughout  the  country,  and 
wherever  there  was  a  conference  of 
delegates  of  those  Liberal  associations 
resolutionsin  favour  of  Disestablishment 
and  Dieendowment  were  adopted  now 
as  a  matter  of  course.  Coming  to  the 
question  of  endowments,  it  was  not 
easy  to  give  exact  figures,  because 
most  of  tbem  had  to  be  dug  up  from  a 
whole  mass  of  documents.  The  endow- 
mentsofthe  Church  of  Scotland  amounted 
to  between  £330,000  and  £350,000 
a-year,  exclusive  of  a  sum  averaging 
£40,000  a-year  which  the  Church  re- 
ceived in  the  shape  of  an  assessment  for 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  Ecclesi- 
astical buildings.  The  total  amount 
received  by  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  in  the  shape  of  endowments  was 
therefore  less  than  £400,000  per  annum, 
and  that  was  a  mere  fraction  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Presby  teriaa  Churches  in 
Scotland,  which  amounted  to  about 
£1,750,000 sterlingyearly.  Theendow- 
menta  which  the  Church  received  from 
the  State  were  from  various  sources. 
There  was  a  sum  of  £17,000  got  under 
Act  of  Parliament  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  for  the  payment  of  sti- 
pends in  the  Highlands,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
himself  a  few  nights  before  had  admit- 
ted to  be  wasted.  There  was  another 
portion  of  about  £20,000  derived  from 
local  and  burgh  assessments,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  deal  with  a  Parliamentary  grant 
which  was  being  wasted  could  be  ques- 
tioned, or  that  its  right  to  deal  with 
local  assessments  woud  be  contested. 
As  to  the  sum  received  by  the  Church 
in  the  shape  of  assessments  for  the  re- 
pair and  maintenance  of  Ecclesiastical 
buildings,  their  hon.  Friends  opposite 
admitted  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
deal  with  it,  inasmuch  aa  Bills  had  con- 
iV.  Camtrm 


stantly  been  brought  in  relating  to  the 
subject.  But  the  greater  portion  of  the 
endowments  of  the  Church  was  derived 
from  tiends  or  tithes.  Those,  his  oppo- 
nents said,  were  the  patrimony  of  the 
Cburch,  and  they  stigmatized  any  pro- 
posal to  divert  those  tiends  to  secular 
purposes  as  spoliation  and  robbery.  He 
deniedthat  tn  toto.  These  endowments 
from  the  tiends  or  tithes  were  national 
property,  and  Parliament  had  a  perfect 
right,  having  regard  to  life  interests,  to 
direct  them  to  whatever  purpose  it 
pleased.  Indeed,  he  considered  Parlia- 
ment had  infinitely  more  right  to  deal 
with  those  tiends  than  with  Corpora- 
tion funds,  and  with  the  private  and 
recent  endowments  for  educational  and 
charitable  purposes  on  which  in  the 
public  interest  it  so  constantly  laid  violent 
hands.  Butif  his  opponents  would  assert 
that  there  was  any  spoliation  in  the 
question,  he  would  reply  that  the  right 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  to  these  tiends 
was  based  entirely  on  spoliation.  Tiends 
were  not  instituted  by  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  but  by  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  or  the  ancient  Caledonian 
Church,  and  if  there  was  any  spoliation, 
it  was  practised  on  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  at  the  time  of  the  Heformation. 
The  Scottish  Parliament  treated  those 
tiends  or  tithes  as  public  funds,  and  for 
several  years  after  Presby  terianism  had 
superseded  Soman  Catholicism  aa  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  no  provision  for  the 
Btaintenauce  of  Presbyterian  clergy  out 
of  tithes  existed.  Again  and  again, 
in  the  course  of  various  Ecclesiastical 
revolutions  in  Scotland,  those  reve- 
nues had  been  diverted  from  the 
FresbTterian  Church  as  the  national 
Church  of  the  country  and  oscillated 
between  Presbyterian  ism  and  Episco- 
pacy. He  contended  that  these  tithes 
were  purely  national  property,  that 
the  application  of  them  to  a  single 
sect  was  unjust  and  inexpedient,  be- 
cause it  afforded  a  lever  for  the  injury 
of  other  Bodies  who  taught  the  same 
religion,  and  who  were  equally  able  to 
provide  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
people.  He  maintained,  also,  that  these 
endowments  were  unnecessary  in  the 
interests  of  Presby  terianism,  because 
they  constituted  so  small  a  fraction  of  the 
rsvenuesofthe  Presbyterian  religion  that 
their  withdrawal  would  not  seriously 
affect  it.  He  believed  one  effect  of  their 
withdrawal  would  be  to  bring  about  a 
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re-nnion  is  the  Churclies,  and  effect  a 
saviog  in  the  working  espensee  that 
would  compensate  for  any  immediate 
inoonvenieDce.  It  was  the  principle  of 
DiBeatabliflhment  and  Disendow  men  t 
that  he  and  thoee  who  eupported  him 
wished  to  vote  in  favoiir  of.  They  had 
no  wiah  to  int^ere  with  life  interests, 
or  to  imitate  the  policy  which  the  Church. 
of  Scotland  itself,  controlled  by  the  State, 
was  obliged  to  adopt  in  dealing  with 
the  people  who  seceded  from  it,  and 
whom  it  sent  forth  to  tho  world  stripped 
of  all  their  ecclesiaBtical  property.  He 
considered  the  present  system  unjust 
and  inexpedient,  and  proposed  another 
ayetem  which  was  just  and  expedient. 
He  proposed  that  the  application  of  the 
money  shall  be  to  some  national  object. 
It  was  calculated  that  the  money  would 
be  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  local 
charges  for  education  throughout  the 
country,  and  suf&cient  in  many  High- 
land parishes  to  provide  a  aatisfaotory 
solution  for  the  crofter  question.  As  to 
the  destinationofthefunds, however,  that 
was  matter  for  subsequent  deliberation. 
Meanwhile,  lie  wished  the  House  to 
affirm  the  principle  that  the  endowments 
of  the  Ohuroh  of  Scotland  should  be  put 
an  end  to.  The  position  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  had  ceased  to  be  what  it  was 
20  years  ago.  Its  members  had  adopted 
an  aggreeeive  attitude,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  Disestablishment  was  de- 
manded. The  Patronage  Act  was  the  6rst 
step  in  this  policy  of  aggression.  {^Crietof 
"  No ! "]  Was  it  not  the  passing  of  the 
Patronage  Act  that  preceded  the  action 
of  the  rree  Church  in  regard  to  Dises- 
tablishment ?  Since  then  the  aggressiva 
policy  of  the  Church  and  its  friends  had 
been  steadily  continued.  Only  two  8es- 
aions  ago  a  measure  wag  introduced  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Pinlay]  which 
was  intended  to  withdraw  from  the  Free 
Church  community  into  the  Establish- 
ment a  number  of  Highland  congrega- 
tions. Then  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  had  on  the  Paper  a  Bill  which 
all  the  Nonconformists  of  Scotland  re- 
garded as  a  measure  to  strengthen  the 
Bstablished  Church  of  Scotland  at  the 
expense  of  the  Free  Church.  Moreover, 
there  had  that  very  day  been  brought 
forward  by  a  noble  Lord  in  "  another 

{ilaos  "  a  resolution  to  make  the  Estab- 
ished  Church  a  really  National  Church, 
by  allowing  all  Piotestant  ratepayers  to 


vote  inthe  election  of  ber  ministers.  There 
were  four  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
against  the  Motion.  The  first  was  by 
the  hon:  Member  fortbe  Central  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Baird),  the  second  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Qlasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities  (Mr.  J.  A.  Oamp- 
bell),  and  the  third  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrew's  (Mr.  Anstruther),  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Bollox  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Caldwell),  in  his 
Amendment,  introduced  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  but,  so  far  as  regarded  theChurcb 
of  Scotland,  the  Treaty  of  Union  was 
irreparably  broken — almost  before  tho 
ink  on  it  was  dry — by  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  which  re-imposed 
lay  patronage  on  the  Church  of  Soodand. 
The  Free  Ghuroh,  which  now  pro- 
claimed the  maintenance  of  an  Estab- 
lishment to  be  inexpedient  and  unjust, 
could  advance  the  very  best  title  to 
beinft  the  real  heir  of  the  pre-Uoioa 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
did  not  propose  |any  measure  for  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Churob  of  Scot- 
land,  but  simply  proposed  a  Besolution 
which  would  afford  means  for  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  Scotlana  in 
the  most  authoritative  and  Constitutional 
manner  to  declare  tbeir  wishes  upon  the 
subject.  He  had  moved  the  same 
Hesolution  in  the  last  Parliament,  and 
bad  been  defeated  by  a  large  majority, 
but  in  the  minority  were  a  considerable 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members,  and  a 
very  large  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Liberal  Members.  Including  those 
who  afterwards  became  Unionists, 
they  were  three  to  one  in  favour 
of  the  Motion,  and  exclusive  of  those 
Oentlemen  they  were  seven  to  one. 
In  1877  it  was  evident  tbat  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Patronage  Act  the 
question  of  Diaestabliahment  and  Dis- 
endowment  in  Scotland  would  become 
an  active  and  burning  question.  That 
was  prophesied  by  the  right  boa.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstone),  who  said  that 
tbe  attempt  that  had  been  made  to  buy 
out  piecemeal  what  had  been  driven  out 
wholesale  would  produce  that  effect. 
When  the  official  lieador  of  the  Liberal 
Party — the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)— made  a  speech  at  Qlasgow  em- 
bodying the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party 
on  the  subject  of  Disestablishment,  be 
declared  that  whenever  Scottish  opinion, 
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or  even  Scottish  Liberal  opinion,  was 
full;  formed  on  this  question,  he  would 
TSature  to  aaj  that  the  Liberal  Party  as 
a  whole  would  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  question  on  its  merits  without  refer- 
ence to  any  other  consideration.  To 
that  declaration  the  right  faon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
repeated);  expressed  his  adhesion.  The 
suDJent  had  been  kept  back  for  years, 
— first,  because  the  county  franchise 
question  took  the  lead  ;  and,  secondly, 
at  the  Elections  since  auotbsr  im- 
portant question  had  been  paramount. 
There  were  no  longer  any  reasons  which 
made  it  expedient  to  suppress  this  ques- 
tion, and  the  time  had  now  come  when 
he  called  upon  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  give  efifeot  to  the  promises  that 
for  10  years  had  been  dangled  before 
the  eyes  of  the  Scottish  people,  their 
most  zealous  supporters.  He  believed 
that  on  this  occasion  he  should  not  appeal 
to  them  in  vain  to  redeem  their  pledges. 
In  October  the  right  bou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made  a  speech 
at  Nottingham,  in  which  be  referred  at 
considerable  length  to  the  Disestabliab- 
ment  and  Disendowment  of  the  Church 
in  Wales  and  Scotland.  He  declared 
that  the  question  stood  in  the  first  rank 
of  legislative  urgency,  and  repeated  his 
deolaratiou  that  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the 
Scottish  people.  Re  further  said  that 
if  Scotland  seutasgood  a  body  of  Home 
Bulers  to  Parliament  as  Wales,  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  in  Scotland 
would  take  priority,  because  Scotland 
would  be  able  to  hold  her  own.  [^Laugh- 
fw.]  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  had  great  power  of  laughter ; 
bnt  he  did  not  laugh  when  he  heard  the 
news  of  the  Ayr  Burghs  Election,  and  be 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  recog- 
nize that  every  seat  that  has  been  won 
by  hie  Supporters  in  Scotland  since  the 
split  in  the  Liberal  Party  had  been 
won  in  every  single  case  by  men  favour- 
able to  Disestablishment.  He  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  of 
the  Scottish  proverb,  "Giff-gafF  niaks 
guid  friends ;  "  and  that  the  ob- 
vious corollary  of  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was,  that  if  he 
would  strengthen  the  Liberal  rauks  from 
Scotland  and  the  Party  he  led,  he  must 
J)r.  Cutnenn 


give  a  proof  of  the  practical  nature  of 
the  belief  which  he  had  expressed 
on  behalf  of  himself  and  his  Friends 
that  this  question  was  now  ripe  for 
decision.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  Besolution  of  which  be 
had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  E83LEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  in 
secouding  the  Hesolution,  said,  it  might 
not  be  inappropriate,  as  the  Motion  bad 
been  proposed  oy  the  Bepresentative  of 
a  large  city  constituency,  that  he,  as 
representing  one  of  the  large  county 
constituencies  in  the  North- East  of  Scot- 
land, should  second  it.  His  hou.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron),  he  thought,  had  made 
out  his  case  for  Disestablishment,  and 
they  would  look  to  the  other  side  to 
make  out  a  case  for  the  continuance  of 
religious  inequality  in  Scotland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Central  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Boird)  had  put  an 
Amendment  ou  the  Paper  which  in 
plain  language  said  that  the  Motion 
tended  to  irreligion  and  immorality.  He 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  need  not  say  that,  as  a 
Presbyterian  and  a  loyal  adherent  of  the 
same  Confession  of  Faith  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  thought  the  Motion 
had  a  tendency  to  irreligion  and  immo- 
rality, he  should  be  the  last  person  in 
the  world  to  preach  the  doctrine  of  Dis- 
establishment. The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell),  who  also  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  objected  to 
the  Motion,  because  the  position  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  did  not  warrant  them 
in  interfering.  He  (Mr.  Esslemont)  had 
never,  in  the  discussion  of  the  suoject, 
made  comparisons  with  Churchmen,  and 
he  waa  nuling  to  admit,  having  been 
connected  with  the  Presbyterian  Church 
for  nearly  40  years,  that  during  the 
most  of  that  time  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land had  been  growing  in  activity  and 
in  vigour  in  the  great  work  of  religion 
throughout  Scotland.  But  why  should 
they  not  interfere  with  that  temporal 
question  of  DieeatablisbmentandDiBen- 
dowment  ?  The  Church  of  Scotland  was 
established  for  three  purposes.  Its  first 
duty,  he  admitted,  was  to  look  after  the 
religion  of  the  people  ;  but  there  were 
two  other  duties  reposed  in  it  under  the 
old  parochial  system.  The  first  of  these 
was  the  charge  of  the  poor;  bnt  that 
duty  had  long  ago  been  cousignsd  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  ratepayers. 
The  second  was  the  education  of  the 
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TOUDg ;  but  that  also  had  been  remoTed 
from  the  hands  of  the  Church ;  and  he 
challeDged  any  of  the  cbampionB  of  the 
Church  to  caT  that  the  Education  Act 
had  not  been,  in  the  main,  a  great  bene- 
fit to  Scotland.  Therefore,  two  of  the 
elementary  functions  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  been  disposed  of,  and  the 

aueation  they  had  to  consider  ^ae,  whe- 
ler  the  time  was  not  come  when  the 
endowments  of  the  Church  should  be 
distributed  over  an  area  which  would  be 
useful  to  the  whole  community,  instead 
of  oonSning  them  any  longer  to  the  up- 
holding of  what  was  merely  a  section  of 
the  Ohurofa.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  did  not  wish  their 
Established  Church  to  be  interfered 
with  ;  but  how  could  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  upon  this  peint  be 
ascertained  ?  The  question  had  been 
brought  prominently  before  the  miuds 
of  the  Scotch  electors  during  recent 
elections,  and  the  people  had  declared 
themselres  either  in  favour  of  or 
against  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment,  and  it  was  notorious  that  the 
largest  portion  of  those  returned  were 
in  favour  of  religious  equality.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  the  St. 
Andrew's  Burghs  (Mr.  Anslruther)  had 
said  in  his  Amendment  that  they 
ought  not  to  apply  this  money  for 
secular  purposes.  It  was  a  new  doc- 
trine that  money  whioh  belonged  to  the 
public  might  not  be   applied   for  any 

Surpose  which  the  country  thought  best 
eserving  of  support.  Many  people 
argued,  and  it  was  a  favourite  assertion 
of  thoae  who  were  opposed  to  him  i^u 
the  question,  that  the  supporters  of  Dis- 
establishment were  in  favour  of  taking 
away  a  certain  patrimony  from  the 
people  of  Scotland.  He  thought  it  only 
required  a  very  elementary  oonsideration 
of  the  question  to  lead  one  to  the  oon- 
oludon  that  neither  he  nor  anyone  else 
proposed  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
Not  one  farthing  of  this  money  would 
be  lost  to  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
asked  merely  whether  the  time  had  not 
eome  when  they  might  apply  it  for 
a  universal  purpose,  in  which  every 
parishioner  would  have  an  equal  share. 
The  propoaition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  St.  Eollox  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  was  somewhat  contradictory. 
The  hnn.  Member  first  said  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  could  not  interfere, 
and  then  he  said  that  the  Imperial  Par- 


liament ought  to  interfere  as  soon  as 
the  people  of  Scotland  told  it  do  so.  He 
left  the  hon.  Member  on  the  boms  of 
the  dilemma.  There  either  ought  to  be 
home  rule  on  thiequBstion,  or  there  ought 
not.  He  would  make  the  friends  of  the 
Eetablisbed  Churoh  a  present  of  the  faot 
whioh  they  put  forward,  that  they  were 
in  a  large  majority  in  Scotland.  In  that 
case,  on  account  of  their  power  and  their 
numbers,  they  ought  to  be  the  more 
ashamed  to  take  from  their  Boman 
Catholic  brethren,  their  Episcopalian 
brethren,  and  those  who  differed  from 
them,  the  money  to  support  their  re- 
ligion. In  the  county  he  represented, 
there  were  in  many  of  the  parishes  one 
endowed  Church  and  two  other  Churches 
belonging  to  the  same  denomination, 
whioh  were  neither  endowed  nor  estab* 
liahed.  These  were  chapels  of  ease. 
Did  this  great  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  hold  to  its  principles  ?  No ;  it 
did  not.  In  not  one  of  tnose  parishes 
did  the  old  Church  seek  to  divide  its 
loaves  and  fishes  with  the  others.  The 
whole  endowment  was  kept  to  the  one 
Church,  while  the  others  were  allowed 
to  find  the  means  of  grace  in  voluntary 
subscriptions.  Yet  this  Churoh,  which 
they  were  ttAd  existed  on  endowments, 
really  raised  as  much  by  voluntary  sub- 
soriptions  as  it  did  from  endowments. 
He  did  not  wish  to  raise  the  sectarian 
question.  He  was  content  to  rest  him- 
self on  the  political  aspects  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  was  obliged,  in  aocordance 
with  principles  which  he  had  always 
held,  to  say  that  they  should  no  longer 
withhold  from  the  people  in  the  country 
a  share  in  the  administration  of  funds 
to  which  they  had  an  equal  right.  He 
had  much  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lesva  ont  f  roDi  the  iTOTd"Tbat"  to  the 

end  of  the  QueatioD,  in  order  to  add  tlie  irorda 
"  in  the  opioion  of  this  UouaG,  the  Church  of 
Scotland  ooght  to  he  diiestablished  sod  disen- 
dowed,"— {Dr  Canuren,) 
■ — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Uuestion." 

Mb.  BAIBD  (Glasgow,  Central),  who 
had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Amendment— 
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the  Land  Question  or  the  Drink  Quea> 
tion,  and  say  they  had  a  decision  on  Dis- 
establishment. A  pltbitiU  is  aometimss 
mentioned  in  this  connection,  a  soit  of 
glori&ed  local  option,  in  fact;  and  pos- 
sibly  the  machinery  provided  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire  (Mr. 
M'Lagan)  woald  be  brought  into  opera- 
tion for  the  purpoBe.  They  would  then 
see,  not  w nether  the  people  would 
abolish  public- bouees,  but  whether 
they  would  abolish  what  was  one  of 
the  greatest  enemies  to  drunkenness. 
It  was  often  said  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  Badical ;  but  upon  some 
questions  he  claimed  they  were  the  most 
Conaerrative  people  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  and,  if  this  question  were  put  to 
them  fairly  and  unobsoured  by  other 
questions,  be  believed  they  would  dis- 
play a  Conserratism  which  would  be  ab- 
solutely shocking  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  The  fact  was,  the  Scotch 
people  had  not  been  consulted  on  the 
matter  at  ail.  It  was  said  the  other 
night  that  Scotch  opinion  was  overborno 
in  that  House;  but  as  for  this  being tbe 
voice  of  the  country,  he  would  only  like 
hon.  Members  to  go  down  to  their  con- 
stituencies and  take  their  stand  on  the 
single  platform  of  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Church,  and  they  would  soon 
BCB  whether  the  statement  that  the 
voice  of  Scotland,  nhich  hon.  Members 
said  was  to  be  overborne  to-night,  was 
a  true  one  or  not.  That  question  of  Dis- 
establishment, involving  as  it  did  sepa- 
ration from  the  State,  was  one  on  which 
the  English  Members  were  perfectly  en- 
titled to  give  their  opinion.  He  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  would  bring  in  a  Bill  formu- 
lating in  plain  language  his  proposals, 
and  he  should  like  to  appear  on  tbe 
back  of  it  some  names  he  could  mention. 
A  few  years  ago  a  Bill  was  broaght  in 
by  Mr.  Dick  Psddie,  which  was  one  of 
the  wildest  ever  brought  from  the  Bar 
to  tbe  Table  of  tbe  House,  and  it  con- 
tained proposals  so  revolting  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely inundated  with  Petitions  against 
it.  That  Bill  was  dead  and  buried,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  ever  be  resus- 
citated. On  the  back  of  that  BiU  ap- 
peared tbe  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division,  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  the  hon.  Qentleman  should 
not  introduce  a  Bill  on  his  own  behalf. 
Many  of  the  hon.  Members  who  sup- 


of  Scotland  would  1m  contrary  to  the  iutereati 
of  religion  nod  the  moral  welfare  of  tho  people, 
and  this  House  therefore  declineB  to  entertftiii 
the  proposal," 

said,  since  he  had  given  tbe  Notice  be 
had  been  given  to  understand  that  the 
Bules  of  the  House  precluded  him  from 
moving  the  Amendment,  and  that  no- 
thing remained  for  him  but  to  meet  the 
original  Besolution  with  a  direct  nega- 
tive, seeing  that  tbe  Division  would  take 
Slace  on  the  Question  that  Mr.  Speaker 
o  now  leave  the  Chair.  He  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  that.  His  only  wish 
was  that  the  question  should  be  pro- 
perly and  adequately  debated,  and  that 
a  Division  should  be  taken  upon  it.  The 
bon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
(Dr.  Cameron)  asked  the  House  to 
agree  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  should 
be  Disestablished  and  Disendowed.  It 
was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Qentleman 
that  his  proposition  should  be  carried 
out  to  its  logical  conclusion  ai  as  early 
adate  as  possible.  The  idea  was  evi- 
dently intended  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
electors,  that  if  they  would  only  return 
a  sufficient  majority  to  Farliament  they 
might  look  forward  to  the  Disestablish- 
mentof  their  national  Church.  He  (Mr. 
Baird)  did  not  think  such  a  great  ques- 
tion as  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  ought  to  stand  on 
such  a  footing.  It  ought  to  stand  by  itself 
and  be  judged  on  its  own  merits,  and  its 
fate  should  be  decided  apatt  from  any 
other  consideration  whatever.  It  had 
been  suggested  on  high  authority,  ex- 
pressed in  many  quarters,  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  entirely  to  the  people  of 
Scotland — that  if  they  decided  that  Dis- 
establishment should  take  place,  then 
there  was  nothing  more  to  bo  said.  He 
agreed  with  tbatopinjon  to  aceitain  ex- 
tent. He  believed  that  when  the  people 
of  Scotland  bad  fully  made  up  their 
minds  that  theChurchsbouldbeDisestab- 
lished  and  Disendowed,  it  would  then 
take  place.  But  what  be  wanted  to 
know  was,  how  were  they  going  to  gauge 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland? 
They  might  endeavour  to  make  it  a  test 
question  at  the  General  Election;  but 
he  thought  every  Member  of  tbe  House 
would  admit  that  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible  to  separate  such  a  question 
as  Disestablishment  from  the  thousand 
and  one  questions  which  agitated  tbe 
minds  of  tbe  electors  at  such  a  time. 
They  could  not  avoid  mixing  it  up  with 
Mr.  Baird 
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portod  the  right  hon.  GeatlemKu  the 
Uember  for  Uid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  upon  general  questiona  at 
policy,  he  believed,  would  be  very  much 
iQcliued  to  withdraw  their  Bup^rt,  and 
no  one  knew  that  better  than  the  right 
hon.  QentlemftQ  himself.  Id  1885, 
when  the  question  of  Diseatabliahment 
was  brought  forward,  a  great  agitation 
was  raised  against  it  by  the  Liberals, 
and  at  the  lost  moment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  withdrew  thesubject,  finding 
he  had  made  a  mistake,  and  the  election 
proceeded  on  other  quoations.  He 
(Mr.  Baird)  deprecated  the  idea  that 
the  support  of  the  Church  devolved 
entirely  on  the  Conaervative  Party, 
There  was  no  one  who  was  acquainted 
with  the  history  of  Scotland  who  did 
not  know  that  since  the  secession  of  the 
Free  Church  in  1843,  the  Church  had 
made  up  much  of  her  loat  ground,  and 
had  greatly  recovered  from  the  severe 
blow  then  dealt  her ;  but  that  was  no 
argument,  although  often  used,  why  she 
should  be  dealt  another  blow  in  the 
shape  of  Disestablishment  and  Die- 
endowment.  Although  much  of  the  loat 
ground  had  been  made  up,  there  was 
still  a  large  field  for  her  exertions,  and 
any  measure  that  might  arrest  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Church,  such  as  Dis- 
establishment, was  contrary  to  the  reli- 
gious and  moral  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  He  was  not  going  into  the 
question  whether  these  ondowmenta 
were  national  property  or  not,  hut  in 
this  connection  he  would  like  to  point 
out  that  the  Church  itaelf  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  nation,  and  was  free  to  all. 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  any  man 
— whether  United  Presbyterian,  Free 
Church,  Boman  Catholic,  or  Atheist — 
fromgoingintotheCburchandpartaking 
in  its  services.  He  maintained  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  outnumbered,  by  a 
large  majority,  the  communities  of  the 
Free  Church  and  United  Presbyterian 
Church,  and  it  outnumbered  alt  the 
other  Churches,  including  the  Episco- 
palian andthe  Soman  Catholic Ohurche a, 
by  over  60,000,  and  he  believed  it  would 
be  shown  that  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided by  the  Nonconformist  Bodies  was 
very  small  in  comparison  with  that  pro- 
vided by  the  Established  Church.  Thear- 


aa'if  they  were  great  Sailvay  Companies 
competing  against  one  another.  In 
order  to  obtain  a  true  comparison  as  to 
the  liberality  of  the  two  Churches,  the 
amount  of  private  income  of  the  indi- 
vidual members  had  to  be  taken  into 
consideration.  The  true  teat  of  the  value 
of  a  Church  was  not  the  amount  of 
money  it  gave,  but  the  amount  of  good 
it  did.  It  had  been  said  that  Disestab- 
lishment would  lead  to  a  union  of  the 
Churches;  but  he  scouted  the)  idea, 
and  wanted  to  know  whether,  if  the 
Church  was  Disestablished,  it  was  at 
all  likely  to  rueh  into  the  arms  of  the 
Nonconformists?  Suppose  one  brother 
fell  out  with  another,  was  it  likely  that 
union  would  bo  promoted  by  one  brother 
giving  the  other  a  blow  in  the  face? 
The  Church  of  Scotland  was  a  progres- 
sive Church.  Parliamentary  Setums 
in  1874  showed  that  the  number  of  cum- 
municante  in  the  Church  of  Scotland 
was  460,bO0,  in  1878  they  numbered 
515,000,  and  by  the  Parliamentary  Be- 
turn  for  1884  the  number  had  still  fur- 
ther increased  to  555,622.  Since  1843, 
the  year  of  the  Disruption,  352  new 
parish  churches  had  been  erected,  and 
nearly  £2,000,000  had  been  spent  in 
building  chnrohss  and  maoaea  and  in 
endowing  churches.  In  conclusion,  ha 
said  that  the  Established  Church  had 
made  enormous  strides  of  late  years, 
and  was  still  growing.  It  had  great  in- 
Suence  amongst  the  people  of  Scotland, 
and  no  one  who  loved  his  countty  could 
look  unconcernedly  at  a  blow  directed 
against  the  Church,  which,  if  eSeotua), 
they  believed  would  do  serious  damage 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of 
Scotland. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
he  desired  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  tho 
Resolution  on  the  direct  character  of  the 
Motion  they  supported.    He,  for  one, 
greatly   preferred  an  honest,   upright, 
straightforward  opponent  to  one  who 
shilly-shallied  and  beat  about  the  bush ; 
and  to  those  who  pursued  such  tactics, 
he  would  say  that  even  on  the  lowest 
ground,  the  ground  of  expediency,  it 
was  haidly  a  payiug  policy  to  run  with 
the  hare  and  hunt  with  the  hounds.    He 
did  not  think  the  hounds  cared  much  for 
1  along  with  thorn  and 
lally  trying  to   throw 
it,  while,  on  the  other 
id  not  oara  very  much 
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for  even  the  Bweetest  Bcent  of  those  vho 
ran  along  with  it,  because  in  that  sweet- 
nesB  was  always  a  nasty  taint  of  red 
currant  jelly.  Those  who  were  conscien- 
tiously iu  favour  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  connection  between  Religion  and  the 
State  had  good  reason  to  congratulate 
themselves  upon  the  progress  their  cause 
was  making,  and  the  way  in  which  Dia- 
ostablishment  was  more  and  more  going 
into  the  background  of  late  years.  In 
proof  of  this  he  would  call  a  witness  who 
could  hardly  be  said  to  be  fayonrably 
inclined  towards  the  Church — namely, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  himself. 
That  hon.  Member,  in  1885,  before  the 
Qeneral  Election,  gave  Noticeof  a  Motion 
which  stood  in  the  Order  Book  of  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  next  Session, 
as  follows  : — 

"  Dr.  Cameron — Chnrch  ofScotland  Diratab- 
msnt — That  id  the  opinion  of  thia  Honaa  the 
ChDTch  of  Scotland  ought  fotthvitb  to  be  dU- 
Mtahliihad  tmd  diaendoved." 

Now  the  hon.  Member  brought  forward 
a  Motion  upon  the  same  subject,  but 
omitted  from  it  the  word  "forthwith." 
That  was  to  say,  that  the  Qeneral  Elec- 
tion of  18S5  killed  the  word  "forthwith." 
[  taughter.'\  Surely  the  omission  of  that 
important  word  showed  that  between 
1885  and  the  present  time  popular  opi- 
nion in  Scotland  on  the  subject  of  Dis- 
establishment had  undergone  a  marked 
change.  To  prove  that  the  cause  of 
Disestablishment  was  losing  ground 
he  would  call  another  bostile  witness 
— the  evidence  of  friendly  witnesses 
not  being  nearly  as  telling — to  testify 
that  in  1884  it  was  nothing  like  so  ripe 
as  it  was  in  1874.  Mr.  Anderson,  then 
Member  for  Olaagow— no  relation,  he 
believed,  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
at  present  represented  the  counties  of 
Elgin  and  Nairn — Mr.  Anderson  speak- 
ing in  that  House,  on  lUh  June,  1884, 
said — 

' '  He  had  always  voted  for  Chnrch  Bueatabtish- 

ment  aa  a  mattor  of  j  ustice He  loohed  on 

that  qneitioQ  from  that  point  of  view,  and  yet  he 
waa  bound  to  aay  that  in  Scotland  the  question 
of  Diseetabliihrnent  was  less  ripe  tor  aolutioo 
now  than  it  was  10  yesra  ago  It  was,  he  be- 
lieved, a  riper  question  in  EnglaDd,  and  cer- 
taialy  in  Wales,  than  in  Scotland.  For  one 
thing,  Diaaent  had  be«n  uuder  no  lodal  ban  in 

Scotland There  wore  other  reasons 

which  his  hon.  Friend  very  fairly  pointed  oat 
— RTievaaceB  in  England  and  Walea— which 
did  not  apply  to  Scotland.  A  proof  that  the 
question  was  leu  ripe  now  than  10  years  ago  be 

J/r.  Hazier 


gathered  from  hia  own  conatitaencj.    Ilia  con- 

Btitaency  was,  to  a  large  aitent,  for  Diseatablish- 
ment,  and  Lad  always  been  so.  Ten  years  a^o  ha 
or  his  Colleague,  or  any  Member  of  PorliBment, 
could  have  got  a  bumper  meeting  in  the  largest 
hall  iaQla^owin  support  of  a  Lhaeatahli^ment 
ftesolution.  Bnt  about  two  years  ago  several 
prominent  Liberationigt  U.P.'s  went  down  to 
Glasgow  and  conveued  a  meeting,  and  though 
they  bad  the  assistance  of  bis  hon.  Friend  and 
CoUeaenie  (Dr.  CameronJ  they  could  get  nothing 
more  than  a  half-Elled  ball  That  was  a  very 
significant  fact  indeed."— (3  Hiuuari,  [189] 
41-3.) 

The  Motion  before  the  House  was  a  mere 
abstract  Besolution  ;  but  four  years  ago 
the  advocates  of  Disestablish ment  weat 
the  length  of  introducing  a  definite  pro- 
posal in  a  Bill.  The  Bill  of  Mr.  Dick 
Feddie,  he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow,  was  a  Bill  bristling  with  Com- 
pensation Clauses.  The  landlord,  the 
heritor,  the  minister,  and  the  clerk  were 
to  be  compensated ;  in  fact,  everybody 
was  to  be  compensated  except  the  poor 
man  who  was  to  be  deprived  of  the 
Church  which  was  his  birthright.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  Scottish  people 
were  enthusiastically  in  favour  of  such  a 
measure ;  but,  if  so,  that  enthusiasm  was 
shown  in  a  somewhat  strange  and 
eurioua  manner  On  the  back  of  that 
Bill  appeared  five  names.  Tho  first  was 
that  of  Mr.  Dick  Peddle.  They  all  knew 
what  happened  to  him.  He  was  defeated 
for  the  Kilmarnock  Burghs,  in  spite  of  a 
speech  delivered  for  him  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division,  and  he  retired  into  private  life. 
The  next  name  was  that  of  Mr.  Web- 
ster, then  Member  for  Aberdeen;  he 
also  had  retired  into  private  life.  The 
middle  name  was  that  of  hia  hon  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division. 
The  fourth  name  was  that  of  Mr.  Hen- 
derson, then  Member  for  Dundee,  who 
bad  retired  into  private  life ;  and  the 
fifth  same  was  that  of  Mr.  C.  B.  Bright 
M'l^ren,  who  was  recently  defeated  for 
the  Borough  of  Stafford.  He  might, 
therefore,  apply  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  the  words — 
"  'Tia  tbe  last  rose  of  summer  left  blooming 

All  its  lovely  companions  are  laded  and 

gone." 

Now,  to  what  was  the  miraculous  escape 
of  the  ban.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  due?    It  might  have  been  due 
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to  good  luck  ot  it  tniglit  Iiave  been  due 
to  good  managemeat.  To  g;ood  lucb. 
inasmooli  as  hia  waa  the  middle  name  of 
tLe  five,  and  there  was  an  old  Latin 
saying  vbicb  ran — "  In  medio  tututimui 
this."  But  more  probably  it  was  owing 
to  good  management.  Yos  ;  good  ma- 
Dagement,  which  conaiated  in  the  hon. 
Member  repudiating  everj  line  of  the 
▼ery  Bill  on  tiie  back  of  whioh  his  name 
appeared.  He  would  remind  bia  bon. 
Friend  that  he  was  quite  an  old  enough 
"  Parliamentary  hand  "  to  know  that  it 
waa  just  as  dangeroue  a  matter  to  put 
one's  name  on  the  back  of  a  Bill  in  a 
political  aenae  aa  it  waa  to  put  one's 
name  on  the  back  of  a  bill  in  private 
life.  There  were  reaponsi  bill  ties  which 
one  incurred  in  these  oiroumatancea 
which  one  could  not  ahirk.  The  only 
way  in  which  hie  hon.  Friend  could 
escape  from  the  difficulty  of  the  re- 
sponsibility which  faced  him  in  con- 
nection with  Ur.  Dick  Feddie'a  Bill  was 
by  saying  that  it  waa  a  Disestabliahment . 
Bill,  and  he  did  not  like  it  to  go  forward 
without  having  a  finger  in  it. 

Da.  CAMERON   eaid,  he   never  re- 

Eudiated  any  rosponaibility  which  he 
ad  ever  incurred  for  the  Bill.  He 
approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
but  as  for  the  detaila,  he  did  not  either 
suggest  or  draft  them. 

Ma.  HOZIER  said,  exactly  eo;  hie 
hon.  Friend  backed  a  blank  Bill  as  a 
matter  of  form,  which  entailed  un- 
pleaeant  reaponaibilitiea  in  political  juat 
as  in  private  life.  Whatever  they  might 
say  with  regard  to  this  question,  there 
was  no  doubt  Mr.  Dick  Feddie's  Bill 
held  the  field  as  far  as  any  regular  mea- 
sure waa  concerned.  It  had  never  been 
superseded  by  any  other  scheme ;  and  he 
would  put  it  to  any  candid  Scotsman 
whether  it  was  not  stilt  more  unpopular 
than  any  other  measure  ever  presented 
to  a  country  ?  They  would  bo  told  that 
the  votes  of  the  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  would  show  the  feeling  of  the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  people  on  the 
subject  of  Disestablishment.  He  em- 
phatically denied  that,  whichever  way 
the  majority  went.  [  Cheort  and  laughfer."] 
He  observed  that  the  jeers  came  only 
from  the  Irish  Membera,  who  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  know  much  about 
the  Bubject.  The  question  of  Diseatab- 
liahment  was  by  no  means  a  test  question 
either  in  1S85  or  in  1886.  What  was 
Lord  Bosebery's   opinion?    Whatever 
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might  be  said  for  or  agunst  Lord  Roae- 
bery,  no  one  would  deny  that  be  was  the 
most  admirable  electioneering  agent  any 
candidate  could  wieh,  and  one  to  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  deeply  indebted. 
In  a  letter  to  Dr.  Hutton,  dated  Ment- 
more,  September  3,  1885,  he  said — 

"I  do  not  *gne  with  yon  that  the  momeiit 
hsa  come  for  making  the  diiwtabliBhment  of 
the  Church  ef  Scotland  an  mdispeneablB  port 
of  the  Liberal  programme.  I  do  not  believo 
that  the  counter  in  ripe  far  it,  while  I  auipeet 
the  main  remit  of  raising  it  would  be  to  far- 
ther Conservative  prcgpects  in  the  coming 
election.  If  the  people  of  Scotland  wish  for 
disegtabliahnieQt,  nothing  can  prevent  ita  be- 
coming a  test  c^uestion  ;  if  the  people  of  Scot- 
land do  not  wish  for  it,  nothing  can  make  it 
one.  To  my  mind,  the  main  issue  to  be  fought 
at  those  alectioni  is  whether  the  country  is  to 


troTOTsiei  are  subordinate." 
That  was  to  say,  Disestablishment  was 
subordinate  to  the  question  of  who  was 
to  sit  on  the  Government  Bench  or 
on  the  other  side.  Moreover,  a  very  im- 
portant statement  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  [Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  on  the  subject  whioh  he  (Mr, 
Hozier)  did  not  think  had  been  quoted 
at  all.  In  the  authorized  edition  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman'a  apeech,  de- 
livered on  November  11,  1385,  in  the 
Free  Assembly  Hall,  Edinburgh,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  with  regard 
to  Dr.  Cameron's  Resolution— 

"Gentlemen,  I  think  the  second  queition  pat 
to  me  is  whether  I  should  accept  Dr.  Oameron'a 
resolution  aBconclusiveljconTejing  the  opinioa 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  In  my  opinion,  gentle- 
men, we  ore  not  now  speaking  at  the  neit  Par- 
liamene.  It  is  agreed  we  are  now  speaking,  not 
of  the  next  Parliameat.  but  of  the  Parliament 
Would  that  resolution  be  a  binding 


resolution,  accepted  as  condusiTe  with  regard 

to  the  possible  opinion  of  the  people  of  ScotUnd 

the  qaestioa  \>f  the  Pariiament  after  ths 


next  f  I  tell  you  fairly  no  such  resolution  eonld 
be  accepted  as  conclnsive  of  the  opinion  of 
Scotland.  It  would  require  a  long  seriea  ot 
such  resolutions,  probably  for  a  eonsiderable 
time,  to  give  that  solidity  to  a  declaratioa  of 
that  sort  that  would  justify  Parliament  in  so 
regarding  it.  We  will  take  the  supposition 
either  way.  Letus  suppose  that  in  this  election 
the  Church  question  is  made  a  test  question, 
and  that  Br.  Cameron's  resolution  waa  carried 
by  a  majority  of  Hcottiah  Members.  Well, 
people  would  very  naturally  say  this.  They 
would  say  an  election  carried  upon  this  ques- 
tion as  a  test  question  is  not  a  fair  indication  of 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland  on  the 
subject,  because  the  candidate  who  has  voted 
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for  it  hu  done  bo  in  eonseqaeoM  ot  tbe  prea- 
Bure  brought  to  bear  upon  him  at  the  elecliOD, 
and  from  the  particular  poeitton  of  partiea  in 
hia  conttitaencf  it  would  be  mori?  in  hia  in* 
tereat  to  ^  in  Uiat  direction  than  in  the  other 
direction.  That  ia  verj  unsafe  ground  to  ataod 
upon,  and  Parlmment  would  ba  very  alow  to 
recognize  it.  But  let  ua  auppose,  on  the  other 
side,  that  it  ia  not  made  a  test  qneation.  Well, 
then,  it  our  yiaw  were  to  preTsil,  and  if  I  am 
right  in  aaying  that  evei^  Liberal  voter  ought 
to  aapport  a  competent  Liberal  candidate  at  this 
election,  whatever  be  hia  opinion  on  the  Church 
quatlion.  then,  of  conrae,  no  auch  reaolation 
oould  be  accepted  aa  concluiiYe,  becaine,  as  I 
have  aaid,  men  were  elected  on  general  groande 
of  Liberalism,  and  were  not  elected  on  the 
Church  qaetttoD," 

He  defied  anyone  to  Bay  tliat  the 
Church  Question  wae  a  teet  question  in 
1886  any  more  than  in  18S5.  He  himself 
spoke  with  a  ftee  hand,  because  he  was 
for  the  Church  bothia  1885  and  in  1886. 
His  opponent.  Lord  Hamiltonof  Dalzell, 
shillT-shallied  in  1885,  and  said  he 
would  not  vote  either  way.  Lord 
Hamilton  defeated  him  by  shilly-shally- 
ing. But  the  electors  fouud  him  out, 
and  in  1886  he  (Mr.  Hoder)  beat  him, 
although  Lord  Hamiltou  then  threw  in 
the  extra  bait  of  Disestablishment. 
Coming  now  to  the  Church  of  Scotland 
itself,  he  would  emphatically  affirm,  with- 
out fear  of  contradiction,  that  it  was 
universally  respected  and  beloved  even 
by  those  outside  it.  He  would  quote 
the  testimony  of  the  hou.  Uember  for 
North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  who 
was  stroDgly  opposed  to  an  Established 
Church.  Speaking  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  March  30,  1 886,  the  hou. 
Member  said — 

"  In  Scotland  the  Eatabliahed  Cbarcfa  la  in 
doctrinal  unit/  with  the  leading  noD-Eatabliahod 
Churobea.  It  wamot  nn  alien  Church  repreient- 
ing  a  hoatile  creed.  It  ia  the  old  Church,  which 
at  one  time  eoibrvtsd  within  ita  Told  the  entire 
Freabjterian  commonitT  in  Scotland.  It  ji  ■ 
Chureh  that  was  regarded,  even  bj  those  who 
did  not  belong  to  it,  without  the  amallest  particle 
ofanflhing  likeaiiiinosttj,  Ila  clergj  area  hard- 
working and  learned  bed;  or  men.  wboas  eniolu- 
menta  did  not  err  on  the  aide  of  oxceta,  and  it 
was  net  encumbered  with  orerpald  and  under- 
worked digoiUriea.  All  its  clrrgj  meet  on  s  foot- 
ing or  demoeratio  equalitj,  and  ita  lailj',  equallji 
with  its  clergj,  iharad  in  tlic  gOTcrament  o(  llio 
Church.  lis  hislorj  every  Scolcbmnn  can  read 
with  pride. 

This  was  strong  evidence  in  favour  of 
the  Establishment.  He  could  not  do 
better,  in  conclusion,  than  give  the 
testimony  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster,  the 
BOii  of  a  Nonconformist  and  brought  up 
in  the  strictest  tenets  of  Nod  conformity. 
Jfr.  UnUr 


Oa  January  5,  1678,  at  Bradford,  Mr. 
Foiater  used  these  remarkable  words — 

"  Not  only  at  present  is  it  the  bnaineaa  of  Hie 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  to  care  for  (heir 
pariabionen.  but  these  parishionera  know  that  it 
is  their  bnaines*.  There  <■  not  a  man  or  womno 
among  them,  no  matter  how  poor  or  degraded, 
who,  nhen  sick  or  aarrowrnl,  or  sate  hcaet  by  the 
troubles  of  this  life,  bsi  not  a  right  to  to  lo  their 
parith  elergynian  aud  (o  ask  bim, '  What  have  you 
to  tell  me  about  that  better  life  which  ia  lo 
come.'  Now,  I  am  not  prrpared  to  lake  thia 
right  from  tbeie  men  and  women,  and  I  am  all 
the  lesB  prepared  to  do  so  bccauac  I  know  that 
Taut  Diimbera  of  the  dwellers  in  these  eottage 
hovels  and  in  these  eitj  cellars  go  neither  to  the 
parish  charoh  nor  to  any  church  or  chapel ;  hut 
they  know,  and  I  wish  them  to  continue  te  koow, 
that  they  may  ask  for  the  religious  help  of  their 
minister  of  religion — not  becanaa  they  are  mem- 
here  of  thia  or  that  oongregalien,  hut  limply 
because  tbey  are  Britons." 

He  entirely  concurred  in  those  words. 
Therefore,  he  cordially  supported  the 
Auld  Kirk  of  Scotland.  He  firmly  be- 
lieved in  the  infinite  wisdom  of  the  test 
which  said—"  Prove  all  things ;  hold  fast 
that  which  is  good."  It  was  because  the 
Church  of  Scotland  had  been  proved, 
because  it  had  been  proved  and  not 
found  wanting,  that  he  had  bo  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  it.  It  was  a 
Church  which,  in  his  opinion,  secured 
that  in  the  very  poorest  districts,  quite 
as  much  as  in  the  richest,  and  ia  times 
of  apathy  tio  leas  than  in  times  of  en- 
thusiasm, there  should  be  that  constant 
maintenance  of  religious  ministration 
which  was  so  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
the  people.  In  these  ciroumstances,  he  for 
one  would  not  venture,  and  he  earnestly 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
venture,  to  do  anprthing  towards  de- 
preciating or  minimidng  an  influence 
which,  whatever  ita  opponents  might 
say — aud,  goodness  knows,  opponents 
would  say  almost  anything — had  done 
and  was  doing  an  enormous  amount  of 
good. 

Mr.  SHIBESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
&c.)  said,  he  was  unable  to  come  to  the 
same  conclusion  aa  his  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
Hozier).  The  question  had  been  agi- 
tated in  Scotland  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  he  believed  it  was  now  ripe  for  a 
settlement.  It  never  would  be  any  riper, 
for  the  time  had  come  when  the  con- 
ditions that  ought  to  precede  the  settle- 
ment of  that  or  any  question  had  oc- 
curred, and  every  condition  precedent 
to  a  settlement  wae  now  realised.  He 
freely  admitted  that  the  disousslon  had, 
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on  all  hands,  been  conducted  with  good 
temper  and  good  fooling.  Ho  was  un- 
able to  agree  with  hie  hon.  Friend's  (]ktr. 
Baird's)  Amendment,  ot  with  the  rea- 
Bona  by  which  he  supported  it.  At  the 
same  time,  be  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  question  ought  not  to 
be  mixed  up  with  anyotherquestion.  He 
(Ht.  Shirees  Will)  believed  no  section  of 
the  House  desiredtomixthe  question  up 
with  any  other  question  in  the  political 
programme.  It  should  be  judged  upon 
its  merits,  and  if  it  had  any  demerits, 
it  ought  to  be  condemned  for  them,  and 
not  for  the  dements  of  any  other  ques- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  (M!r.  Baird)  said 
theproper  time  for  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion would  be  when  the  people  of  Scot- 
land had  fully  made  up  their  minds 
upon  it.  But  how  were  they  to  know 
that,  except  through  the  voios  of  the 
BepreaentatiTes  of  the  people  in  that 
House?  BtatiaticB  haa  been  widely 
circulated  on  both  sides  of  the  question, 
and  had  been  fully  dealt  with  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  ;  but  he  did 
not  care  whether  the  number  of  com- 
municants was  slightly  larger  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  The  time  bad  gone 
by  for  counting  heads.  The  question 
had  been  so  well  considered  and  so 
thoroughly  argued,  and  wae  so  well 
understood  in  Scotland,  that  it  made  no 
difference  whatever,  whether  they  had 
a  few  figures  more  on  one  side  of  the 
question  than  on  the  other.  Then  the 
Hover  of  the  Amendment  and  his  hon. 
Friend  who  bad  just  sat  down  had 
treated  the  question  as  if  the  ^ResoJution 
committed  those  who  supported  it  to 
an  approval  of  Mr.  Diok  Feddie's  Bill. 
But  he  thought  a  very  large  number  of 
those  in  favour  of  solving  the  question 
before  the  House  in  the  way  proposed 
in  the  Resolution  disagreed  with  the 
details  of  Hr.  Diok  Feddie's  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  ShiresB  Will)  disagreed  with  the 
details  of  it.  If  suoh  a  Bill  were  again 
put  before  the  constituencies  of  Scotland, 
while  the  great  bulk  oftho  people  would 
approve  of  the  general  principle  of  the 
measure,  yet  they  would  be  distinctly 
in  favour  of  dealing  in  a  more  generous 
and  gentle  way  with  the  great  interests 
ooncemed  in  the  matter.  It  was  further 
said  that  they  ought  not  to  make  this  a 
Party  question ;  butit  was  impossible  to 
treat  tius  great  and  important  matter 
otherwise  than  as  a  Farty  question, 
althongh  he  admitted  it  was  one  that 
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should  be  dealt  with  with  extreme  care 
and  caution.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
did  not  bold  out  any  hope  that  they 
would  join  in  settling  the  question,  and 
if  it  was  not  to  be  treated  as  a  Party 
question,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  how 
they  could  deal  with  the  subject.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  had  said  that  there  was  not 
much  enthusiasm  on  the  subject,  and 
that  it  had  not  been  made  a  test  subject 
at  the  last  Election.  That  was  correct 
up  to  a  certain  point,  because,  while  in 
some  constituencies  it  was  not  a  test 
question,  in  others  it  distinctly  was. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  show 
how  he  had  defeated  his  Liberal  oppo- 
nent by  being  firm  and  consistent  in  the 
expression  of  his  views  on  the  Church. 
The  Member  for  the  Central  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  had  threatened  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothan  with 
the  loss  of  mauy  votes  if  be  took  up 
this  question.  The  answer  to  that  was, 
that  at  the  end  of  1885  the  delegates 
from  the  Liberal  Associations  through- 
out the  whole  of  Scotland  met  at  Perth 
and  came  to  the  conclusion — 

"That  the  time  had  now  come  for  making 
DiBeBtabliBhment  a,  planb  in  the  Liberal  plat- 
form, and  that  the  qaestionihoutdhe  dealt  with 
in  a  fair  and  generoDS  ipirit  at  the  earliest 
opportoaitj." 

But,  he  would  remind  the  Oentlemaa 
who  had  spoken  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  the  claim  of  other  Churches 
in  Scotland  to  the  endowments  now  en- 
joyed by  the  Established  Church  oould 
not  be  lightly  passed  over.  What  was 
the  claim  of  the  other  two  groat  Presby- 
terian Bodies  in  Scotland  in  regard  to 
endowments  ?  When  the  bodies  now 
united  under  the  name  of  the  United 
Presbyterians  left  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, they  did  so  because  they  oonsci< 
entiously  believed  that  it  waa  wrong 
to  depend  upon  State  connection  and 
control.  And  when  the  Free  Church 
in  1843  went  out,  it  was  also  on  the 
question  of  State  control  and  the  ques- 
tion of  patron  ^e.  But  when  those 
Bodies  went  out,  tbey  still  left  behind 
them  thoir  claims  on  the  national  funds, 
which  were  being  administered  by  the 
Body  to  which  they  had  previously  be- 
longed. These  funds  contemplated  the 
helping  of  the  poor  and  the  promo- 
tion of  education,  as  well  as  the  ministra- 
tions of  religion.  Therefore,  it  waa  but 
just  and  right  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  urge  the  clwm  (hat  those 
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national  funds  sliould  naw  be  utiliEsd 
for  the  benefit  of  the  vbole  community 
at  large.  That  matter  could  only  be 
settled  in  one  way,  and  the  sooner  it 
was  settled  the  better  it  would  be  for 
the  peace  and  harmony  of  those  dif- 
ferent Bodies  which  were,  after  all, 
brethren,  and  the  better  also  tor  the 
best  interests  of  the  country. 

The  80LICIT0B  GENEBAL  foe 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Eobertbom) 
(Bute)  said,  that  the  observations  of  the 
last  speaker  had  accentuated  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  early  part  of  the  de- 
bate that  the  proposition  before  the 
House  related  to  the  present  time  and 
not  to  any  remote  or  indefinite  period. 
But  there  bad  been  a  remarkable  ab- 
stention ou  the  part  of  hon.  C^entle- 
men  who  had  ^oken  on  the  opposite 
nde  from  the  discussion  of  the  practical 
question  raised  by  snob  a  proposal,  whe- 
ther it  was  in  the  interests  of  popular 
utility  in  Scotland  now  that  such  a 
change  as  that  should  be  carried  out. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  CoUege  Division  of  Qlaegow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  almost  compelled  oomparison 
with  some  previous  statements  that  had 
been  made  on  the  same  subject  and  from 
the  same  quartet;  and  he  thought  that 
those  who  had  heard  that  hon.  Member 
that  evening,  and  also  those  who  had 
heard  or  read  his  former  speeches, 
would  agree  with  him  that  his  speeeh 
that  night  was  a  more  attenuated  expo- 
sition of  the  subject  than  the  Houss 
had  ever  yet  listened  to.  The  range  of 
argument,  and  even  illustration,  had 
been  greatly  narrowed  ;  and,  positively, 
the  question  of  Disestablishment  had 
been  treated  merely  on  the  footing  of 
certain  exorescences  upon  the  existing 
EatabliFihment,  such  as  that  of  members 
of  the  Established  Church  having  seals 
on  Parochial  Boards  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bad  not  discnesed  that  subject 
at  great  length,  perhaps,  because  he 
thought  the  House  was  so  familiar  with 
it ;  hut  if  he  deemed  it  right  to  propound 
BO  momentous  a  change  as  his  Beeolu- 
tion  coutemplated,  the  House  were  en- 
titled to  measure  the  degree  of  urgency 
and  the  expediency  of  his  proposals  by 
the  scale  of  the  reasons  he  had  assigned 
for  them.  One  view  of  the  question  of 
Church  Establishments  was  that  the 
establishment  of  religion  in  any  country 
was  abnormal,  and  that  it  was  not  the 
Mr.ahirtM  Will 


province  of  the  State  to  provide  religions 
endowments,  but  that  tfaey  should  be 
left  entirely  to  voluntary  effort.  If  that 
were  the  proposition  on  which  the  hon. 
Qentieman  invited  the  judgment  of  the 
House  now,  the  debate  would  not  range 
over  more  than  one  or  two  subjects  of 
discussion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
only  to  formulate  his  consoientiona 
scruple  and  to  find  out  how  many 
Members  in  the  House  there  were  who 
shared  it.  But  the  matter  in  discuseioa 
was  not  and  could  not  be  limited  to  so 
very  abstract  and  meagre  a  thesis.  The 
subject  necessarily  led  up  to  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  popular  welfare  and 
general  good  of  Sootiand  were  pro- 
moted by  the  Establishment  which  now 
existed ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  disre- 
gard the  various  circumstances,  histori- 
cal and  otherwise,  which  distinguished 
Scotland  from  otiier  countries  as  far  as 
that  matter  was  ooucemed.  The  hon. 
Member  had  mentioned  rather  than 
argued  the  invidious  position  in  which 
Establishment  placed  a  Church.  He 
could  only  say,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
took  the  instances  he  had  given  as  mere 
illustrations  of  his  arguments,  that  they 
might  do  away  with  the  position  of 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church  at 
Parochial  Boards,  because  the  essence  of 
the  question  of  establiahment  did  not 
lie  in  any  accidental  arrangement  of 
that  kind.  It  was,  therefore,  a  mere 
ad  eaptandum  argument  to  introduce 
such  a  reference  to  the  precedence  of 
ministers  of  the  Establishment  in  such 
a  debate.  When  the  hon.  Member 
passed  to  the  question  of  disendowment, 
there  was  not  observable  a  much  in< 
creased  scale  of  liberalilj  in  bis  method 
of  discussion.  But  he  would  glance  at 
the  arguments  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  used,  which  were  three  in  number. 
In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  possession  of  endowments  by 
the  Church  of  Soodand  was  an  injustice 
to  the  other  Churches.  Now,  he  could 
not  himself  understand  or  at  all  fathom 
what  was  meant  by  that.  The  endow- 
ments were  held  for  the  ministrations  of 
religion  in  Sootiand  to  as  many  people 
as  they  would  enable  the  ministers  to 
reach.  Was  it  an  injustice  to  other 
religious  bodies  that  this  Church  should 
have  money  readyiu  hand  while  the  other 
Churches  had  to  go  and  search  for  it? 
["  Hear,  hear!  "J  Yes;  if  it  was  merely 
a  question  of  envy  or  personal  jeaionay. 
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But  there  wm  no  injustice  if  tlie 
fact  of  there  being  those  endowments 
meant  merely  an  increment  of  spiritual 
means  for  the  general  welfare  of  the 
oountrj;  and  it  was  because  hon.  Qan- 
tlemen  peTeistentl;  separated  the  ques- 
tioa  of  personal  prM^^a  and  jealousy  of 
ministers  from  the  question  of  the  whole 
veil  are  of  the  people  that  the  House  had 
hoard  those  unfortunate  references  to 
ignoble  subjects  of  mere  ecotesiaatical 
and  sectarian  rivalry.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  objected  to  the  endowments 
because  they  were  unneoeseaty.  Did  he 
mean  that  the  endowments  were  un- 
necessary in  order  to  enable  the  aggre- 
gate body  of  ministers  in  the  country  to 
overtake  the  spiritual  necessities  of  the 
people?  If  he  did,  the  hon,  Itf ember 
would  find  the  opposite  asserted  by  all 
hia  clients  in  the  Nonconformist  Body. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
disendowment  would  promote  reunion. 
He  confessed  he  w&a  unable  to  see  how 
the  question  of  reunion  entered  into  the 
question  of  disendowment.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  believe  that  it  would  promote 
reunion  to  have  less  money  as  a  basis 
for  their  common  opeiatious,  or  did  it 
mean  anything  else  than  that  they 
should  make  a  sacrifice  of  the  endow- 
meota  to  the  envy  of  those  who  had  not  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  no  sub- 
stantive proposals  as  to  the  application 
of  the  funds  set  free  by  disendowment. 
He  did  not  understand  an  argument  on 
that  subject  which  did  not  consider  the 
relative  advantages  and  disadvantages  of 
the  old  use  of  that  money  and  the  new. 
Tbej  bad  a  right  to  know,  before  they 
assented  to  the  negative  side  of  this  pro- 
position, what  was  the  positive  proposal. 
They  were  there  to  do  theit  best  for  the 
people  of  Scotland.  He  asserted  that  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
believed  that  the  beet  use  of  the  endow- 
ments which  could  be  made  was  that 
which  was  made  of  them  at  present. 
But  if  anyone  gainsaid  that  assertion  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  show  where  was  the 
other  object  of  popular  utility  of  com- 
peting importance  and  necessity  which 
was  to  absorb  the  endowments.  Abstract 
disouseions  about  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  revealed  the  fact  that  the 
main  interest,  which  was  that  of  the 
people,  was  being  lost  sight  of  in  order 
that  they  might  pursue  the  interests  of 
ecolesiastioal  rivalry  to  the  vei^s  of  cari- 
cature.   In  a  queetioD  of  this  kind  he 


didnotdefend  the  existence  of  Establish* 
ment  and  endowment  in  Scotland  on  any 
dilatory  pleas,  upon  mere  prescription, 
upon  mere  grounds  of  Conservatism. 
He  took  the  positive  and  firmer  posi- 
tion, and  said  that  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice to  the  Church  to  rest  her  claim 
to  the  continuance  of  present  rights  and 
endowments  upon  anything  short  of  this. 
He  asserted  that  the  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion, what  is  the  mind  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  upon  this  subject,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  history  of  tlie  last  40  years. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  in  politics,  had  always 
been  seeking  for  a  sign.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  supporters  were  ex- 
tremely anxious  that  the  mind  of  the 
Scottish  people  should  bo  made  clear  on 
the  subject.  Let  them  find  the  delibe- 
rate, growing,  and  emphatic  preference 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  during  the  last 
40  years  in  the  growing  strength  of  the 
Established  Church.  It  was  in  tlie  his- 
torical development  of  national  convic- 
tions during  the  last  40  years,  and  not 
in  snap  majorities,  or  in  managed  eleo- 
tions — it  was  there  hon.  Members  would 
find  the  deliberate,  permanent,  and  re- 
liable voice  of  the  people.  Hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  said  nothing  more 
about  statistics  on  this  question,  except 
that  they  would  not  weary  the  patience 
of  the  House.  There  had  been  times 
when  questions  of  Diseatabliehment  had 
been  raised,  aud  when  statistics  were 
considered  to  be  highly  relative  and 
germane  to  the  subject.  When  they 
found  that  the  statistics  now  proved  the 
inoreaaing  strength  of  the  Church  in 
membership  and  in  contributions,  in  its 
energy  and  aggressiveness  against  evil, 
then  he  thought  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  a  right  to  point  to  the 
voice  of  the  people  as  distinguishing  its 
claim  to  continue  in  the  position  as- 
signed to  her  hy  the  bistonoal  decision 
of  the  people,  and  also  by  the  increasing 
loyalty  of  all  classes.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  figures,  because  they  ware 
not  controverted.  Let  them  take  any 
period  they  chose— 10,  20,  30,  or  40 
years — the  progress  bad  been  all  one 
way.  The  Church  of  Sootland  had  been 
growing — that  was  the  increasing  testi- 
mony of  history  ;  and  he  said  it,  but  not 
invidiously,  that  the  relative  strength  of 
the  denominatioDS  had  been  lessened. 
But  another  point  had  been  raised.  The 
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hon.  GentlemsD  said  that  the  Ohurch  of 
Scotland  had  brought  this  attack  upon 
herself  because  she  had  adopted  a  policy 
of  agression.  Yes;  apolicy  of  aggros- 
sioD,  oecause  every  ecdeaiastical  Body 
which  existed  was  aggreasive.  The 
Church  of  Scotland  was  aggreBsive 
by  that  was  meant  that  she  sought  to 
do  away  with  limitations  and  asked 
for  the  relaxation  of  priTileges  and 
rights  which  might  trench  upon  the 
scope  of  her  activity.  And  here  he 
found  a  proof  that  the  objection  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  the  Established  Ohurch  of 
Scotland  was  that  the  tide  was  rising 
on  her  aide,  and  that  tbey  must  make 
baate  or  they  would  be  too  late.  If  the 
policy  of  the  Churoh  of  Scotland  had 
been  directed  to  an  increase  of  privi- 
leges, or  if  it  had  been  a  policy  of  inert- 
ness, then  he  could  understand  this 
attack.  But  her  policy  had  been  the 
exact  reverse.  She  did  not  ask  for  an 
increase  of  privileges.  She  asked  for 
power  to  do  away  with  abuses,  and  for 
meaua  to  set  forth  her  own  claims  e 
tested  by  the  voice  of  her  own  peopli 
Therefore,  he  could  not  assent  to  the 
view  that  the  measures  proposed  from 
the  other  side  were  proper  methods  of 
retaliationupon  the  aggressiveness  of  the 
dominant  Church.  Xhe  Church  of 
Scotland  had  endeavoured  to  fulfil  the 
duties  which  a  State  Church  had  neces- 
sarily to  discharge.  The  hen.  Member 
referred  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Ur. 
Fiulay).  That  Bill  was  a  testimony  to 
the  desire  of  the  Ohurch  to  do  away 
with  all  causes  of  division,  and  to  bring 
within  her  borders  those  who  historically 
belonged  to  her.  It  was  impossible  to 
discuss  this  subject  without  referring  to 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Montrose 
Burghs  (Mr.  Shiress  Will),  and  what 
they  called  the  political  side  of  this 
question.  That  was  a  side  with  which 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Qlaagcw  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  was  not  completely  unao- 
quainted.  He  could  not  have  desired  a 
greater  piece  of  political  good  fortune 
than  to  have  seen  enacted  on  the  floor  of 
that  House  the  little  comedy  at  the  close 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow.  The  hon. 
Member  closed  his  speech  by  saying 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Jfr.  J.  P.  B.  Bebirtton 


Lothian  had  at  Nottingham  made  oer- 
tain  statements  which  encouraged  the 
belief  that  there  was  an  open  ofl'er  for 
certain  support,  and  the  hon.  Member 
proceeded  to  address  his  Leader  or  those 
who  represented  him  in  this  debate, 
and  to  ask  for  some  practical  proof  of 
his  Leader's  sincerity.  A  wicked  world 
said  that  such  things  were  generally 
done  ;  but  they  were  not  generally  done 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  the  height  of  cynicism,  even  in  an 
eooleeiastioal  discussion,  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  hold  up  the  Church  of 
Scotland  in  view  of  the  people  of  SooU 
land,  and  propose  to  make  terms  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  political 
support.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgeton  was  going  to  speak,  perhaps 
to  reply,  to  the  ofl'er  of  political  support. 
He  should  like  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  close  with  it. 
Might  he  put  it  otherwise,  and  ask, 
could  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  repu- 
diate it ;  and  was  it  not  eminently  sugges- 
tive that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division,  and  others  who  had 
spoken  on  the  opposite  side,  had  most 
deliberately  objected  to  the  fusion  and 
identification  of  this  question  with  soma 
other  questions  which  had  recently  been 
in  somewhat  labouring  oiroumetanoea. 
He  hoped  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
take  notes  of  the  tone  of  this  discussion 
as  taken  by  its  promoters — that  they 
would  notice  that  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  this  question  had  never  been 
discussed  in  their  interest,  but  that  it 
had  been  discussed  in  the  interest,  on 
the  one  hand,  of  rival  sects,  and,  on  the 
other,  of  aspiring  and  enterprising  poli- 
ticians. 

SiE  GEOEQE  TEEVELTAN  TGlaa- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  said  that  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  had  oonoluded 
with  some  remarks  on  what  he  called 
the  political  side  of  the  question.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  sentences  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  closed  a  speech 
which,  down  tn  these  sentences,  was  a 
truly  admirable  one,  and  very  glad  he 
was  that  these  sentences,  in  which, 
perhaps,  he  might  find  something  to 
take  exception,  were  addressed  to  a 
Bench  upon  which  the  tirst  man  who 
was  going  to  rise  was  himself.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
some  of  them  as  looking  for  a  sign. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemaa  OQuId 
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know  verj  little  about  his  political  liiB- 
tory.  Some  18  yeora  ago,  when  he  was 
»  young  and  poor  man,  the  GoTemment 
brought  in  a  measure  which  he  con- 
ceived to  be  inooosistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  religious  equality.  He  re- 
signed Office,  and,  as  he  thought, 
saorifioed  his  political  prospects.  In 
1885 — he  might  appeal  on  this  matter 
to  his  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Box- 
burghshire  (Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot),  who  a 
moment  ago  was  sitting  behind  bim — 
before  the  lUeotion.  the  Presbytery  of 
Jedburgh  addressed  a  menacing  letter  to 
both  of  them,  requiring  tbem  not  to  vote 
for  the  Dia  establish  moot  of  the  Church 
if  the  question  was  raised  next  Session. 
He  told  the  Presbytery  that  he  was 
always  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
and  Disendow  men  t,  and  would  vote 
for  it  if  the  question  was  brought  for- 
ward. Coming  to  later  times,  but  times 
still  anterior  to  those  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Inverness  Burghs  (Ur. 
Finlay)  had  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
went  to  the  root  of  the  question  of  Dis- 
establishment ;  and,  as  a  Uember  of  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  he  had 
himBetf  made  a  strong  Diseatablisbment 
and  Disendowment  speech  in  answer  to 
that  Bill ;  and  not  only  that,  but  be 
and  Me  right  hon.  Friend  beside  him 
had  voted  for  the  exact  Motion  which 
had  been  brought  forward  that  evening, 
before  any  of  the  events  to  which  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  had  lelerred. 
He  agreed  with  that  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Central 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Boird) — which 
had  not  descended  to  these  topics — in 
which  he  had  hoped  that  that  debate 
would  not  be  obscured  by  any  side  ques- 
tion, oa  was  the  case  in  the  constitu- 
encies. As  for  as  he  himself  was  con- 
cerned, it  would  not  be  so  obscured ;  he 
would  go  straight  to  the  point.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lanarkshire 
(Mr.  Hozier)  had  told  them  that  they 
must  prove  all  things.  He  did  not  know 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  proved  much ; 
bat,  for  his  own  part,  he  would  under- 
take to  say  nothing  of  which  he  would 
not  give  proof;  he  would  go  to  the 
centre  of  the  question,  and  every  word 
he  would  say  should  bear  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
highest  interests  and  duty  of  Scotland. 
TOL.  OCOXXVU.   [TBiap  besies.] 


He  must  congratulate  his  hon.  Friend 
on  having  come  first  that  evening.  It 
was  very  important  that  they  diould 
hare  a  debate,  and  still  more  Uiat  they 
should  have  a  Division.  He  was  very 
ansious  to  bring  this  question  to  the 
test,  both  as  a  Liberal  and  as  a  Scotch 
Member.  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  asked  them  to  say  why  they 
were  in  favour  of  Disestablishment.  As 
Liberals,  they  held  that  State  connectioa 
was  a  bad  thing ;  they  considered  that 
it  fettered  and  narrowed  the  Church 
which  was  within  its  inSueuoe,  and  that 
it  depressed  and  was  unfair  to  Uic 
Churches  outside  of  it.  They  held  that 
it  had  the  deleterious  effect  of  all  privi- 
lege, ecclesiastical  and  political ;  and 
they  held,  above  all,  that  the  public  re- 
ligious endowments  of  a  nation  should 
not  be  given  for  the  benefit  of  one  reli- 
gious body  within  that  nation,  but 
should  be  applied  to  uses  which  should 
benefit  and  meet  the  conscientious  wishes 
of  the  whole  community.  He  was  not 
ashamed,  as  a  Scotchman,  to  say  that 
he  was  very  anxieng  to  have  this  de- 
bate. He  thought  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  sense  in  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  BoBsendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that  this 
question  of  the  existence  of  an  £stab< 
lished  Church  should  largely  be  go- 
verned by  the  preponderating  opinions 
of  the  people  in  the  district  and  is  the 
country  in  which  that  Established 
Church  existed ;  and  he  undeistood  that 
that  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  the  op- 
ponents of  the  noQ.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  St.  Andrew's  Burghs 
(Mr.  Anstruther)  had  brought  forward 
an  Amendment  in  which  he  said  that 
there  was  no  demand  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  for  the  severance  of 
the  relations  between  their  Church  and 
the  State.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 

Bollox  Division  of  Glasgow  (Ur. 
Caldwell)  also  brought  forward  an 
Amendment,  in  which  he  declined  to 
adopt  the  Besolution  until  the  people  of 
Scotland  should  first,  in  some  oonstitu* 
tional  or  authoritative  manner,  have  dis- 
tinctly signified  their  desire  for  such 
Disestablishment  or  Disendowment. 
Now,  ha  was  utterly  unable  to  conceive 
in  what  constitutional  and  authorita- 
tive manner  the  people  of  Scotland 
coold  signify  such  awizQ  ezoept  through 
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the  mouth  of  their  FarliameatsT;  Be- 
presentatiTea ;  and  if  the  majorit;  of  the 
nepreaentatiTes  for  Scotland  decided 
against  them  to-nig;ht,  he  ehoutd  be 
nonetheless  glad  that  they  had  brought 
this  matter  to  the  test.  It  showed  t^at 
they  were  not  afraid  of  their  views,  and 
it  led  the  country  to  look  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  a  practical  one.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion which  the  House  could  not  leaTO 
alone,  and  which  it  never  did  leave 
alone.  From  both  sides  of  the  House 
Besolutiona  and  Bills  relating  to  the 
OhuTch  of  Scotland  were  constantly 
being  brought  forward,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  in  the  course  of  the  next  20 
or  30  years  the  time  of  Parliament — if 
that  were  the  only  consideration — would 
be  saved  if  this  Beaolutton  were  adopted 
and  the  proposals  contained  in  it  car- 
ried into  law.  The  reason  of  that 
was  that  the  abuses  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  were  so  palpable  and   so 

treat  that  Bills  wore  constantly  being 
rought  forward  to  deal  with  them. 
These  Bills  were  brought  forward  by  the 
friends  of  the  Church  for  the  purpose  of 
diminishing  the  inridiousness  of  its 
privileges.  In  1S74  they  had  had  from 
the  defenders  of  the  EatablJahed  Church 
an  Act  for  aboliahing  patronage.  Taken 
by  itself  there  was  nothing  objectianable 
in  that  Act ;  but  when  they  took  it  in 
oonnection  with  the  fact  that  there  were 
other  loi^  Presbyterian  Bodies  in  that 
country,  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
Church  had  no  right — as  long  as  it  in- 
sisted upon  keeping  up  State  connection 
and  keeping  all  ite  endowments— to 
continue  to  enjoy  those  material  advan- 
tages, and  at  the  same  time  to  ask 
for  the  spiritual  advantages  which 
the  other  Churches  had  gained  by 
sacrificing  eve^thing.  Then  the  hen. 
and  learned  member  for  InvemeBs 
had,  two  years  ago,  brought  forward 
a  Bill  for  declaring  the  constitution 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  In  that  Bill 
he  had  asked  them  to  set  the  Church 
free  from  State  control.  Now,  this 
freedom  from  State  control  was  tho  only 
thing  that  the  other  Churchea  had  which 
oompenaated  them  for  being  without 
endowment  and  State  connection,  and  it 
was  this  purpoae  nnd  this  spirit  whioh 
had  brought  this  question  to  the  pre- 
sent stage.  They  could  not  expect  these 
great  voluntary  Ohurches  to  sit  quietly 
by  while  Bills  were  brought  in  for  the 
pnrposc  of  taking  away  their  adherents 
Sir  Qtergt  TrevdtfM 


one  by  one  —  {^nitUrial  oritt  of 
"  Oh ! "] — certaioly  that  was  the  object 
of  them ;  what  other  object  was  there? 
— and  leaving  the  ministers  of  the 
Churches  high  and  dry,  isolated  and 
deserted,  with  all  the  immense  material 
and  educational  and  religious  interest 
which  were  in  their  hands.  It  had  been 
because  they  were  threatened  in  such  a 
manner  with  gradual  extinction  that 
these  great  voluntary  Bodies  had  oome 
forward.  Since  then  all  the  denomi- 
nations outside  the  Established  Church 
had  distinctly  declared  that  if  it  wanted 
to  have  the  same  advantages  as  they 
possessed  it  must  seek  them  in  the  same 
manner  by  giving  up  ita  connection  with 
the  State.  He  had  already  stated  that 
it  was  important  to  get  the  votes  of  the 
Scotch  Uembers  on  this  question.  But 
it  was  also  important  to  get  the  votes  of 
English  Uembera.  He  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  to  English  Uembers 
from  the  point  of  view  of  an  English- 
man, who  had  been  a  Scotch  Member 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  who,  as  an 
Englishman,  brought  originally  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  a  certain 
freshness  of  view.  English  Members 
were,  perhaps,  not  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  privileges  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Scotland  were  much  greater  than 
thoee  of  the  Established  Church  in 
England.  In  England  the  income  of 
poor  benefices  was  increased  out  of 
Ohnroh  funds,  but  in  Scotland  the  in- 
come was  made  up  out  of  Imperial  taxes. 
[''No,  no!"]  That  fact,  at  any  rate, 
could  not  be  denied.  There  was  onnn- 
ally  paid  out  of  the  Ezchoquer  to  make 
up  Scotch  livings  as  much  as  £17,000. 
He  had  before  him  some  figures  with 
regard  to  a  number  of  parishes  all  in 
one  county,  Ross  and  Cromarty,  which 
threw  a  remarkable  light  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  as  to  the  increase  of  member- 
ship in  the  Established  Church.  In 
KJnlochlaidart  there  were  632  people 
and  15  oommuniosnta  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland;  in  Snook,  2,990  people 
and  four  communicants;  in  Poolewe, 
2,317  people  and  2i  communicants;  in 
nttapool,  2,673  people  and  17  com- 
manioants;  and  in  Cross,  which  hod 
3,795  people,  and  fiarvas,  whioh  had 
2,600  peo^e,  there  were  five  communi- 
cants between  them.  And  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  told  them  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  maVio^  a  ^at 
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ftdraiim  all  over  the  country,  and  em- 
bracing within  its  fold  the  great  mass 
of  the  people !  To  eaoh  of  these  parishes 
there  was  paid  ont  of  the  Exchequer 
£120a-year.  Both  Parties  in  the  House 
were  at  the  preasot  time  looking  in  every 
direction  to  see  where  economies  could 
be  made.  Here  was  a  case  in  which  a 
large  number  ol  ministers  were  being 
paid  out  of  State  funds  who  wsrs  doing 
nothing  and  for  whom  there  was  nothing 
to  do.  It  was  a  great  abuse.  In  Ire- 
land it  was  s  serious  thing  when  there 
were  parishes  in  which  the  clergyman 
only  had  a  oongregatian  of  three  or  four 
pereoos;  but  in  that  oase  the  clergy- 
man  was  not  paid  out  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  as  in  Scotland  now.  Sueh  pay- 
ments out  of  the  lEzoheqaer  for  sectarian 
purposes,  and  under  the  circumstances 
he  had  mentioned,  would,  in  the  case  of 
lay  services,  be  regarded  as  an  inde- 
fensible job.  But  this  was  not  the  only 
privilege  enjoyed  by  the  Ohuroh  of 
Scotland  which  the  Ohuroh  of  fiagland 
was  without.  Ohurch  rates  had  been 
abolished  in  England ;  but  in  Scotland 
£60,000  a-year  was  raised  from  persons 
of  ail  denominations  for  the  repair  and 
rebuilding  of  churches  and  manses  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  smaller 
heritors  were  exempted ;  but  this  was 
really  a  great  injustice  to  the  larger 
heritors.  If  this  was  an  inalienable 
obligation,  then  the  poor  should  pay  it 
as  well  SB  the  rich.  If  it  was  not,  it 
ought  to  be  swept  away  altogether. 
Besides  these  grants  from  the  Exche- 
quer and  these  payments  towards  the 
repair  and  maintenance  of  churches  and 
manses,  which  were  in  the  nature  of 
Church  rates,  large  payments  were  also 
made  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers. In  many  large  towns  in  Scot- 
land it  was  the  ratepayers,  who  were 
generally  volnntaries,  who  had  to  bear 
the  expense  of  the  worship  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  In  Glasgow,  £5,000 
a-year  was  paid  out  of  the  Oorporatioa 
funds — funds  which,  if  not  paid  for  this 
purpose,  would  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
ratepayer — for  the  services  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  As  a  set-off  against 
that,  there  were  the  pew  rents ;  but  it 
was  a  most  remarkable  comment  on 
the  Solicitor  General's  observation  that, 
while  they  were  embracing  large  num- 
hers  into  the  fold,  those  pew  rents  were 
-«dily  diminishing.  In  Edinbui^h  the 
^<Bta  wmld  not  fall  abort  of  £6,000 


or  £7,000  a-year ;  but  he  did  not,  o( 
course,  maintain  that  those  payments 
were  made  at  present  out  of  taxes  levied 
— though  they  were  so  paid  in  a  certain 
part,  but  in  another  large  part  they  were 
the  produce  of  tastes  preriouely  levied 
and  capitalized.  In  Aberdeen  £  1 ,  100  or 
£1,200  a-year  was  paid  out  of  the  Cor- 
poration fund,  and,  in  proportion,  a  like 
sum  in  the  cose  of  Dundee,  Perth,  and 
Stirling.  He  was  oertcun  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  Ohuroh,  owing  to  the 
dissatisfaction  such  a  charge  created, 
that  it  ought  to  be  abolished.  Then 
there  was  the  anomaly  of  Established 
Church  ministers  sitting  Mt  ofino  along 
with  members  of  their  Kirk  Session  upon 
Faroohial  Boards  which  had  the  power 
of  levying  taxes.  If  there  was  ever  a 
Body  which  ought  to  be  elective  and 
neutral,  surely  it  was  the  Parochial 
Boards ;  and  while  ministers  of  the 
Established  Ohuroh  had  this  privilege, 
they  were  themselves  exempt  from 
taxation.  Again,  what  oould  be  more 
indefensible  and  offensive  than  the 
tests  applied  to  'University  Professors  P 
B'Shty  per  oent  of  Scotland  was  Pres- 
byterian ;  but  still,  in  the  great  Pres- 
byterian Bodies,  the  Professors  were 
taken  exclusively  from  the  Established 
Church.  But  that  was  not  sll.  All  the 
Professors  of  Greek,  Latin,  and  Natural 
Science  were  obliged  to  swear  that 
they  would  not  exeroise  their  functions 
to  the  prejudice  or  subversion  of  the 
Established  Ohurch.  Now,  there  they 
had  disabilities  which  long  ago  hod  be«i 
abolished  by  Parliament  in  the  English 
Universities.  This  system  led  to  this 
anomaly — that  eminent  menfromOxford 
and  Cambridge  who  crossed  the  Border 
had  to  take  this  theological  test,  which 
was  worthy  of  the  tf  iddle  Ages.  The 
only  defence  that  he  had  heard  of  such 
a  system  was  that  the  Church  was  the 
Church  of  the  nation ;  that  it  was  all 
but  the  universal  Ohuroh.  But  it  was 
not  a  universal  Ohuroh.  It  was  far 
from  it.  The  Presbyterians  were  80 
per  cent;  hut  the  Established  Ohuroh 
was  considerably  less  than  50  per  cent 
of  the  Presbyterian  Body.  ["No!"] 
The  only  way  in  which  they  would  arrive 
at  this  was  to  take  a  oount  of  the  Be- 
presentatives  who  voted  in  Parliament. 
Now,  the  Free  Ohuroh  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Ohurch  between  them  hod 
100  places  of  worship  more  than  the 
Established  Ohuroh ;  and  itmust  be  re*- 
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membersd  that  these  ohurcheB  were  built 
beoause  they  were  wooted.  Well,  but 
it  vos  said  the  Bstabliahed  Ohuroh  vaa 
kept  up  for  the  sake  of  the  poor.  But 
was  that  aorrect?  The  poorest  of  the 
poor  were  to  be  found  in  Levis ;  and 
what  were  the  statistics  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  that  island  7  The 
population  of  the  parish  ol  Barvas  was 
2,700,  the  Established  Church  had  5 
oommuoioaats ;  Stomoway  had  7,399 
people  and  11  communicants;  Uig,  3,490 
people  and  49  communicants;  Harris, 
4,360  people  and  26  communicants : 
Lochs,  6,284  people  and  7  oommuni- 
oante  ;  so  that  out  of  23,500  inhabitants 
in  Lewis,  US,O00  were  adherents  of  the 
Free  Church,  and  what  it  was  in  Lewis, 
though  in  somewhat  less  proportion,  it 
was  all  oyer  the  Highlands.  It  was 
said  that  there  were  356  rural  parishes 
in  which  there  were  neither  United 
Presbyterian  nor  Free  Church  places  of 
worship  ;  but  many  of  them  were  very 
small  parishes,  and  their  populations 
attend^  Free  and  TTnited  churches  ia 
adjoining  parishes,  just  as  in  a  parish 
he  was  familiar  with  in  Korthumber- 
land  the  majority  of  the  people  were 
Uethodists  or  Presbyterians  and  went 
to  buildings  outside  the  parish.  And, 
no  doubt,  there  were  in  Scotland  parishes 
in  which  there  were  no  members  of 
voluntary  Churches,  just  as  in  other 
parishes  there  were  no  members  of  the 
Established  Church.  When  it  was  asked 
how  the  Established  Chureh  was  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  poor  parishes,  he  re- 
plied, in  the  same  way  that  the  Free 
Ohuroh  bad  met  the  spiritual  needs  of 
Lewis.  No  Scotchman  would  fail  to 
find  the  means  to  worship  in  the  church 
to  which  his  inclination  and  hia  atm- 
Boienoe  led  him ;  and  it  was  a  libel  on 
the  members  of  the  Established  Chureh 
to  suggest  that  they  would  be  less  gene- 
rous thAn  the  members  of  the  voluntary 
Churches.  The  United  and  the  Free 
Ohnrobes  had  raised  between  them  in 
the  course  of  the  year  neariy  £  1 ,000,000. 
That  proTsd  that  either  their  adherents 
were  more  numerous  than  they  were  ad- 
mitted to  be,  or  else  that  having  to  pay 
for  their  own  worship  mode  them  excep- 
tionally generous  and  public- spirited. 
But  he  would  never  argue  this  que»- 
tion  as  one  of  privilege  or  of  money  if 
Disestablishment  were  opposed  to  the 
highest  interests  of  the  EstablistiAd 
Chuzoh ;  bat  to  set  it  free  from  State 
Sir  Qttrgt  TVnvfyoti 


control,  to  throw  it  on  its  own  resources 
like  its  Sister  Charehee,  and,  above  all, 
to  relieve  it  from  the  taak  of  fighting 
for  privileges,  were  the  truest  serviees 
you  could  render  it.  When  he  was  a 
very  young  man  he  came  to  the  conolu- 
sion  that  there  was  no  nobler  troiniug 
for  the  great  mass  of  working  people 
thou  the  exercise  of  the  public  spirit 
and  self-denial  which  were  required  for 
the  maintenance  of  their  religion.  It 
was  no  wrong  to  demand  &om  the 
Established  Ohuroh  the  same  efforts, 
labours,  and  sacrifices  which  had  been 
spontaneously  made  by  the  voluntary 
Ohurohes ;  but  it  was  a  great  wrong  to 
allow  the  public  eudowments  of  a  great 
country  to  be  moaopolized  for  the  benefit 
of  one  religious  body,  instead  of  being 
applied  to  the  general,  public  unsec- 
tariau  needs  of  the  entire  community. 

The  under  SECHETAKY  of 
STATE  fob  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  {Sir 
Jauzs  FssQUSBOif)  (Uanohester,  K)  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  O^entleman  had  in> 
dulged  in  some  interesting  personal 
reminieoences ;  but  it  was  not  ^parent 
why  he  hod  done  so. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELTAK  said, 
it  was  because  he  was  charged  with 
taking  up  this  question  on  political 
ground. 

8iB  JAMES  FEEGU8S0N  said,  it 
was  not  certainly  bis  businesB  to  question 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  oonsietency ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  fortheOollegeDivi- 
sioD  had  referred  to  the  unholy  connection 
that  had  been  established  between  poli- 
Ucal  and  eoolesiastioal  questions  in  a 
sense  which  must  touch  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rather  nearly.  He  was  quite 
content  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  that  he  hod  been 
a  consistent  advocate  of  Disestablish- 
ment, and  that  he  repudiated  the  bargain 
of  supporting  it  for  the  sake  of  gainiag 
adhesions  to  Home  Rule,  and  Be  was 
glad  that  the  question  had  been  placed 
on  the  broad  grounds  of  the  mainten- 
ance or  abolition  of  the  Established 
Church,  because  it  would  lead  the  House 
to  understand  what  was  the  ultimate 
tendency  of  the  Motion  now  before 
it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he  was 
anxious  to  bring  this  question  to  the 
test.  Tbey  on  the  Government  side  had 
not  raised  it ;  but  they  should  not  shrink 
from  the  test.  This  question  of  Dises- 
tablishuent  had  bean  draped  into  a 
prominence   for    which   there    wm  no 
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oocaaion.  The  Church  of  BcoUand  vas  olitain  for  the  emancipated  Church  tho 
doing  its  work  steadily  and  carefully,  and  declaration  by  lav  of  an  aninentpHn- 
was  annually  making  large  additions  to  ciple,  cannot  justly  be  called  aggreHsioB ; 
the  number  of  ite  members,  and  eon-  ■  they  are  symptoms  of  true  liberality  in 
eeqnently  there  had  been  no  reason,  on  throwing  wide  the  doors  for  the  re-entry 
account  of  its  failure  in  efficiency,  to  :  of  those  who  never,  but  for  the  mis- 
bring  this  question  before  the  House  i  takes  of  Btateemen,  would  have  been 
of  Gummons.  The  right  bon.  Qentle- 1  separated.  The  right  hon.  Qentlemau 
man  had  shown  a  certain  amount  of ;  had  referred  to-night  to  the  recent 
inacouraoy  in  his  allegations.  He  said  ;  debate  upon  ecoleeiastioal  assessments, 
that  in  England,  for  example,  the  state- ,  with  regard    to   which   it  seemed   to 


ment  of  the  right  hon.  0«ndeman  that 
the  grant  of  £17,000  a-year  in  aid  of  the 
poorer  parieheB  in  the  Highlands  was 
taken  ont  of  the  taxes  of  the  people  was 
absolutely  without  foundation.  It  was 
a  historical  fact  that  since  the  Reforma- 
tion a  certain  portion  of  the  teinds, 
the  patrimony  of  the  Church,  had 
formed  part  of  the  hereditary  rerenues 
of  the  Crown ;  and  it  was  but  a 
small  portion  of  these  that  was  annu- 
ally granted  in  aid  of  those  poor 
parishes  in  which  there  were  no  un- 
exhausted teinde  te  eall  up  in  supple  - 
ment  of  the  inadequate  stipends.  Was 
it  possihle  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  ignorant  of  that?  For 
a  long  period  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  had  made  great  efforts  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  growing  population. 
Within  the  last  40  years  it  had  estab- 
lished 360  new  parishes  in  order  to 
meet  the  religious  requirements  of  an 
increasing  population.  Since  1B34  the 
numbers  of  the  members  of  the  Church 
in  Scotland  had  largely  increased,  and 
in  no  sense  had  that  Church  fallen  back. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  bad  said  that 
the  connection  with  the  State  imposed 
fetters  on  the  Ohurob.  In  that  year,  by 
a  wise  measure,  Parliament  had  re- 
moved from  the  Church  ths  fetters,  and 
made  amends  for  the  injuries  of  former 
legislation.  It  was  owing  to  the  enact- 
ment of  lay  patronage,  alien  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  Scotland,  at  tho 
beginning  of  the  last  centuiy,  and  to 
the  failure  of  the  Qovemment  of  the 
day  to  appreciate  the  gravity  of  the 
crisis,  that  the  Church  bad  lost  so  many 
of  its  people.  Was  the  Church  to  be 
debarred  from  renewing  ite  attompte  to 
be  freed  from  the  burdens  which  had  so 
long  oppressed  it,  and  against  which  it 
had  so  long  struggled  ?  And  how  was 
it  an  offence  against  those  who  had  left 
the  Ohnroh  on  account  of  those  burdens 
that  ite  efforts  were  at  last  successful  ? 
The  abolition  of]  lay  patronage  and  the 
attempts  which  had  since  been  made  to 


him  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  the  other 
night  that  he  was  rather  hazy;  and 
be  alleged  the  inconsistency  of  their 
maintenance  as  a  legal  obligation  when 
compulsory  Church  rates  bad  been 
abolished  in  England.  But  he  forgot, 
or  he  was  strangely  ignorant,  thatlthe 
landed  proprietors  of  Scotland  still  re- 
tained the  enjoyment  of  an  income  from 
tbs  unexhausted  tainda,  much  larger 
than  theannualchargeof  about  £40,000 
or  £50,000,  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
eccleeiaetical  fabrics.  And  if  the  eccle- 
siastical assessments  fell  upon  them 
alone,  as  it  was  maintained  they  should, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  allege  iu  that 
a  well-founded  gricTance.  Again,  he 
called  it  an  injustice  that  the  City  of 
Qlasgow  should  be  obliged,  out  ofita 
common  good,  to  supplement  a  defi- 
ciency in  the  inoume  from  seat  rente. 
Was  it  possible,  he  (Sir  James  Fe^us- 
son)  asked  again,  that  he  did  not 
know  that  a  portion  of  the  teinds  were 
assigned  to  the  city  on  condition  of 
its  maintaining  certain  churches,  and 
the  same  obligation  existed  in  certain 
other  towns?  He  was,  indeed,  unable  to 
accept  the  falling-off  in  the  seat  rente  of 
certain  churches  as  a  proof  of  the  defects 
of  ^e ministrations.  Itwasthe  effeotof 
a  change  in  the  charactor  of  the  resi- 
dent population,  the  wealthy  having, 
in  some  oases,  moved  elsewhere  and 
erected  new  churches  for  their  own 
accommodation.  Nor,  he  trusted,  would 
they  admit  the  exaction  of  seat  rents  as 
a  wholeeome  feature  in  Church  manage- 
ment. He  wondered  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  rake  up  again  the  buried 
controversy  of  Church  Kudowments  in 
Edinburgh.  Some  of  them  were  old 
enough  to  remember  the  long  contest 
about  the  Annuity  Tax  there,  and  the 
settlement  of  the  matter  by  a  legislative 
compromise  not  too  liberal  to  the 
Church.  As  to  what  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  called  the  unfair  representa- 
tion on  the  Parochial  Board,  and  the  pre- 
sence of  the  parish  minister  as  its  Ohair- 


Church  of 


{OOMHONSt 


Seotkmzl. 


tlOO 


man,  he  (Sir  James  Fergnseon)  would 
remind  the  House  that  before  the  insti- 
tution of  the  new  Poor  Law  the  Kirk  Ses- 
sion was  the  odIj  authority  by  which  the 
poor  was  relieved ;  it  was  not,  therefore, 
Burprisiiig  that  in  the  newly  constituted 
Body  the  Chairman  of  the  Kirk  Session, 
who  by  his  office  was  brought  so  much 
into  contact  with  the  poor,  should  have 
a  place.  A  small  matter,  indeed,  to  call 
for  Disestablishment !  The  true  defence 
of  the  Cburch  as  a  National  Institution 
was  that  it  was  the  religious  embodi 
meDt  of  the  nation ;  and  in  the  National 
Church  of  Scotland  was  found  an  organi- 
zation altogether  in  harmony  in  its  con- 
fession and  tn  its  character  with  the  genius 
and  instincts  of  the  Scottish  people. 
That  Church  had  never  used  its  privi- 
leges for  selfish  purposes.  Had  it  done 
so,  there  might  have  been  some  reason 
for  the  House  passing  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  it.  But  as  it  had  always  done  its 
best  for  the  spiritual  welfare  of  the  com- 
munity, he  saw  no  reason  for  condemn- 
ing it  in  the  way  indicated  by  the  Reso- 
lution moved  by  the  hon.  Sfember.  In 
those  circumstances,  was  it  reasonable 
to  withdraw  from  it  the  means  of  meet- 
ing the  wants  of  the  poor  and  of  giving 
free  miuistration  to  all  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  of  accomplishing  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  existed  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  much  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  the 
people  largely  belonged  to  the  Free 
Ohuroh.  That  was  true,  because  there 
they  had  strongly  resented  the  intrusion 
of  unacceptable  ministers;  hut  in  the 
Highlandsthisproposal  for  Disestablish- 
ment had  met  with  no  support,  while  in 
Mid  Lothian  itself,  a  county  which  had 
given  such  pledges  to  Liberation,  when 
the  question  was  put  to  the  test,   69 

}ier  oent  of  the  electors  had  voted  in 
arour  of  the  retention  of  the  Establish- 
ment. He  ventured  to  think  that  no 
ease  had  been  made  out  for  Disestablish- 
ment, and  he  trusted  that  the  result  of 
the  Division  would  show  suob  an  advance 
on  that  of  1886  as  would  utterly  frus- 
trate the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Olasgow. 

Ma.  H.  AN8TEUTHEE  (St.  An- 
drew'^ Ac.^  said,  he  wished  particularly 
to  avoid  bringing  the  question  down  to 
the  level  of  political  controversy.  He 
could  not  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridgetou  Division  of 
Glasgow  on  the  spirit  which  be  bad 
brought  to  bear  on  this  discussion  of  a 
Sir  Jaatet  Firgutttn 


question  which  deeply  concerned  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  which  they  were 
prepared  to  consider  on  its  merits.  If 
that  was  the  spirit  that  Fnglishmen  who 
sat  for  Scottish  constituencies,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  described  himself, 
were  prepared  to  bring  to  bear  on 
this  question,  then  he  would  rather 
the  discussion  were  confined  to  Scotch- 
men sitting  for  Scotch  seats.  He 
would  rather  treat  the  question  they 
were  dealing  with  upon  its  merits,  and 
the  Church  as  an  institution  doing  good 
in  the  country  to  which  he  belonged.  It 
had  not,  he  submitted,  been  proved  by 
the  hon.  Member,  in  bringing^forward 
this  Motion,  either  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  in  the  minority,  or  that 
she  had  failed  to  fulfil  the  sacred  trust 
imposed  upon  her  by  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. Nor  had  it  been  proved  that  the 
connection  of  the  Church  with  the  State 
was  detrimental  either  to  one  or  the 
other ;  and,  lastly,  he  took  this  point — 
that  it  had  not  been  proved  that  there 
was  any  large  demand  upon  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  for  the  change 
advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division.  Hon.  Members  from 
Scottish  constituencies  who  had  followed 
closely  the  course  of  events  in  Sootland 
in  1SS5  would  bear  him  out  in  the  asser- 
tion that  every  expression  of  opinion  of 
the  people  from  every  part  of  the  oountiy 
had  been  against  the  proposal  for 
Diseatabliehment  and  Diseudowment. 
[Oppotition  eriu  of  "No!"]  A  vast 
m^ority  had  indicated  that  as  their 
opinion,  and  in  Mid  Lothian  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  the  registered  electors  of  that 
conatituency  petitioned  against  Diseetab- 
lishmeut.  0onsequently,theyweretoldb7 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaan 
that  Disestablishment  was  nottobe  made 
a  test  question  at  the  General  Election, 
and  he  did  not  believe  it  was  a  test  ques- 
tion except  in  a  very  few  instances.  He 
wished  specially  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  point  which  he  had 
given  expression  to  in  the  Amendment 
which,  by  the  Rules  of  the  House,  he 
was  precluded  from  moving — it  was  that 
there  was  no  substantial  demand  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Scotland  for  this 
change.  This  was  proved  by  the  sta- 
tistics which  the  supporters  of  the 
National  Church  had  placed  before  the 
House,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
reject  the  Motion  by  as  substantial  a 
majority  as  it  had  done  on  previous 
occasions.     The  Church  of  Scotland  had 
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nothing  to  apologiz«  for  tn  the  past,  and 
aothiiLg  to  be  ashamed  of.  The  members 
of  the  CJiurob  of  Scotland  onl;  wanted 
to  live  in  peace  and  go  on  with  their 
good  work ;  but  if  attacks  of  this  kind 
were  tn  be  made  on  the  Eatablishment 
and  Endowment,  there  were  many  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House,  and  also, 
no  doubt,  a  large  number  of  Members 
on  the  other  side,  who  were  prepared  to 
resist  them  ;  and,  moreover,  they  would 
be  able  to  prove  to  their  opponents  that 
theywould  be  able  to  rally  to  their  side  a 
large  number  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mb.  MAHJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) said,  hs  rose  to  explain  the  vote 
he  was  going  to  give.  The  last  two 
speakers  bad  endeavouied  rather  to 
prove  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
doing  a  good  work  than  to  show  that  it 
was  doing  that  good  work  in  such  a 
peculiar  and  exclusive  mannef  that  to  it 
alone  should  be  granted  State  endow- 
ment and  support.  That  was  the  point 
on  which  the  House  would  divide  that 
sight.  No  one  denied  the  good  work 
the  Church  ot  Scotland  was  <&ing.  On 
the  contrary,  many  held  that  it  had  a 
great  future  before  it,  and  that  that 
future  would  be  enhanced  by  the  with- 
drawal of  State  support.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  when  there  were  three  Presby- 
terian Oburches  in  Scotland,  all  having 
the  same  form  of  Church  government,  all 
holding  exactly  the  same  creed  and  using 
the  same  Service,  it  was  an  anomaly 
that  to  one  alone  State  support  should 
bo  granted.  The  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
said  that  two  years  ago  he  (Mr.  Marjori- 
banks)  voted  in  exactly  the  opposite 
sense  to  that  in  which  he  was  going  to 
vote  that  night.  He  admitted  that,  and 
he  would  tell  the  House  the  reason.  At 
the  Election  of  1665  he  especially  and 

Earttcularly  reserved  this  subject  when 
e  asked  bis  constituents  to  return  him 
again  as  their  Member.  He  then  die- 
tinctly  stated  that  he  would  not,  during 
the  Parliament  elected  in  1885,  vote  in 
support  of  a  Motion  for  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Ohuroh  ot  Scotland 
vithont  putting  the  question  to  his  con- 
stituents; but  with  the  Parliament  of 
1685  that  pledge  fell  to  the  ground.  ^A 
lat^h.']  Hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
to  insinuate  by  their  laughter  that  when 
they  made  pledges  they  kept  them  for 
ever.  How  about  coercion  in  Ireland  ? 
He  repeated  that  with  the  Parliament 
of  1885  that  pledge  fell  to  the  ground, 


and  he  was  elected  to  the  present  Par- 
liament without  any  pledge  on  the 
question.  The  reason  he  gave  the 
pledge  at  all  was  that  he  had  hoped 
that  there  might  be  one  great  Presoy- 
terian  Church,  endowed  and  supported 
by  the  State,  which  would  combine  all 
the  Churches  in  Scotland.  He  believed, 
however,  that  was  a  foolish  dream,  and 
it  was  because  he  believed  that  the  only 
chance  for  the  union  of  the  three 
Churches  was  the  Bisestabliahment  and 
Disendowment  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land that  he  intended  to  support  the 
Motion. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  UniverBities) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  need 
not  have  taken  up  the  time  of  the  House 
byaccounting  for  his  giving  a  different 
vote  now  from  that  which  he  gave  in 
1885.  It  ia  not  such  an  exceptional 
case  on  that  side  as  to  make  it  worth 
his  while.  The  question  of  Disestsb- 
lishment  is  not  the  only  question  on 
which  pledges  have  been  given  and 
broken.  When  therighthon. Gentleman 
twits  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  on  the  course  which  they  have 
taken  in  reference  to  Ireland  he  forgets 
altogether  that  the  circumHtances  sur- 
rounding the  question  may  have 
changed ;  but  he  cannot  point  to  any 
circumstances  which  havo  arisen  in 
connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland 
between  1885  and  the  present  day  to 
justify  his  change  of  opinion  upon  that 
subject.  I  presume  that  when  he  voted 
for  the  Establishment  in  1686  he  did  so 
because  his  constituents  desired  that  he 
should  do  so.  What  has  happened 
since  to  make  him  and  bis  constituents 
alter  their  mind  F  I  presume  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
thinks  that  this  question  is  ripe  for  a 
decision,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  eaid  that  it  was  at 
Nottingham.  Surely  it  that  is  so,  this 
is  a  question  upon  which  the  House 
ought  to  have  the  best  advice  that  ran 
be  given  by  the  leaders  on  both  sides. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  where  are  the 
Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  ?  Why 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
taken  a  back  seat  ?  Where  is  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  is 
a  Scotch  Member  aud  the  Leader  of  the 
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trouble  to  inform  thsmaelTes  on  matton 
on  which  they  speak,  and  indnl^  io 
denunciations  not  based  on  facts  but  on 
their  own  imagination. 

Qaeation  put. 

The  House  divuhd: — Ayes  260 ;  Noes 
208:  Majority  52. 

AYES. 


thought  on  the  other  side;  surely  he 
was  the  proper  person  to  ^ide  tbe 
Liberal  Party,  and,  if  he  could,  the 
House    to  a  proper   decision  on    this 

Question.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for  the 
ollege  Division  professes  to  belicTe 
that  the  storm  is  rising.  I  think,  how- 
ever, he  must  have  been  disappointed 
with  the  tone  of  this  debate.  Surely  if 
the  storm  waa  rising  tbe  stormy  petrel 
would  be  here.  Tbe  right  ban.  Membei 
for  Mid  Lothian,  when  in  Office  in  1886, 
was  able  to  speak  some  kindly  and 
hopeful  words  in  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion ;  but  now  that  he  is  in 
Opposition,  in  a  position  "of  greater 
freedom  and  less  responaibihty,"  he  does 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  come  here 
to  support  the  hon.  Member,  or  even  to 
Bay  that  he  stands  in  the  same  position 
towards  this  qaestion  as  he  did  in  1886. 
He  can  fly  those  kites  at  Nottingham, 
but  we  wont  him  to  oome  here  to  tell  us 
whether  it  is  tbe  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Party  that  there  ought  to  be  no  connec- 
tion between  Church  and  State  any- 
where in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  is  tbe  only  Member  who  has 
bad  tbe  honesty  in  this  debate  to  put 
this  issue  clearly  before  the  House. 
Everybody  knows  that  there  are  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  tbe  opposite  side  of  tbe 
House  who  core  nothing  about  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  know  nothing 
about  it,  who  take  no  interest  either  in 
its  success  or  failure,  but  whose  sole 
object  is  to  use  this  question  as  a  etolk- 
ing-borse  in  their  endeavours  for  the 
destruction  of  the  Established  Church 
in  England.  There  is  no  enthusiasm 
save  the  enthusiasm  which  is  worked  up 
outside  Scotland  by  the  Liberation 
Society,  who  do  not  care  one  rap  about 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  I  shall  not 
enter  into  the  general  question  after  tbe 
very  able  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me,  who  put  the  matter 
upon  a  sound  and  intelligible  basis. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  has  referred 
to  paltry  sums,  amounting  in  all  to 
£25,000  at  the  most  out  of  £500,000, 
and_ which,  he  says,  are  paid  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland  out  of   the 


fords  another  instance  of  English  Qentle- 
men  who  come  to  represeat  Sootoh  con- 
stituencies, but  who    take  very  little 
Ur.  J.S.  A.  MacdonaU 


Addiwo,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Qardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  O, 
AUsopp,  hon.  O. 
AmbroBe,  W. 
AmhOTHl,  W.  A.  T. 


Curzon,  hon.  Q.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Darlmg,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawoav,  Colonel  bon. 
UP. 


Anatrutlier,  Colonel  R.  Ue  CobUD,  E.  S,  W. 

H.  L,  De  Wonns.  Baroa  H. 

Anatruther,  H.  T.  Dimsdale,  Baron  K. 

Ashraead-Bartlett,  E.  Diion-HartUnd,  F.  D. 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  R.  Doohin,  a.  8. 

Balfour,  li.  bon.  A.  J.  Doringtun,  Sir  J.  E. 

Barclay,  J.  W.  Uougka,  A.  Akers- 

Baring,  T.  C.  Dugdale.  J,  S. 

Bbtt]-,  a.  H.  S.  Duncan,  Colonel  F. 

Barttalot,  Sir  W.  B.  DoDoombe,  A. 

Bates,  Sir  E.  Dyke,  right  boo.   (iir 
Bazley- White,  J.  W.  H. 

Beach,  right  hon.  Sir  Ebrington,  Viscount 

M.  E.  Hicki-  Edirarda-Uou,  T.  C. 

Beach,  W.  W.  B.  Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  P. 

Beadei  W.  J.  ^eitoo,  hon.  A.  de  T. 

Beckett,  E.  W.  Elcho,  Lord 

Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C.  Elliot,  Sir  O. 

Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0.  Ewart,  Sir  W. 

Bentinck,  W.  G.  0.  Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 


Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

de  lii  Poor 
BeLhell,  Commaoder  G. 


Farqubiu«on,  H.  R. 
Feilden,Lt.-Gen.aj. 
Felloirai,  A.  E. 
FerguMOn,  right  hoa. 

Stt  J. 
Field,  Admiral  B. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  a.  H. 
FinUy,  E.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitz William,   hon.   W. 


Birkbeck,  Sir  B. 
BlundeU,Cot.H.B.H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sii  A. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  3t. 

J.  F. 
Brace,  Lord  H. 
CaldweU,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 

Carmarthen,  Uarq.  ot     Fite-Wygram, 
Cavondiah,  Lord  E.  Sir  F.  W. 

Chaplin,  right  hon.  H.     Folkestone,  right  hon 
Chartington,  S.  Visoonut 

Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord     Forwood,  A.  " 


Fitz  William,  bon.  W. 
J.  W. 

.Qeaeral 


R.  H.S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E,  0. 
Cochrane- Bail  lie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
CoddingtoQ,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
(Arbeit,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viacount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Cureon,  Viscount 


Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraaot,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Bichard- 


Gilca,  A. 
Gilliat.  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Ooldsworthy,     Uajor 

General  W,  T. 
aoTst,  Sir  J.  B. 
OosoboD,  tt.  hoD.  ti.  J 
Granby,  Harquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
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OiMn,  %B. 
GrimatOD,  Viiconnt 
Grotriui,  F.  B. 
Qnoter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU.  C. 
H«lMy,  T.  F. 


ChuTiH  ef 
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MllUmoiit,  C&ptain  3. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
HakinB,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  3.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Hftple,  J.  B. 


nambto.  Col.  C.  J.  T.     tUmott,  rt.  hon. 
Bamilton,   right  hon.        W.  T. 
Lord  G.  V. 


Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamlajr,  Oen.  BirG.  B. 
Uanboiy,  R.  W. 
Bankej,  P.  k. 
Haidcaatle,  E. 


Hatthewi,  it.  bon.  £ 
HaUinian,  H.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  K 
Uildnuy,  F.  B. 
Milla,  tum.  C.  W. 
MilTBin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 


Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir    Morgan,  hon.  E 


H.H. 

Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

fidwards- 
Ueaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hennon-Hodn,  R.  T. 
Herroy,  Lord  F. 


Mom, 
Mount,  W.  O. 
Mowbrar,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Mowbraf,  B.  G.  O. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
~  In  neuter.  Lord 


Hill,  right  hw.  Lord    Murdoch,  C.  T. 

A.  W.  Newark,  Viscount 

Hill.  Colonel  E.  S.  Noble,  W. 

Ntnthoote,    hon. 


BiU,  A.  8. 
Hoare,  B.  B. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hombj,  W,  H. 
HouIdaworth,SiiW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
H*worUi,  H.  H. 
Hughea  -  Hallett,  Ool. 

F.  0. 
Hnlae,  E.  U. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  6. 
luacnn,  F.  W. 
JacknDn,  W.  L. 
Jardioe,  Sir  B. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnaton,  W. 
EaUy,  J.  B. 
Kennawa]',  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  O.  T. 
K»^on  -  Slancy,  Col. 

Kraiiu,  F.  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Enightlej,  Sir  B. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
I«mbcrt,  C. 
lAuiia,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Idwranoe,  J.  C. 

I«wrenae,  W.  P.  , 

Lechmero,SirE.A.H.    Smith,  right  hoi 
Lms,  E.  H. 

L^,  T.  W.  " 


Norton,  B. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  boo.  F. 
Pearoe,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Fanton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Flnnket,rt.  hon.D.R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
PoweU,  P.  S. 
Polaaton,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kaib«»,  rt  hon.  H.  C. 
Bankin,  J. 
Raaoh,  Mi^or  F.  0. 
Heed,  HTB. 
Hichardson,  T. 
Bidlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritcble,  rt  bo.  0.  T. 
Bobertaoo,  SirW.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Uobinion,  B. 

BOBH,  A.  H. 

Bound,  J. 
fiuBsell,  Sir  G. 
BuueU,  T.  W. 
SauadenoD,  Col.  E.  3. 
Shaw-Stewart.  H.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottotn,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,W. 

" W. 


Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.   C. 

Gordon- 
Llewellyn,  E.  U. 
Long,  W.  H. 
LowCher,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Uacdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Mockintoeb,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Haduie,  J.  W. 


Smitb,  A. 
Spenoer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 

Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  H.  J. 

Stokes,  a,  a. 

Swetsnham,  K. 
Talbot,  J.  O. 
Tapling,  T.  K 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Theotald,  J. 
Thorbuni,  W. 


ToUemacho,  H,  J.  Winn,  hon,  H. 

Tomlinaon,  W.  B.  M,  Wodehouse,  B.  R. 

Townaend,  P.  Wolmer,  Viscooot 

Trotter,  Colonel  H.  J.  Wood,  H. 


Wortley,  C.  B.  Stnart- 
Wrighf,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
TouDg,  0.  E.  B. 


Viooeot,  C.  E.  H. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H, 
Walsh,  boo.  A.  H.  J. 
Webater,  Sir  E.  E. 
Webater,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Tiaconnt 
Whitley,  B. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 


Abraham,  W.  (Clam.)     DiUwyn,  L.  L. 
Abraham,   W.  (Lime-    Ellis,  T.  " 
rick,  W.) 


Aclsnd,  A.  H,  D. 
Allison,  B.  A. 
Anderson,  0.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Aaquith,  H.  H. 
Atherl^-Jooes,  L. 
Austin.  J. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B 
Barbour,  W,  B. 
Barrao,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Bass,  H. 
Beaumont,  E,  F. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
BradUugh.  C. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bruco,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bruooer,  J.  T. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Biirt,T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byrne,  0.  M. 
Oaioe,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  J.  U. 
CampbeU,  Sir  Q. 


Esmonde.8irT.  H.  a. 
Evans,  P.  H. 
Ereiriied,  8. 
Farquhanon,  Dr.  B. 
Fen  wick,  C. 
Fergoson,  B.C.  Hnnro- 
Pinacaoe,  J. 
Firth.  J.  P.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fox.  Dr.  J.  F. 
Pry,  T. 
Puller,  G.  P. 
Qaakell,  0.  G.  MUoei- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill.  T.  P. 
Gladstone.  H.  J. 
Oourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
GuUy,  W.  C. 
Haldane,  B.  B. 
Hanbury-TiBoy,   hon. 

F.  8.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt  boD.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  B. 
Hanington,  T.  0. 


Campbell -Bannerman,     Harris,  M. 


right  1 

Caiew,  J.  L. 
Cauaton,  R.  K. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J, 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Clauoy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  T 
Corbet.  W.  J. 
Corbett  A.  C. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Cozens- Hardy,  U.  H. 

CraTeo.  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
CriUy.  D. 

Davies,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 


Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayno,  C.  Seals - 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  U. 
Holdeo,!. 
Hooper,  J. 
HoweU,  G. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
IlUog worth,  A. 
Jaooby,  J.  A. 
James,  boo.  W.  H, 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordui,  J. 
Eenny,  M.  J. 
Xilbndo,  D. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawaon,  Sir  W. 
Lawaon,  U.  L.  W. 
Leaks,  I>. 
Lewia,  T.  P. 
LyeU,  L. 

fthcdonald,  W.  A. 
MacNMU,J.  G.  S. 
H'Arthor,  A. 
M'Arthut,  W.  A, 
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M'CarthT,  J. 
M'Cwthy,  J.  H. 

M'DODBld,  P. 
H'Ewim,  W. 
Mahony,  P. 
MaitUod,  W.  F. 
Muioribouka,  rt.hn  -G. 

MBTiie,T. 

Monciea,  B.  S. 

MoUoy,  B.  C. 

Morgan,  rt.hoii.  D.  0. 

Morgan,  0.  V. 

Marley,  A. 

Miui(J«lU,rt.bD.  A.J. 

Nolttn,  Colooel  J.  P. 

NoIsD,  J. 

O'Brien,  J.  P.  X. 

O'Erisn,  P.  J. 

O'Brien,  W. 

O'Connor,  A. 

O'Connor,  J. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 

O'U&Dlon,  T, 

O'Hea,  P. 

Parier,  C.  8. 

Pamen,  C.  8. 

Paultoa,  J.  M, 

PoaBO,  H.  F. 

Piokard,  B. 

FickengiB,  £.  H. 

I^nkerton,  J. 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 

Portmao,  hon.  £.  B. 

Pott«r,  T.  B. 

PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 

Power,  P.  J. 

Power,  B. 

Priedlev,  B. 

Ptovand,  A.  D. 

Pagh,  D. 

Pyne,  J.  D. 

QuioD,  T. 

Bandell,  D. 

Bathbone,  W. 

Bedmond,  W.  H.  K. 

Keed,  Bir  E.  J. 

Eeid,  K.  T. 

Bondsl,  8.  Cameron,  C. 

Boynolds,  W.  J.  Gaalemont,  P. 

MotioD,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  withdrawn. 

Sdpplt — Oommittee  upon  Monday 
next. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House,  without 
Question  put,  till  ifonday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Hmdctf,  ibthJme,  1688. 


MINUTE8.]-PvBLic  Bills— Kr»/  Seodhg- 
Suffragans'  Nomiaation*  (176). 

Third  Jtmdinj— UniTenitieB  (Scotland)  (165) : 
Cu^tomi  {Wine  Dnty)  (169),  and  jjottt^. 


Biobard,  H. 
Boberta,  J. 
Boberte,  J.  B. 
Boe,  T. 

Boscoe,  Sir  U.  E. 
Bowlanda,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
BuBsell,  Bir  O. 
Bamaelion,  Sir  B. 
Samneleon,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  B. 
Serton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
fiheehan,  J.  D. 


Sinclair,  J. 
Stack,  J. 
Stevenrcn,  F.  S. 
Stevenson.  J.  0. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stnart,  J. 
SuUivan,  D. 
SnmTan,  T.  D. 
Siiininets,  W. 
SatherUnd,  A. 
Talbot,  C,  B.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Thomag,  D.  A. 
Trarelyan,  tight  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuita,  J. 
VivUn,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wallace,  B. 
Wardle,  H. 
Wanninglon,  C.  U. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williami,  A.  J. 
WilUamaon,  S. 
Wilaon,  C,  H. 
Wilaon,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  a 


PBOVIHIOHAL  Ordbr  Billb  — JVrtf  Staii»g~~ 
PubUc  Health  (Scotland)  fKirklieton,  Dal- 
meny,     and    South    Queonaferry    Water)* 

(177). 

Commilttt—Repert — Local  Oovemnieat  (High- 
ways) •  (US) ;  Local  GoTemment  (No.  7)* 
(160);  Local  Goremnent  (Port)  ■  (16;). 

Third  iftirfijv— Local  OoTemment  (No.  t]  • 
(139);  Local  GoTomment  (No.  *)'  (140); 
'       ■   "  ■    '"         L*w)    (No.    6)» 

1)*     (U3),    and 


Local  Goremment   (Poo 
(141);     Tramway!    (No. 


BIB  IMPERIAL  HIGHNESS  THE  LATB 
GEBHAN  EhlPBBOR. 

BER  VAJESTY's  AHSWBB  TO  THE  ASSBEM 
OP  COHDOLSMOB. 

The  LOED  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Uount- 
EDaonuBE)  reported  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer  to  the  Addreae,  as  follows  : — 

"Iretnm  yon  my  moat  uncere  thanks  for 
yaor  Dotlf  ol  and  Touching  Addren  of  Condo- 
lence on  the  melancholy  ocoasion  ol  the  death 
of  my  beloved  Son-in-Law,  the  Emperor 
Frederick  of  Germany. 

"  Thi*  awaranca  of  the  warm  intereit  in  all 
that  concema  myealt  aad  my  family  aObrds  me 
deep  gratification." 

FOREIGN  MABBIAGE  ACT. 

QITRaTtON.      OB3ERTATION8. 

LosD  LAMINGTON  asked  Her  Ma- 
jeatv'e  GoTemmeiit,  Whether  thej  in- 
tended to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remedy  the 
inoonveniences  which  arose  from  the 
present  Foreign  Marriage  Act?  He 
pointed  out  that  none  but  clergymen  of 
tbe  Ghuicli  of  England  could  marry 
British  aubjects  abroad,  and  that  only 
in  the  Embassy  Chapel.  The  Consuls 
had  so  power  to  marry  English  couples 
unless  both  parties  had  been  resident  in 
the  city  in  which  they  sought  to  get 
married  for  one  month.  He  urged  Uat 
all  this  was  rery  inconvenient  and 
worked  great  injustice,  and  he  trusted 
the  noble  Marquess  would  be  able  to 
inform  the  House  that  some  general 
Bill  would  be  introduced. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY of  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS(TheMarque3BofSAiJSBUBT): 
I  am  afraid  the  difEculty  of  passing 
general  Acts,  or  any  other  Acts,  is  very 
nossiderable  at  this  time,  and  I  doubt 
whether  it  would  be  in  our  power  to  in- 
troduce any  measure  at  this  period  of 
the  Session    whieh    would   have    any 
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(St!otimi)  Bill  lUO 


obaace  of  passing.     I   endraly  aym> 

fftthizs  with  tlie    vievs  of  my  noble 
riend.     It  tsolear  that  any  impediment 
to  the  marriage  of  Xon  con  form  ists  re- 
sident abroad  who  wish  to  be  married 
:  entirely  contrary   to  justice  and  to 


present  exists  to  see  whether,  with  the 
existing  power,  we  are  not  able  to 
remedy  the  grievances  my  noble  Friend 
has  referred  to.  I  do  not  concur  with 
him  in  thinking  it  desirable  to  get  rid 
of  that  proTision  which  restricts  the 
power  of  the  Ooosul  to  the  marriage  of 
couples  who  have  been  resident  a  month. 
I  am  afraid  we  should  have  a  renewal  of 
Gretna  Green  in  more  convenient  and 
accessible  circumstances.  Any  couple 
that  desires  to  be  married,  even  if  under 
age,  could,  without  any  difficulty,  c 
the  water  and  get  it  done.  Bat  any 
obstacle  on  account  of  a  difference  in 
religious  opinion  is  clearly  inconsistent 
with  the  policy  of  the  present  day,  and 
ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

UNIVERSITIES    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

(TAi  Xmrqum  ef  Lothian.) 

(ho.   165.)     THiui  BSADnra. 

Urder  of  the  day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified;  Bill 
read  3«  (according  to  order). 

Movtd,  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 

Amendments  made. 

The  SECEETAET  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  IjOthiak)  stated  that 
the  number  of  Commissioners  bad  been 
increased  from  13  to  IS  by  the  addition 
of  Sir  Henry  Boscoe  and  Lord  Elgin. 

Tbb  Eabl  of  B08EBEEY  said, 
oveiybody  must  feel  that  the  new  names 
which  had  been  added  must  improve  the 
texture  and  character  of  the  Commission, 
excepting  in  one  respect — namely,  that 
whereas  the  number  was  to  have  been 
13,  it  would  now  be  15.  He  wished  to 
express  moat  strongly  his  impression 
that  this  Commission  was  much  too 
large.  He  was  aware  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  appointinfi;  Commissions  of 
this  size,  even  with  reference  to  this 
n«at  subject;  but  in  the  days  when 
Uieae  Commissions  were  appointed  30 
years  ago,  Oommisaioners  were  not  ex- 
pected to  undertake  so  active  a  part  on 


the  Commission  as  people  were  supposed 
to  do  now.  He  feared  the  result  of  the 
large  number  would  be  to  have  a  great 
diminution  of  the  sense  of  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  each  individual  Member 
of  the  Commission.  If  they  had  a  Com- 
mission of  seven,  they  would  have  a 
body  of  men  who  would  feel  it  a  neces- 
sity to  attend  every  meeting,  and  wbo 
would  have  a  due  sense  of  the  powers 
devolved  upon  them  by  Statute.  But 
with  a  Commission  of  10,  some  of  whom 
were  resident  in  England,  this  could 
not  be  the  case.  They  would  have  an 
habitually  small  attendanoe,  ready,  be 
feared,  by  the  analogy  of  their  Lord- 
ships'  House,  to  be  swamped  at  any 
critical  moment  by  the  appearance  of 
the  absentees  on  the  scene.  He  was 
afraid  that  it  was  too  late  at  this  stage 
of  the  Bill  to  remedy  this ;  but  they 
had  entrusted  such  very  large— indeed 
absolute — powers  to  the  Commission, 
the  compositiou  of  which  was  of  vital 
moment,  that  he  must  record  his  opi- 
nion  of  it  even  at  this  late  period. 

Thb  Uabquebb  o?  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  could  understand  the  noble  Earl's 
oontention  that  more  efficient  work 
might  be  done  by  a  small  Commission ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  in  asking  so 
many  Gentlemen  to  serve,  he  had  looked 
at  the  great  amount  of  work  to  be  per- 
formed. It  might  take  not  only  months 
but  years  before  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission oould  be  thoroughly  carried 
through,  and  he  thought  that  would  be 
too  great  a  taak  to  place  on  a  small 
number  of  Gentlemen  wbo  gave  their 
honorary  servicee.  The  an^ogy  with 
reference  to  being  swamped  by  absen- 
tees, as  in  the  case  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  did  not  think  could  apply. 
He  felt  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  he  had 
asked  represented  and  felt  a  practical 
interest  in  the  subject  to  which  the  Bill 
referred,  and  he  fully  believed  that  they 
would  give  their  very  best  attention,  as 
well  as  all  the  time  they  couldspare,  to 
the  work  of  the  Commission.  With  l^at 
view,  and  with  the  hope  that  it  would 
not  entail  too  much  individual  work  on 
any  of  them,  the  number  of  the  Com* 
mission  had  been  so  fixed ;  and  their 
Ijordships  might  feel  assured  that  the 
work  would  be  fully,  effectually,  and 
well  done. 

Tax  Eabl  of  BOSEBERT  asked 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  the 
work  would  be  so  severe  that  the  noble 

_,.„,_,  , ,le 


Marqueee  had  fixed  on  th«  large  num- 
ber on  tbe  principle  of  the  Biirrival  of 
the  fittest,  and  that  onlj  a  small  rem- 
nant of  the  Commission  would  be  likely 
to  see  the  work  accomplished  ? 

The  MAKQtTEBB  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  could  not  admit  that  the  number  was 
fixed  on  the  principle  suggested.  He 
thought  the  GoTemment  had  adopted 
the  wisest  course. 


BiUpatttd,  and  sent 
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pKOTiBtOHAL  Ordeh  BtiLK—Reporl—Tinliuiga 
and  ImproTGment  of  Lands  (IrelaDil)  *  [377] ; 
Local  Government  (No,  6}'  [266];  Local 
Government  (No.  9)  ■  [27*] ;  Local  Goyem- 
mont  [No.  12)  •  ^284]  ;  Tramwaja  (No.  3)  " 
[243]. 

ContUUrii  at  tmmdid—Oat  (No.  1 )  *  [M4}. 

DEATH  OF  THE  QERHAN  EHPEROB. 
HER  UAJEffnr's  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDKESS. 

Thb  comptroller  of  the 
H0TT8EH0LD  (Lord  Arthur  Sill) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Addrese,  as  followeth : — 

"  I  thank  joa  sincaiely  for  jonr  lojol  and 
dutiful  Addreu  o(  Sftnpatby  ud  Coodoloice 
OD  the  OocMdon  of  the  Death  of  M  j  beloved  Boa 
in  Law,  the  Emperor  Frederick  of  Germany. 

' '  I  gratefully  aooept  the  Expreuion  of  your 
Sympathy  with  Hy  Grandson,  the  prsasnt 
Emperor  William  the  Second  of  Geraiaiiy,  with 
Hii  Family  and  Hia  People,  at  thii  melancholy 
Event,  and  I  will  not  ful  to  commuoicate  jonr 
SeotinMata  to  His  Hajeaty.*' 

Q  WESTIONS. 


Motion  agretd  U 
to  the  Commons. 


BUFFKAaAITa'  ROMlIfATION   BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  make  further  proviaiou  for  nomina- 
tion of  Biahopa  Sni&agaiis-^Was  pre— tiled  by 
Tbe  Lord  ChanreUor;  read  1'.    (No.  176.) 

PUBUO  HEALTH  (SOOTLASD)  PaoVISIOHAL 
ORDER  (ETRXLIBTON,  DALUXDT,  AMD 
SOUTH  QUEEN  SFERRY  WATER)  BILL 
[B.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Proviaional  Order  under 
the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,  relating 
to  Kirkliston,  Dalmeny,  and  Sonth  Queeuiferry 
Water- Was  preunUd  by  The  Lord  Ker  {_M. 
Lothian];  Then  it  waamovedthat  the  Seuional 
Order  of  the  6th  of  March  lost,  "  That  no  Bill 
originating  in  this  House  confirming  any  Fro- 
visional  Order  or  Provisional  Certificate  shall 
be  read  a  first  time  after  Friday  the  llth  day 
of  May  next,"  be  dispensed  with  in  reepect  of 
the  said  Bill,  and  that  the  Sill  be  now  read  I*  ; 
agreed  to  :  Bill  read  !■  accordingly  ;  and  re- 
ferrtdto  the  Eiaminere.     (No.  177.) 

Houie  adjoumsd  at  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monies,  2SM  Jwu,  16S8. 


StrpPLT— roniiibrfj    i'»    CommitUt—Saelutiom 

[June  21]  reporUd. 
V/ita  AND   ilxi^a—eaniidcrid  in    ComimtUi— 

£2,366,100,  Consolidated  Fund. 
PacvAtB  Bill  (*y  Order)-  CoMidtredae amended 

—  Third  JfMrfiiij— Llanelly  Local  Board,  and 

Public  Billb  —  Ordered  —  tirtl  Sending  — 
Buildings  (Metropolis)*  [30o];  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (New  Licences)  ■  [30S1;  Perpetuity 
Leases  (Inland)  •  [307]. 

Cmini;<f«~5(fN»-<- Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2). 

Third  JfiorfiBj— Reformatory  Schools  Act  ( 1 866) 
Amendment[161),  tmdpniiid. 

WiMA Bi™— Herring  Fishery  (Scotland)  [75]  ; 
Employers'  Liability  Act  flS80)  Amendment 
[26l. 

TAt  £arl  b/ Souherf 


FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
LOBSTEK  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  FBASER-MACKINT08H  {In- 
veruese-shire)  asked  the  I^ord  Advocate, 
Whether  the  law  regarding  lobster  fish- 
ing is  eaUrely  regulated  by  40  &  4 1  Fict. 
c.  4:j;  whether,  under  Section  10,  the 
Board  of  Trade  made  the  public  in- 
quiries,  and  gave  the  pubUo  notices 
therein  contemplated ;  in  particular, 
were  inquiries  made  and  notices  given 
in  regard  to  the  lobster  fisheries  of  the 
Outer  Hebrides;  and,  if  so,  where  and 
when;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  the  Long  Island 
District  of  Invem ess-shire  suddenly  is- 
sued notices  prohibiting,  for  the  first 
time,  fishermen,  who  had  purchased  on 
credit  the  requisite  materials  for  the 
season,  from  taking  lobsters  on  the  West 
or  ocean  shorss  of  South  Uist  during 
the  months  of  June,  July,  and  August ; 
whether,  according  to  the  fishermen,  this 
is  the  only  period  of  the  year  they  can 
with  safety  fish  that  stormy  coast ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  as  to  this  novel  interference  with 
the  usages  of  the  fishermen,  with  the 
view  of  their  being  heard  in  defence  of 
their  chief  means  of  subsistence  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
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drew's  noiyeraities) :  The  law  is  ref- 
lated hj  the  Aot  quoted,  aad  there  is 
also  an  Aot  passed  in  tlie  ^ear  9  Oto.  II., 
0.  33,  which  by  Section  4  provides  a 
close  time  for  lobsters  in  June,  July, 
and  August  on  the  coaat  of  Scotland. 
This  section  of  the  Aot,  though  still  in 
fortx,  has  very  generally  fallen  into  de- 
■uetude.  The  Proourator  Fiscal  referred 
to  has  not  issued  any  such  notices  as  are 
set  forth  in  the  Question;  and  no  in- 
quiries have  been  made.  So  far  as  I 
can  ascertain,  in  consequence  of  a  com- 

Slaint  made  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal, 
e  instructed  the  police  constables  in  che 
distriot  to  report  to  him  for  his  infor- 
mation any  offenders  against  the  Act  of 
ffw.  II.  quoted  above,  and  against  Sec- 
tions 8  and  9  of  the  Act  of  1877,  which 
prohibit  the  sale  of  lobsters  under  a 
oertun  size,  I  am  informed  that  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  months  mentioned 
are  the  only  ones  during  which  this  fish- 
ing can  be  carried  on  with  safety ;  but 
that  during  these  months  there  is  less 
fishing  than  at  any  other  period  of  the 
year,  owing  to  the  loss  of  lobsters  in 
transit  during  the  warm  weather,  and 
the  low  prices  realized. 
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ROYAL  MILITART  ACADEMY.  WOOL- 
WICH—ENTBANCE  EXAMINATIONS. 
Bib  HENIIT  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
8.)  asked  the  Seoreta^  of  State  for  War, 
What  ^rogreaa  has  been  made  in  the 
arrangements  for  so  altering  the  Begu- 
latioDB  for  the  entrance  examinations  to 
Woolwich  that  the  Bubjeot  of  natural 
science  shall  be  duly  represented  ?  Also, 
Whether  the  right  hou.  Qentleman  is  in 
a  position  to  give  information  as  to  the 
steps  which  he  has  taken  to  place  the 
subject  of  experimental  science  in  a 
proper  position  in  the  entrance  exami- 
nations for  Woolwich  ? 

Thk  financial  SEOHETART 
WAR  DEPAETUBWr  (Mr.  Bbodbick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
An  arrangement  has  been  made  which 
will,  I  hope,  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Member.  I  will  to-day  lay  a  Paper  on 
the  Table  showing  the  marks  to  be 
granted  for  the  several  subjects,  merely 
stating  now  that  increased  relative  im- 
portance has  been  assigned  to  natural 
science.  Notice  will,  of  course,  bs  given 
before  thie  scale  of  marks  oc»nea  into 
o|>eratio8. 


EXCISE  DEPARTMENT-PAY  AND  PRO- 
MOTION   OF  ASSISTANTS. 

Ma.  HBNNIKBR  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
present  Assistants  of  Excise  have  to 
serve  from  eight  to  10  years  before  ob- 
taining promotion,  during  'which  time 
their  salaries  are  substantially  the  same 
as  were  fixed  for  their  class  30  years  ago, 
when  simitar  promotion  was  obtained  in 
four  to  five  years;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  willeonsider  the  advisability  of  giving 
these  offioers  a  further  increase  of  their 
present  pay  ? 

Thb  SECRBTAET  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) 
(who  replied)  said  :  The  last  Assis- 
tant  of  the  Excise  who  was  promoted 
had  served  nearly  eight  years  in 
that  capacity.  This  period  is  likely 
to  become  shorter  as  time  progresses. 
Although  the  salaries  of  Assistants  of 
Excise  are,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
practically  the  same  as  were  fixed  30 
years  ago,  the  present  Assistants  have 
the  prospective  advantages  of  promotion 
to  better  paid  places  in  the  future. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that 
these  officers  should  be  given  an  increase 
in  their  pay.  Questions  oearing  directly 
on  the  subject  have  already  been  asked 
in  the  House  on  six  previous  occasions 
— namely,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron, 
June  13,  1887;  Mr.  Sexton,  September 
8,  1887  ;  Mr.  Webster,  March  36,  1868  ; 
Mr.  0.  T.  Morgan,  April  16,  1888;  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan,  April  26.  1888— and  I  have 
really  nothing  to  add  to  the  replies  which 
were  then  given. 

PAROCHIAL  expenditure:  (HBTBO- 
P0LI8)  —  ST.  MiROARET  AND  ST. 
JOHN,  WESTMINSTER. 
Ma.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board.  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Vestry  of  St.  Mai^aret  and  St.  John, 
Westminster,  has  recently  borrowed  two 
sums,  one  for  wood  paving,  and  the 
other  for  asphalte  paving,  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  and  that,  having 
completed  the  works  for  which  the  re- 
spective loans  were  taken  up,  and  having 
a  surplus  of  several  thousand  pounds, 
the  Vestry  is  expending  the  aorplos  In 
reduotion  of  the  ourrsnt  ratw ;  wlwthev . 
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some  oi  the  rating  authorities  have 
refused  to  aigu  the  rate  in  oonaeqnence  j 
and,  vhetlisr  there  is  any  pover  of  pre- 
ventinf  current  expenses  being  thus  paid 
for  by  loans  ? 

Thk  PEE3IDBNT  (Mr.  Eitohtb) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  flt.  George's):  The 
Local  Cktvemment  Board  have  ao  juris- 
diction whatever  with  respect  to  the 
loans  raised  by  the  Vestry  or  their  ap- 
plication. They  have,  however,  com- 
municated with  the  Yestry  on  the  aab- 
i*eot,  and  are  iaformed  that  the  late 
loard  of  Works  for  the  Westminster 
Diatriot  received  two  loans  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  last  year 
for  the  execution  of  the  works  in  ques- 
tion ;  that  the  works  have  been  carried 
out ;  and  that  there  is  a  considerable 
balanoa  in  hand  in  respect  of  each  loan. 
The  Yestry  state  that  no  part  of  either 
loan  has  been,  or  ia  intended  to  be,  ap- 
plied in  aid  of  current  rates ;  but  that 
the  balance  of  each  loan  lemains  on  de- 
posit with  the  Treasurer  of  the  Yestry. 
The  Board  are  further  informed  that 
one  of  the  Chnrchirardena  of  the  parish 
refused  to  sign  the  general  rate,  and 
stated  hia  reaaona  for  such  refusal  when, 
OQ  the  2Bth  of  April  last,  he  attended 
before  the  magistrate  to  object  to  the 
allowance  and  signing  of  the  rate  ;  but 
that,  notwithstanding  the  objection  thus 
taken,  the  magistrate  alio  wed  and  signed 
the  rate.  In  the  case  of  a  Yestry  pro- 
posing to  apply  borrowed  moneys  in  aid 
of  current  rates,  I  preaame  that  applica- 
tion might  be  made  to  the  High  Conrt 
for  an  injunction. 

POOB  LAW  {IfiELAND)-ATHT  BOARD 
OF   GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  KILBRIDS!  (Kerry,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu, 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Athy 
Board  of  Guardians  has  been  diaaolved 
by  aealed  order  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  ;  and,  if  so,  why  ? 

Thk  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.},  in  reply, 
sud,  that  the  Board  had  been  diaaolved 
by  a  sealed  order  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  because  the  Guardians  had 
deliberately  misappropriated  the  Union 
funds  for  the  pecuniary  advantage  of  a 
member  of  their  own  body,  in  refunding 
to  him  from  the  rates  ^e  amount  he 
was  obliged  to  pay  by  way  of  surcharge 
is  respect  of  certun  illegal  payments 
Mr.  Bartltji 


he  had  sanctioned  from  the  rates,  as 
reported  by  the  Ijocal  Gbremment 
Auditor. 

Mb.  EILBBIDE  asked,  on  what 
principle  had  the  Local  Government 
Auditor  proceeded  to  make  this  Re- 
port? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALEOTTB  said,  he  fanned 
it  was  on  the  same  principle  as  in  the 
case  of  every  Board  of  Guardians  which 
sanctioned  illegal  payments. 

Ma.  E:IL6RID£  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  in 
making  out  the  aooounts  the  auditor 
had  in  one  case,  where  there  were  only 
three  in  family,  sanotioaed  the  payment 
of  £8  4».  for  their  support  for  the  half 
year;  whereas  in  another  caae,  where 
there  were  13  in  family  (13  children  and 
the  parents],  he  only  sanctioned  the  pay- 
ment of  £5  for  their  support  for  sir 
months,  and  surcharged  tne  Guardians 
with  the  balance  ?  On  what  principle 
had  these  surcharges  been  made  7 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  wa« 
not  aware  of  the  parttcolara  of  the  facts 
of  the  case;  but  he  was  aware  that 
the  payments  surcharged  were  groealy 
illegal. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  {Donegal, 
E.)  asked,  it  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  make  a  persoiuil  investigation 
into  the  facts  in  thie  particular  in- 
stance T 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  facts 
of  the  case  were  really  quite  dear. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTABUBHUENTS— 
EEPOET  OP  THE  ROYAL  COMMIS- 
SION. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  can  state  when  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Service 
Establishments  will  be  iaaued  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  informed  that  the 
Oommiesioners  are  engaged  upon  the 
preparatiou  of  their  Second  Report, 
which  will  probably  be  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty  before  the  end  of  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

(IBELAND)-LOUGH  COBRIB. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 

the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Who  has 

the  power  to  raise  the  Lou^li  Qairib 
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sluices  in  time  of  flood ;  and,  is  oaie 
taken  that  the  interesta  of  tenants  on 
the  banks  of  Lough  Coirib  should  be 
oonsidered  before  those  of  the  lessee  of 
the  salmon  fiahery  ? 

The  8E0RETAET  (Mr.  Jaoksok) 
(Leeds,  X.) :  The  sluices  are  under  the 
control  of  Professor  Toirnsend,  Eoeineer 
of  the  Drainage  and  Navigation  Board, 
under  the  award  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Fublie  Works,  dated  September  25, 
1859.  The  engineer  may  not  allow  the 
minimum  lowest  level  to  fall  below  392 
feet  abore  the  datum  line  at  the  Ord- 
nance summer  level,  or  to  rise  above 
the  m&Ki mum  level  of  31*2  feet  above 
the  datum  line  at  the  winter  level.  The 
engineer  has  always  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  he  poesibly  can,  to  omisuU  the 
interests  of  the  tenants. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)-THB  SHANNON. 

OoLoirai.  MOIiAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Who 
f^ves  the  orders  forthe Shannon  sluices 
at  Athlone  and  If  eelick  to  be  raised ; 
were  these  sluices  raised  on  Tuesday, 
the  12th,  and  when  was  the  order  given 
for  the  raising  of  these  sluices;  and, 
what  was  the  height  of  water  above  the 
bottom  of  the  lock  on  the  12th  June  and 
on  subsequent  days,  and  did  it  ever 
reaoh  within  nine  inches  of  winter  flood 
level  7 

The  SEOEETABT  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  orders  for  raising  the 
sluices  at  A.thlone  and  Meeliok  are  given 
by  the  Besident  Engineer,  Mr.  Cros- 
thwait.  The  sluices  at  Athlone  were  not 
raised  on  Tuesday,  Juno  12.  At  Mee- 
lick  on  that  day  all  were  raised  except 
one,  which  was  under  repair.  The 
height  of  water  on  the  upper  sill  at 
AtUone  Lock  on  that  day  was  eight 
feet,  and  at  Hamilton  Lock,  Meelick, 
six  feet  nine  and  a  half.  Themaximum 
height  of  the  flood  was  en  June  15, 
vhen  the  depths  were — Athlone,  upper 
sill,  8  feet  6  ;  lower  sill,  13  feet  3 ;  Mee- 
liok, upper  sill,  7  feet  4 ;  lower  sill,  9 
feet  9.  I  am  informed  that  the  level  of 
the  winter  water  is  very  variable.  Above 
Athlone  it  reaches  the  surface  of  the 
land,  whan  there  is  a  depth  of  8  feet  2, 
while  on  the  upper  sill  at  Meeliok  the 
depth  is  7  feet  6. 

OoLOWKL  NOLAN  would  like  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether 
he  had  not  stated  that  the  water  at  these 


places  was  over  8  feet,  while  the  Parlia- 
mentary level  was  6  feet  6  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  was  so  ;  but 
he  was  informed  that  unless  the  ooursa 
taken  had  been  adopted  a  very  large 
area  of  land  would  have  been  flooded. 

CoLOREi.  NOLAN  asked,  if  the  right- 
hon.  Qentleman  meant  to  saythatkeep- 
ing  down  the  sluices  would  prevent 
flooding. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  so  he  was  in- 
formed. 

CoLOHBL  NOLAN :  What,  all  ? 

Me.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked,  if  that  was 
to  be  accepted  as  a  correct  engineering 
opinion,  that  keeping  down  the  sluices 
would  prevent  flooding? 

Ub.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  informed 
that  unless  the  water  had  been  kept 
back  a  very  much  larger  area  would 
have  been  flooded  lower  down. 

HOKBE  AND  CATTLE  BREEDING  (IRQ. 

LAND)— ROYAL   DUBLIN   SOCIETY— 

THE  GRANT  OP  £6,000. 

Mb.  M.  J.  EENN  Y(Tyrone,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If 
the  Royal  Dublin  Society  have  reported 
to  the  Qovernment  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  expended  the  sum  of  £5,000 
entrusted  to  them  for  the  improvement' 
of  horse  and  cattle  breeding  in  Ireland ; 
and,  if  he  hae  any  objection  to  giving  a 
Betum  showing  the  names  of  members 
of  local  committees ;  the  number  of  se- 
lected horses ;  the  names  of  owners  of 
suoh  horses ;  the  districts  set  apart  for 
each  horse ;  the  namber  of  bulls,  with 
their  respective  breeds;  the  number  of 
applications  for  service  premiums ;  the 
namber  of  applications  refused,  with 
reasons  for  such  refusal ;  the  distriets 
in  which  selected  bulls  are  located ;  and, 
the  amount  of  surplus,  if  any  ? 

The  chief  SECBETART  toe  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bii-TOim)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Boyal  Dublin  Society  have  furnished 
a  detailed  Report  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  dealt  with  the  £5,000 
for  horse  and  cattle  breeding.  There 
would  be  no  objection  to  grant  a  Retnm 
in  the  form  indicated,  excepting  as  re- 
gards  that  portion  relating  to  number  of 
applications  for  and  refusal  of  serrioe 
premiumB,  of  which  there  is  no  reoord. 
The  refusals,  I  understand,  were  few. 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  the  Bojrol . 
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Dublin  Sooietj  li&ve  given  considerable 
information  on  the  anbjeot  of  the  die- 
tribation  of  the  grant  in  their  published 
prooeedingfl,  and  in  a  special  pamphlet. 
The  hon.  Member  may  poseiblj  find 
these  sufficient  for  the  purpose  be  has 
in  view. 

Un.  If.  J.  KENNY  said,  he  hod 
denred  that  these  Betums  should  be 
jssned  to  Members  of  the  House,  so  that 
Parliament  irould  have  an  opportunity 
of  forming  an  opinion  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  this  money  had  been  disposed 


Mb.  FIGTON  (Leicester]  asked  the 
TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  negotiations  for 
the  abolition  of  foreign  sugar  bounties 
extend  to  the  abolition  or  reduction  of 
the  protective  duties  leried  by  foreign 
nations  on  British  sugar,  or  on  British 
manufactures  in  which  sugar  is  used  ? 

The  UNDEE  8ECEBTAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fkkodssoh)  (Man- 
ohester,  N.E.) :  No;  these  negotiations 
relate  solely  to  the  abolition  of  sugar 
bonnties,  and  do  not  enter  into  questions 
of  duties  on  sugar,  or  on  mauufactures 
in  which  sugar  is  used. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES  OONFERENOE— THE 
UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT. 

Ml.  ILLINaWOBTH  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Qorernment  of  the 
TTnited  States  have  taken  a  ^art  in  the 
Ooaferenee  on  Sugar  Bounties  in  the 
same  manner  and  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  GoTemments  of  the  other  coun- 
tries coQcemed ;  and,  whether  he  is  able 
to  give  the  House  any  information  con- 
cerning the  probability  of  the  United 
States  OoTernment  joining  in  and 
adopUng  the  eondasions  of  the  Oon- 
ferenoe  r 

Thz  UNDEB  SEOBETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FsBaUBSoir)  [Man- 
ohestex,  N.E.) :  The  BepresentatiTe  of 
the  United  States  attended  the  Sugar 
Conference  to  listen  to  its  proceedings 
and  report  the  same,  but  without  com- 
mitting his  Qovemment.  Z  am  not  able 
to  inform  the  House  conoeming  the 
course  which  the  GoTemment  of  the 
United  States  may  take  at  future 
atages. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfimr 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1687  —  IMPRISON- 
MENT OF  ME.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 
Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientraant  of  Ire- 
land, Whedier  Her  Majesty's  Gorem- 
ment  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  a  copy  of  the  record  and  the  de- 
positions in  the  Court  of  First  Instance 
and  on  appeal,  in  the  ease  of  Mr.  John 
Dillon,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
sentenced  on  the  20Ch  instant  at  Dau- 
dalk  to  an  imprisonment  of  six  months  ? 
The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bai.poub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
considered  Uiis  matter  carefully ;  and,  ia 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  cauree  ^o- 
poeed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
very  unusual  one,  and  there  is  nothing 
special,  so  far  as  I  know,  either  in  the 
facts  or  the  law  relating  to  the  case  in 
the  Paper,  Z  think  it  will  not  be  expe- 
dient to  make  the  Return  asked  for  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemao. 

ORIBONALLAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE' 

LAND)  ACT,  1S8T-PRISON    RBOULA. 

TION8— MR.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 

Me.  JOIOET  (Durham,  Ohesterle- 
Street)  (forMr.  W.H.  James)  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Chief  SecretaiT  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  Mr.  John 
Dillon  has  been  employed  since  his  im- 
prisooment,  and  what  vill  be  the  nature 
of  his  employment  during  the  progress 
of  his  sentence  P 

Thb  chief  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bai^touh)  (Manchester,  E.):  ^he 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  the 
hon.  Member  referred  to  has  been 
exempt  from  labour  of  any  kind,  the 
medical  officer  having  directed  his  being 
placed  in  the  Prison  Hospital. 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— MR. 

J.   H.  ATKINSON,  PETTY   SESSIONS 

CLERK,     MARYBOROUGH,    (JUEEN'S 

COUNTY. 

Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  County,  Leix) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  H  be  is  aware 
that  Mr.  John  H.  Atkinson,  Petty 
Sessions  Clerk  ut  Maryborough,  Queen's 
County,  has  beeu  suspended  for  defalca- 
tions extending  over  a  number  of  years, 
and  if  he  is  aware  of  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  tbea9  defolcatiow;  and,  if  it  to 
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the  intentton  of  the  Cbvernment,  &8  re- 
ported, to  aaDotion  the  re-instatement  of 
Mr.  Atkinson  in  the  position  of  Petty 
Sessions  Clerk  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfodb]  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  clerk  referred  to  had  not  been 
saspeaded  for  defaloations,  but  for 
neglect  of  duty.  The  Magistrates  have 
recommended  hia  re-in  statement,  and 
the  matter  is  now  before  the  Lord 
Lieutenant. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry.S.)  asked, 
had  not  Mr.  Atkinson  received  dog- 
taxes,  for  vhioh  he  did  not  issue  either 
stamped  or  lioensed  documents? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  the  fact. 


Mb.  QUILTER  [SufFoIk,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  What  is  the  reason 
for  the  delay  in  the  issue  of  the  Return 
relating  to  the  Prison  Department;  and, 
whether  the  Return  will  show  the  num* 
her  of  prisoners  employed  in  mat  making 
in  each  prises  ? 

Thi  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Mr.  SxuAaT-WoaTLBT)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  There  has  been  no 
avoidable  delay  this  year  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Report  of  the  Prison 
Commissioners ;  the  Report  usually  ap- 
pears at  the  end  of  August.  When 
issued  it  will  show,  in  the  same  way  as 
the  Report  last  published,  the  number 
of  prisoners  employed  at  mat-making  in 
each  prison.  It  appears  that  the  actual 
daily  average  number  of  prisoners  so 
employed  in  the  year  ending  March  31, 
1868,  was  only  1,473. 


Mb.  SHEBHY  (Golway,  8.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther tenants  under  £4  valuation  who 
have  purchased  under  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Aot  can  be  sued  for  rates  which  became 
due  previous  to  the  confirmation  by 
the  Land  Commiseion  of  the  purchase 
scheme ;  did  Lord  Ashbourne's  Aot  eon- 
template  payment  by  such  tenants  of 
arrears  of  poor  rates;  what  are  the 
powers  of  Qnardiana  to  reoover  arrears 
of  rates  from  tenantg  under  £4  valua- 
tion ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
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Quardians  to  exhaust  the  means  at  their 
disposal  to  recover  the  rates  from  the 
landlord  in  such  cases  before  suing  the 
occupier  7 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbh)  (DubUn 
University)  :  The  occupier  for  the  time 
being  of  any  land  may  be  compelled  to 
pay  the  poor  rate  as  soon  as  it  is  four 
months  in  arreor.  If  the  valuation  of 
the  land  is  not  more  than  £4,  the  ocon- 
pier,  if  compelled  to  pay,  may  recover 
the  whole  amount  from  the  lessor  of  the 
land  by  civil  bill,  or  he  maj  deduct  it 
from  his  tent,  if  he  is  liable  to  pay  a 
rent.  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  does  not 
affectthe  question.  The  person  in  actual 
occapation  of  laud  can  be  equally  sued 
by  the  Quardians  whether  he  is  a  tenant 
or  a  purohaser,  and  in  either  case  he  can 
reooverfrom  the  person  ultimately  liable. 
The  Board  of  Giiardians  ore  by  law  en- 
titled to  sue  either  the  lessor  or  the 
occupier  of  land.  Where  the  lessor  is 
ultimately  liable  it  is,  Z  am  informed, 
the  usual  practice  to  use  all  reasonable 
endeavour  to  compel  him  to  pay  before 
resorting  to  the  occupier.  The  mode  of 
enforcing  payment  is  either  by  distress, 
which,  of  course,  only  affects  the  occu- 
pier, or  by  civil  bill,  which  is  available 
against  either  lessor  oi  occupier. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-DI3Mia8AL  OP 
P.  LOUGHRET,  TULLA  UNION. 
Mr.  COX  (Clare  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  can  cite  any  precedents 
for  the  action  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  in  dismissing,  by  sealed  order, 
Mr.  Patrick  Loughry,  poor  rate  collector 
in  the  Tulla  Union,  wiuiout  any  previous 
communication  with  the  local  Board  of 
Quardians ;  can  he  state  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  "illegal  proceedings  "  Mr. 
Longhry  was  alleged  to  be  concerned 
in,  and  for  which  he  was  sentenced  to 
14  days'  imprisonment,  in  default  of 
giving  bail  to  be  of  good  behaviour,  and 
for  which  he  was  three  months  after- 
wards dismissed  by  sealed  order,  con- 
sisted in  being  one  of  a  large  party 
engaged  in  a  hunt  with  a  local  pack  of 
harriers  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  tnat  the 
Quardians,  having  complied  with  the 
orders  of  the  liocal  Qovernment  Board 
to  advertise  for  a  suooessor  to  Mr. 
Loughry,  and  having  received  no  ap- 
plication for  the  office,  passed  a  Besolo- 
tion  on  May  39,  stating  that— 
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"  The  Ouudiana  deem  it  their  duty  to  let  the 
Local  QoTemment  Board  know  that  it  is  the 
'belief  of  the  GitardiariB  that  no  eligible  penoii 
will  apply  for  the  office  eo  long  aa  their  sealed 
order,  vith  the  Chief  Seoceta^'i  signatare  to 

whether,  at  the  meetiitgr  of  the  Board  of 
Oaardians  on  the  19th  instant,  a  Beeo- 
lution  was  adoptad,  again  infnrmiDg  the 
L3cal  OoTerDment  Board  that  there  was 
na  reBpoDBe  to  their  adrertisenieiit  for 
candidates  for  the  vacant  situation,  and 
again  directing  the  attention  of  the 
I^al  Government  Board  to  the  Besoln- 
tion  of  the  39th  nltimo,  aUo  pointing 
out  that — 

*'  A  large  number  of  poverty- Btricken  persODB 
hare  been  for  the  past  tvo  months  deprived  of 
out-door  relief  oving  entirely  to  the  effect  of 
this  sealed  order," 

and,  whether,  aa  President  of  the  liocat 
Government  Board,  ha  will  give  instruo- 
tiona  to  have  the  order  withdrawn  ? 

Thr  chief  SEOEETiET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  B&I.FOUB}  [UancheBter,  E.],  in  reply, 
said,  two  oaees  of  the  kind  had  occurred 
— one,  the  case  of  the  hon.  Memher  for 
South  Cork,  and  the  other,  the  case 
of  Dr.  Magner.  Longhry  was  con- 
victed as  one  of  the  promoters  of  an 
illegal  assembly  of  300  or  400  people, 
who  assembled  under  the  guise  of  a  hunt 
to  intimidate  persons  from  taking  certain 
farms  in  order  that  the  lands  might  be- 
come derelict.  The  representations  in 
question  were  made  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  but,  aa  he  had  already 
explained,  the  outdoor  relief  was  dis- 
continued not  beoanse  of  the  dismissal 
of  the  man — tho  payment  of  it  had  been 
stopped  before  that — bnt  because  of  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Union. 

POST  OFFICE— CIRCULATION  DEPART- 
MENT (INLAND  BRAKCHj-SUNDAY 
DUTY— THE  SORTERS. 
Mb.  PIOKEESQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the   Postmaster  General, 
Whether  the  sorters  employed  on  Bun- 
day  duty  in  the  Circulation  Department 
(Inland  Branch)  petitioned  in  18S4  for 
an  improved  rate  of  pay ;  whether,  in 
January,  I8S5,  they  asked  for  a  reply 
to  their  Petition,  which  was  not  given  T 
whether,  in  Ootober,   1896,  they  were 
told  officially  that— 

"  A  aoheme  was  in  existence,  whioh  would 
probably  be  published  early  in  tile  new  year ;  ' 

whether,  in  Jannary  of  the  present  year, 
having  again  asked  for  a  reply  to  the 
Mr.  Cax 


Controller  that  "  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral was  in  communication  with  the  Trea- 
sury ; "  whether  the  last  statement  is 
correct;  and,  when  a  definite  answer  to 
the  Petition  will  be  given  f 

The  POSTMASTER  GENESA.L(Mr. 
Eaikbb)  (Cambridge  University) :  If, 
as  I  presume,  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  extra  pay  far  extra  duty,  the  facts  are 
very  much  as  implied  in  the  Question. 
The  matter  has,  no  doubt,  been  a  long 
time  under  consideration,  involving,  aa 
it  does,  ntinute  and  laborious  investiga- 
tion ;  but  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
a  decision  may  now  be  arrived  at  shortly, 
and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
no  effort  on  my  part  will  be  wanting  to 
bring  this  about. 


Mh.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  wouldbe  prepared  to  instruct 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  to  remit 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  in- 
struments executed  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act 
of  1886  which  are  presented  to  them  for 
the  purpose  at  any  time  before  the  Ist 
of  January  next? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  see  many  advan- 
tages in  the  oonrse  snggested  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  matter  is  under  my 
consideration ;  and  I  ahall  be  glad  to 
give  him  a  fuller  and  more  definite 
answer  if  he  will  kindly  repeat  his  Ques- 
tion in  a  few  days. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND J-ADMIN- 
ISTKATION  OF  JUDICIAL  OATHS. 

Hr.  J.  SINCLAIR  (Ayr,  &.j.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  has  yet  considered  the  subject  of 
assimilating  the  prantioa  of  the  Irish 
Courts  in  me  administration  of  an  oath 
by  the  "uplifted  hand,"  to  the  in- 
variable practice  in  the  Scotch  Courts  as 
described  by  the  Lard  Advocate ;  and, 
whether,  if  he  considers  further  legisla- 
tion is  necessary  to  effect  this  reform, 
he  is  now  prepared  to  state  when  heoan 
introduce  such  legislation  f 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GESERAL  me 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin 
University) :   If  the  hon.  Ifember  will 
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introdaoe  a  Bill  dealinf  with  the  aab- 
jeot  matter  of  bis  Queation,  I  oan 
assure  him  that  it  will  reoeire  the 
most  favourable  oonsideratioo  on  ths 
part  of  the  QoremmeDt.  I  fear  that, 
so  long  as  the  law  is  gOTsmed  by  the 
Act  of  1 838,  differenaes  of  opinion 
vill  exist  as  to  the  proper  mode  of 
applying  its  provisions,  and  that  there 
exist  DO  means  of  obtaining  the  unifor- 
mity of  practice  which  the  hon.  Ifem- 
her  desires. 

Mb.  J.  SINCLAIR :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  be  able  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject, as  it  would  be  mum  better  coming 
from  the  QoTemment  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not at  this  moment  nildertake  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
such  a  Bill.  However,  the  matter  will 
receive  oousideration. 


CHEI^EA      HOSPITAL  —  GEORGE 

WILLIAMS,  A  PENSIONER. 
Mk.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  oi  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  case  of  Qeoige 
Williams,  a  pensioner,  formerly  of  the 
9th  Foot,  who,  on  June  S,  1887,  was 
informed  by  the  Royal  Commissioners 
of  Chelsea  Hospital,  with  tha  assent  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that 
his  claim  to  an  additional  Id,  a-day 
had  been  rocognized  aa  well-founded, 
and  that  the  necessary  iastmctions 
would  be  issued  for  payment  of  arrears 
from  May  9,  1865,  to  December  31, 
1685,  eiclusive  of  the  period  &om 
July  1  to  November  1,  1B79,  during 
which  he  was  in  Chelsea  Hospital ; 
whether  the  Treasury  have  caused  the 
money  so  promised  to  ba  withheld  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  tha  pensioner  was  not  responsible 
for  the  accumulation  of  the  arrears, 
and  of  the  official  tetter  promising  pay- 
ment, and  of  all  the  other  cironm- 
Btancss  of  the  case  he  will  direct  that 
the  Treasury  deoiuon  shall  be  re-con- 
conaidered. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  thx  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoBOHBir)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  has  been  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  Traa- 
anry  and  War  Office  with  respact  to 
this  case;  but  I  have  been  looking, 
|iersonally  into  it,   and  I  have  good 
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hopes    of  being  able  to   arrive  at  s 
satisfactory  settlement  of  it. 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Seoretuy  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  now  give  the 
promised  information  as  to  the  Irra- 
waddy  Flotilla  Company  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jonw  Qobbt)  (Chatham) : 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  Indian  mail 
haa  arrived ;  but  it  has  not  brought  ths 
Papers  relating  to  this  matter. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  sa^  how  it  was  that  a  few 
weeks  ago  he  informed  the  House  that 
he  hod  reason  to  believo  the  documents 
were  on  the  way  1 

Sib  JOHN  QOBST: 


that  I  was  told  so. 


M, 


reason  was 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— NOTTINO- 
HAM  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  the  Nottingham  School  Board 
have  made  repeated  requests  to  tho 
Education  Department  to  be  permitted 
to  provide  additional  accommodation  in 
the  People's  College  Board  School,  and 
have  made  various  proposals  for  that 
purpose ;  whether  the  attendance  is  in 
excess  of  the  certified  accommodation, 
notwithstanding  that  mure  than  100 
children  have  been  refused  admission ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  school  is 
centrally  situated,  and  is  so  successful 
as  to  cost  the  ratepayers  nothing ; 
whether,  instead  of  complying  with  the 
Board's  requests,  the  Education  Depart-' 
ment  has  proposed  the  ejection  of  tbe 
Boholars  in  the  three  lower  standarda ; 
and,  whether  the  application  which  haa 
lately  been  made  for  leave  to  erect 
supplementary  schools  on  another  site 
will  be  acceded  to  by  the  Department? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wn.- 
LTAH  Habt  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  People's  College  Board  School  was 
eatabliahed  aa  a  higher  grade  school  to 
serve  the  necessities  of  the  whole  town ; 
and  the  proposals  of  the  Board  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  converting  it  into 
a  school  of  the  ordinary  type  for  the 
supply  of  a  particular  district.  It  is  to 
this  degradation  of  a  central  school  tor 
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higher  olementar;  education,  and  not 
to  the  Bupply  of  additional  aooommoda- 
tion,  that  the  Department  have  ob- 
jected ;  and,  as  at  present  advised,  I  aee 
□0  reason  to  re>oonaider  my  decision  in 
the  matter. 


Da.  FOX  (King's  Co.,  TuUamore) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  he  will 
arrange  tor  fair  rents  to  be  fixed  for  the 
tenants  of  Edenderry  Distriot,  some  of 
whom  have  been  kept  waiting  for  over 
three  years  ? 

Thf  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baifoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Land  Oommiasioners  inform  me  that  it 
is  not  correct  to  atate  that  some  of  the 
applications  to  fix  fair  rents  in  the 
Edenderry  Union  have  been  kept  wait- 
ing over  three  yeara.  The  earliest  un- 
diapoaed  of  case  in  the  Kildare  part  of 
the  Union  was  served  on  the  28th  of 
September,  1887  ;  in  the  Ueath  part  on 
the  29th  of  September,  1887;  and  in 
the  'KXa^  County  part  on  the  5th  July, 
1886.  The  Commissioners  are  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  state  when  a 
Sub-Oommisaioner  wilt  nest  sit  for  the 
dieposal  of  coses  in  the  King's  County 
portion  of  the  Union ;  but  21  oases  have 
been  listed  from  the  Kildare  part  of  the 
Union  for  the  sitting  commencing  at 
Kaaa  on  the  2nd  of  July. 

HOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— 
Sl-REET  ASSEMBLIES. 

Ur.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
aeked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
new  instructions  have  been  issued  dur- 
ing the  last  nine  montha  to  the  Royal 
Iriah  Constabularly  Forces,  as  to  the 
prevention  uf  any  assembly  of  persons 
in  the  streets  after  the  holding  of  trials 
in  the  various  Court-houses  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8BCEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoue)  (Manchester,  £.) :  The  In- 
spector Qenaral  of  Constabulary  reports 
that  no  new  instructions  of  the  nature 
indicated  have  been  issued  to  the  polioe. 
Two  Circulars  were  issued  to  the  Divi- 
sional Magistrates  during  the  period 
named,  pointiog  out  Regulations  to  be 
observed  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  at  public  demonstrations,  and  for 
the  prevention  of  improper  demonstra- 
tions. 


Sir  William  Bitrt  I>yt« 


Mr.  SCHWANN:  WUl  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  them  on  the 
Table? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

COUNTY    ELECTORS    ACT,    1888  — DE- 

CLARATI0N8     IN    MUNICIPAL     BO- 

EOUQHS. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manoheater,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board,  Whether  in  the  County 
Electors  Act  of  1888,  Section  4,  Sub- 
section 2,  in  a  borough  which  is  only 
municipal,  and  for  ^ich  declarations 
are  to  be  made  on  or  before  September 
5,  those  deolarationa  are  to  be  served  on 
the  Town  Clerk  in  that  borough  or  on 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  on  whom  such 
declarations  outside  of  that  borough  are 
served  ? 

Thk  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  SrromB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St  George's) :  It  is 
presumed  that  the  Question  is  intended 
to  refer  to  declarations  in  boroughs 
whioh  are  municipal,  but  not  Farua- 
mentary,  under  Sub-section  I  (a)  of 
Section  4  of  the  (Jounty  Electors  Act. 
These  declarations  ought  to  be  served 
on  the  Town  Clerk  of  the  borough,  in 
aocordanoe  with  the  Parliamentary  and 
Municipal  Registration  Act,  1878,  and 
not  on  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS) -REFRESH- 
IIENT  STAND  IN  THE  VIOTORIA 
PARK. 

Mk.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether,  in  1861,  permission  was 
granted  to  Mr.  Richard  Qoddard  to 
occupy  a  space  about  12  feet  square  in 
Victoria  Park  as  a  refreshment  etand  ; 
whether,  in  1 873,  the  continuance  of  this 

Kirmiesion  was  granted  to  Mr.  Daniel 
icholl,  aon-in-law  of  Mr.  Goddard ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  A^l  30, 
18BS,  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
oanceUed  such  permission ;  and,  whether 
the  rei^eehment  stand,  whilst  under  the 
control  of  the  First  Commissioner,  had 
always  been  well-conducted  ? 

Thb  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnkbt)  (Dublin  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  believed  the  facts  were  as 
stated  in  the  Question ;  and  he  hod  not 
heard  a  word  of  complaint  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  refreshment  stand 
had  been  conducted, 
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SCOTLAND— LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
—THE  BKIBO  ESTATE,  BDTHEK- 
LAND8HIRE. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) asked  tbe  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther he  ie  aware  that  Mr.  Sutherland, 


p 


iroprietorof  the  Skibosatate  in  Sutber- 


landabire,  has  refused  to  aocept  from  hi 
tenanta  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Commls- 
uon  appointed  under  Act  of  Parliament 
for  that  purpoae,  or  refused  to  gire  a 
clear  receipt  for  the  said  rent  when  duly 
offered  to  him ;  and  that  he  threatens 


9  they  pay  tbe  old  rent; 
and,  whether  the  Qovernment  will  take 
any  steps  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenants  in  this  case  ? 

Thk  LOKD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Haodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St, 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  facta  stated  in  the  Question. 
Assuming  them  to  be  correct,  thematter 
involved  is  one  that  can  only  be  decided 
by  a  competent  Court  of  Law  ;  and  her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  power 
to  interfere. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER-HOUSE 
OF  COMMONS— POLICE  ATTENDANCE. 
Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
aaked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department,  Tbe  number  of 
police  officers  employed  in  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  number  employed  in  the 
Hnuae  of  Commons  who  received  extra 
pay  the  whole  year,  and  who  receive 
extra  pay  during  the  Parliamentary 
Session,  and  what  rank  these  officers 
hold ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  the 
total  number  of  each  rank  from  each 
House  that  will  be  removed  at  tbe  end 
of  the  Seaaion  under  Sir  Charlea  War- 
ren's new  Regulations  ? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATK  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  In  the 
House  of  Lords  one  sergeant  and  six 
police  oonstables,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons one  sergeant  and  nine  police  con- 
stables, receive  extra  pay  all  the  year 
round.  In  addition  to  this,  there  is  the 
night  watch  paid  by  the  Office  of  Works, 
coneistingof  one  Inspector,  twosergeants, 
and  16  police  oonstables.  Id  tbe  House 
of  Lords  26  police  constablss,  in  the 
House  of  Commons  two  sergeants  and 
70  police  constables,  receive  extra  pay 
during  the  Session.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner cannot  say  definitely  how  many 


of  each  rank  from  each  House  will  be 
removed  at  the  end  of  the  Session ;  but 
there  will  probably  he  not  more  than, 
seven  men  affected  by  the  new  Regu- 
lations. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  —  AH- 
RESTS  FOE  CONSPIKACT  —  HAND- 
CUFFING. 

Mil.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Under  what  powers  and  by  whose  orders 
were  Mr.  Sweeney,  T.G.,  and  other 
Lough rea  shopkeepers  who  were  ar- 
rested for  conspiracy,  &c.,  conveyed 
handcuffed  to  gaol ;  what  are  tbe  Police 
Regulations  with  regard  to  handcuffing 
untried  prisoners  ;  were  the  handcufb 
kept  on  the  1 1  men  in  question  during  a 
drive  on  care  of  22  milee,  from  Lougb- 
rea  to  Galway,  after  they  were  returned 
for  trial,  bail  being  refused  by  Mr. 
Townaend,  R.M. ;  did  the  Queen's  Bench 
afterwards  grant  bail  to  all  the  II  men  ; 
and,  what  was  the  reason  for  hand- 
cuffing them  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbh)  (Dublin 
University)  :  The  Inspector  General  of 
Constabularly  reports  that  the  Loughrea 
prisoners  were  handcufied  in  accordance 
with  the  Polioe  Regulations,  the  respon- 
sible officer  having  grounds  to  appro- 
bend  an  attempted  rescue.  Uuder  the 
Constabnlary  Regulations  prisoners  are 
to  be  handcuffed  (1)  if  charged  with  the 
commission  of  any  serious  offence;  (2) 
if  persons  of  bad  character  ;  (3)  if  there 
are  reaaonable  grounds  to  apprehend  an 
escape,  or  attempted  rescue,  or  violence. 
The  handcuffs  were  kept  on  tbe  prisoners 
until  they  were  lodged  in  Galway  Gaol, 
six  of  them  having  being  sent  by  road, 
and  the  remaining  five  by  rail  from 
Athenry.  It  is  tbe  fact  that  Mr.  Town- 
send  refused  to  admit  the  prisoners  to 
bail,  and  that  bail  was  subsequently 
granted  by  tbe  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
any  objection  to  read  tbe  Regulations. 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  he  bad  not  got 
tbe  KegulatioDS  with  him. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  tbe  Estimates  for  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabularly  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  diS'erence  in  the  practices 
existing  in  Eogland  and  Ireland  with 
regard  to  handcuffing  of  untried  pri- 
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The  lord  MAYOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfaat,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther an  attempt  had  ever  heea  made  to 
raume  a  Goeicion  Act  prisoner  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mr.  madden  aaid,  he  believed  not; 
but  proper  caution  was  neceeeary  on  the 
occasion  in  qnestion. 

OEIMINAL  LAW  AND  PKOCEDUHB  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1B87— PRISON  RWGDLA- 
TIONS-PIOKIN&  OAKUM. 
Mr.  JOICEY  {Durham,  Gheeter-Ie- 
Street)  (for  Ma.  "W.  H.  James)  (Gates- 
head) aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
prisoners  sentenced  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  hare 
to  pick  oakum  and  break  stones  like 
other  prisoners ;  and,  whether  the 
prisoners  UDdergoing  these  sentences 
vith  hard  labour  have  an  extra  allow- 
ance of  food  to  those  undergoing  sen- 
tences without  hard  labour? 

The  chief  BEOKETART  (Me.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  they  were  under  the  same  Rules  as 
other  convicted  prisoners. 

OBEBNWICH  HOSPITAL  FDNDH— THE 
SEAAIEN  PBNSIONEE  RESERVE. 
Oaptaim  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as  a 
Trustee  of  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
Funds,  Whether  having  stated  in  his 
letter  to  the  Treasury  of  October  18, 
1886,  as  follows:— 

"  Their  Lordshipg,  aa  Trustees  of  tbe  Green- 
wich Hospital  Fund,  no  longut  feel  justified  in 
divertiDg  the  revenaes  of  this  Charity,  and  tbe 
charKe  for  the  maintainance  of  the  Seamen 
Pensioner  Reserve  must,  they  cooiider.  necea- 
aatily  f^  on  Parliamentary  Votes," 

ha  proposes  to  discontinue  so  divertinj; 
the  said  revenues  J 

Thb  first  lord  (Lord  Geoeoe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) ;  The 
correspondence  to  which  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  alludesahowsadivergence 
of  opinion  between  two  Departments  as 
to  tbe  charges  which  legitimately  apper- 
tain to  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Funds. 
Thepayment  to  theSeamen  Pensioner  Re- 
serve is  a  liability  which  the  Admiralty 
must  meet ;  and  if  tbe  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital Funds  are  the  only  resources  out 
of  which  this  liability  can  be  defrayed, 
they  must  be  applied  to  this  purpose. 


INDIA— WATER  SUPPLY  AT  RAWUL 
PINDI. 
Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Native  inhabitants  of  the 
City  of  Rawul  Findi  are,  in  consequence 
of  the  energy  of  the  Commissioner, 
Colonel  Parry  Nisbet,  now  supplied  with 
fresh  water  at  all  seasons  of  the  year, 
which  is  brought  from  the  River  Rawnl 
by  pipes  laid  underground,  a  distance  of 
aeven  miles,  into  tbe  city ;  if  it  is  true 
that  the  cantonments,  distant  about  a 
mile  from  the  city,  are  obliged  to  draw 
from  wells  the  majority  of  which  run  dry 
in  the  hot  season  ;  whether  any  recom~ 
mendations  have  been  made,  suggesting 
the  eztensicQ  of  the  water  aupply  to  tbe 
cantonments ;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
reasons  have  they  not  been  carried  into 
effect;  and,  whether  steps  will  betaken 
at  an  early  period  to  give  tbe  large  body 
of  troops  stationed  at  the  cantonments 
the  great  benefit  already  conferred  upon 
the  Native  inhabitants  of  tbe  city  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gonsr)  (Chatham): 
There  is  no  official  information  at  the 
India  Office  which  enables  me  to  reply 
to  this  Question.  The  matter  is  one 
which  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  of  India  to  settle  withont  in- 
structions from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-CORONERS'  IN- 
QUESTS-REMOVAL  OF  A  CORPSE. 
Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
circumstancee  attending  tbe  removal  of 
the  body,  by  the  Coroner's  officer,  of 
the  late  Mr.  J.  T.  Coleman,  from  the 
bouse  in  which  be  died  (46,  Benlede 
Street,  Poplar)  to  the  "East  India 
Arms,"  where  the  inquest  was  held; 
whether  the  Coroner's  officer  has  the 
legal  right  to  order  the  removal  of  a 
body,  against  the  wishes  of  tbe  relatives, 
for  simple  convenience  or  the  despatch 
of  buainess ;  whether  he  has  legal  power 
to  call  on  the  police  to  remove  the  body 
by  force;  and,  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  public  inquests,  the  necessity 
of  the  jury  viewing  the  body,  and  the 
expediency  of  the  present  system  of 
holding  inquests  in  public-houses,  with 
the  object  of  seeing^  whether,  by  soma 
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change  is  tlis  law,  the  uinoyanae, 
trouble,  and  cost  of  inapeotion  and  re- 
moral  of  the  body  oould  be  pTevented  ? 
Thk  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
IfATTHBve)  (BirmiDgham,  E.):  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  Ooroner  on 
thia  matter.  He  informs  me  that  the 
bod^  was  not  remored  to  the  "East 
India  Arms,"  but  to  tba  nearest  public 
mortnaiy,  in  aooordance  with  the  almost 
QniTeraal  practice  in  the  crowded  parts 
of  London.  Z  hare  not  been  able  to 
obtain  a  legal  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
Ooroner  has  a  right  to  order  the  removal 
of  a  body,  or  whether,  theiefors,  he 
would  be  entitled  to  the  aaaistance  of 
the  police.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
Buch  general  dissatisfaction  exists  with 
the  present  procedure  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Oommittee  is  neoesaary. 
I  understand  that  in  moat  parts  of  the 
Hetropolis  arransemsnts  are  made  to 
obriate  the  necessity  of  holding  inquests 
in  publie-houaes.  The  Ooroner  for  East 
Middlesex  informs  me  that  he  nerer 
holds  an  inqnest  in  a  public-house  if  he 
can  avoid  it;  and  at  the  present  moment 
an  applioatioa  for  the  ose  of  the  Town 
Hall  at  Poplar  is  before  the  Trustees  of 
that  building. 

POOB  LAW— PENSIONERS  AND  AEMT 
RESERVE  MEN. 

Uk.  L  E  Q  H  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Xewton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  a 
large  number  of  Pensioners  and  Army 
Sessrve  men  are  inmates  of  workhouses 
which  they  only  leave  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  their  pay,  often  returning 
for  re-odmittance  the  same  day ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  means  exist  by  which  the 
Guardians  of  the  various  Unions  could 
attach  the  sums  of  money  which  become 
periodically  dne  to  such  persons,  in 
order  to  defray  the  expense  of  their 
maintenance  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  Bitohik) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  0001^0" s) :  The 
Local  Government  Board  obtained  par- 
ticulars as  to  the  number  of  Army  Re- 
serve men  and  military  pensioners  in 
VorkhousBB  on  the  12th  of  November 
lost.  The  total  number  of  inmates  of 
workhouses  on  that  day  was  about 
63,000.  Of  this  number  86  were  Army 
Keaerre  meoand  630  military  pensioners. 
As  regards  the  latter,  there  is  a  pro- 
vision in  the  19  Viet.,  0.  15,  e.  8,  which 


enables  the  Guardians  to  arrange  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  repayment 
from  the  pension  of  the  amount  of  re- 
lief advanced  to  the  pensioner,  and  in 
a  la^e  number  of  cases  this  provision 
is  acted  upon  by  the  Gnardions.  The 
Guardians  cannot,  however,  recover 
more  than  the  cost  of  the  relief  granted 
to  the  man,  although  his  pension  may 
exceed  that  amount ;  and  there  are,  no 
doubt,  cases  where  the  pensioner  dis- 
charges himself  from  the  workhouse 
with  the  view  of  receiving  the  balance 
of  his  pension,  and  when  ha  has  re- 
ceived it  within  a  short  time  spends  it, 
and  again  becomes  an  inmate  of  the 
workhouse.  As  regards  the  Army  Re- 
serve men,  there  is  at  present  no  simUor 
provisLcn ;  but,  as  already  stated,  the 
number  of  such  men  in  workhouses  ia 
very  small. 

CRIMINAL     LAW    AND     FROOEDURE 

(IRELAND)    ACT,     1B87— TRIAL    AND 

8BNTENCE  ON  MB.    3.    HALPIN  FOR 

THE     ENNIS     MEETING  —  COUNTY 

COURT  JUDGE  KELLT. 

Hr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 

Secretary  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant  of 

Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

directed  to  the  following  report,  which 

appeared  in  Th»  Star  of  June  21 : — 

"  The  leiiteiiM  of  three  months'  imprlioii- 
■naot  pwued  on  Mr.  Jamei  Hklpin  for  tha  Eimis 
meeting  wM  jettetday  conflimed  at  the  Quarter 
SewioDi  by  Count;  Court  Judge  Sell;.  An 
application  to  make  the  priioner  a  Siat-clau 
nuademeanant  wu  rsfased.  Colonel  Turner 
gave  evidence  of  the  oircumtbuicet  attending 
the  meeting  at  Ennig  in  an  old  com  itore. 
Judge  Kelly  :  Bow  is  it  you  did  not  armt  the 
promotwa  of  tha  meeting  F — The  Witneai : 
They  did  not  giro  me  the  cbancs. — Jndgs 
Kelly  !  Oh,  yoB,  they  did.  They  came  down 
here  fioro  Dublin,  li  ia  hard  to  punilh  poor 
people,  and  alloir  these  fellowa,  the  organiiera, 
to  go  free.— Tha  Witnea* :  I  would  be  only  loo 

K~  A  to  arreat  them  if  I  thought  I  had  a  chance. 
a  Judge;  Their  preaence  was  qui  to  enough. 
You  had  tha  placard  and  the  artiolee  in  Uiiitid 
Iritmd  oalling  on  the  people  to  go  and  hear 
Ur.  Dantt ; " 

and,  whether,  if  a  prosecution  is  insti- 
tuted, he  will  undertake  that  no  part  of 
the  proceedings  will  be  beard  by  Judge 
Kelly,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
secution was  recommended  by  him  ? 

Tm  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.},  in  reply, 
said,  the  learned  Judge  did  not  admit 
the  accuracy  of  the  printed  version  of 
what  occurred;   and,   as  regarded  tha 
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last  patagraph,  it  was  not  intended  to 
institute  any  further  prosecution. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BALLIKA- 
SLOE  POOR  LAW  BOARD. 

Mk.  HABBia  (Oalway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  avare  that  in  the 
Ballinasloe  Poor  Lav  Board  the  elected 
Guardians  and  the  *x  o^eto  Quardians 
are  nearly  equal  as  regards  numbers ; 
that,  owing  to  this  fact,  close  and  bitter 
contests  have  arisen  from  time  to  time 
at  the  election  of  Ohairman  and  Deputy 
Chairman  to  the  Board;  why,  haring; 
regard  to  thia  state  of  thin^,  did  the 
Loeal  QoTemment  Board  delay  a  fort- 
night before  they  replied  to  the  objec- 
tions sent  to  them  against  the  election 
of  Ur.  John  Qardiner  ae  Chairman  of 
the  Ballinasloe  Board  of  Guardians; 
whether  they  have  pronounced  the 
action  of  the  gentleman  who  presided 
at  the  sleoUon  of  Mr.  John  Gardiner,  ou 
the  4th  of  April  last,  as  illegal,  and  have 
issued  an  order  for  a  new  election ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  gentleman  who 
acted  in  this  illegal  manner  had  the 
sanation  of  the  Local  OoTemment  Board 
to  aet  as  presiding  offloer,  and  that  he 
was  Toted  into  that  position  by  the 
»x  ogieio  Guardians,  and  against  the  will 
of  the  elected  Guardians,  and  that  this 
course  was  at  variance  with  the  usage 
of  the  Board,  which  up  to  that  time  al- 
*»7>  got  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  to  act 
as  presiding  officer  at  the  election  of 
Chairman ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  bavereoeired  a  formal  oom- 
munioation  signed  by  six  of  the  elected 
Guardians  claiming  the  Chairmanship 
for  Mr.  Thomas  Byrne,  who  got  18 
votes,  Mr.  Gardiner  getting  19  at  the 
election  of  April  4 ,  on  the  ground  that 
some  of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  who 
voted  for  Mr.  Gardiner  had  no  le^al 
right  to  vote;  whether,  at  the  election 
held  on  May  16,  a  formal  protest  was 
handed  to  the  Chairman  objecting  to  a 
new  election  on  the  ground  that  Mr. 
Byrne  was  the  legally  elected  Chairman 
of  the  Board,  and  formal  objectione 
lodged  against  Major  Thomhill,  Mr. 
Orme  Handy,  and  Mr.  J.  W.  Potta,  as 
having  no  right  to  vote  at  the  election 
of  Chairman  ;  whether  it  ia  trne  that  in 
the  interval  between  the  14th  of  May, 
the  day  on  whioh  these  objections  were 
lodged  with  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  the  23rd  of  May,  the  day  on 
Mr.  A.J.  Balfour 
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which  the  new  Board  first  met,  no 
answer  to  these  objections  had  beea 
received  from  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  that  in  oonsequenca  of  such  de- 
lay the  Board  had  to  adjourn,  being 
powerless  to  go  on  with  business  while 
in  a  state  of  uncertainty  as  to  their  right 
to  act  as  a  legally  constituted  body ;  and, 
is  it  an  aoaount  of  this  failure  on  the 
part  of  the  Ballinaaloe  Poor  Law  Board 
to  fulfil  duties  which,  owing  to  the  in- 
action of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
they  were  powerless  to  perform,  that 
paid  Guardians  have  been  sent  down  to 
transact  the  buainese  of  the  Union  ? 

T&B  CHIEF  SECRETABT  (Ur. 
A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  SI.),  id 
reply,  said,  kis  answer  to  the  Ist  and 
6th  Paragraphs  of  the  Question  was  in 
the  affirmative.  Last  year  a  c^ose  eon- 
test  did  take  place  in  referenee  to  the 
Section  of  Chairman  and  Bepaty  Chair- 
man. That  was  not  the  case  in  1886  or 
1885.  The  Local  Government  Board 
communicated  their  decision  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Union  one  week  after  the  formal 
protest  in  the  matter  was  addressed  to 
the  Board.  Therefore,  there  was  no 
unusual  delay.  The  Local  Government 
Board  had  not  pronounced  the  action  of 
the  gentleman  who  presided  at  the  elec- 
tion of  Mr.  Gardiner  aa  illegal.  Upon  the 
receipt  of  the  objection  referred  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  sent  down  an 
Inspector  to  make  inquiries ;  but  while 
suoh  inquiries  were  proceeding,  and 
before  the  Board  had  arrived  at  its 
decision,  a  meeting  was  held  by  the 
Guardians  on  the  23rd  of  May ;  and  it 
was  of  suoh  a  oharacter,  having  regard 
to  previous  occurrences,  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  felt  construned  to 
relieve  them  of  their  responsibilities. 
There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Guar- 
dians performing  their  ordinary  funo- 
tions,  pending  the  decision  of  the  Looal 
Government  Board  in  regtu'd  to  the 
alleged  illegality  in  the  election  of 
Chairmen. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  SCOTCH  DAY 
MAILS  FOR  THE  CONTINENT. 

Mk.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie] 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether, 
since  the  recent  acceleration  of  the  train 
service  between  Scotland  and  London, 
the  Scotch  day  mails  for  the  Continent 
have  been  sent  by  the  evening's  mall 
vid  Calais  instead  of  next  morning  \  and, 
whether  he  will  oonsider  as  to  the  de- 
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flirabilitj  of  giving  the  same  rapid  des- 

Satch  to  letters  carried  by  the  Scotch 
B7  express  on  Fridays  for  India,  China, 
and  Australia? 

ThbPOSTMASTEE  general  (Mr 
Baiees)  (Cambridge  UniverBity) :  An 
acceleration  has  taken  place  of  the  train 
which  brings  the  Glasgow  morning  bag 
to  London,  and  it  has  been  fonnd  pos- 
sible to  send  forward  the  same  night  the 
letters  received  In  this  bag  for  the  Con- 
tinent. The  receipt  of  foreign  corre- 
Bpondenoe  in  London  at  bo  late  an  hour 
is,  howoTsr,  attended  with  much  inoon- 
▼enience ;  and  it  is  proposed  from  the 
let  of  July  to  despatch  the  Glasgow  bag 
by  an  earlier  train  and  to  bring  it  to 
XJosdon  by  the  East  Coast  ronte,  so  that 
a  longer  interral  in  London  may  be  se- 
cured. When  this  ebange  is  made,  I 
hope  it  may  be  poseiblB  to  send  forward 
not  only  letters  for  the  Continent,  bnt  also 
letters  for  India,  Australia,  ftc.  There 
is,  however,  a  greater  difScnlty in  dealing 
with  correspond enoe  for  India,  China, 
and  Australia  than  with  correspondence 
fbr  the  Continent,  beoBUse  the  mails  for 
the  East  must  be  closed  in  London, 
whereas  a  portion  of  the  correspondence 
tor  the  Continent  oan  be  dealt  with  on 
the  journey  between  London  and  Dover ; 
and  in  promisiag  that  an  endeavour 
shall  be  made  to  forward  the  oorreapon- 
denoe  for  tho  East  the  same  day,  it  must 
be  understood  that  there  may  be  occa- 
sions when  it  will  be  impraotioabla  so  to 
do.  The  same  facilities  will  be  afforded 
to  Edinburgh  as  to  Glasgow  in  respect 
both  to  correspondence  for  the  Continent 
and  to  correspondence  for  the  Elaatfrom 
the  first  proximo. 

SHOP  HOURS  HEQULATION  ACT- 
OVERWORK  AT  HACKNEY. 

Mb.  WINTEBBOTHAH  (Olouoealer, 
Cirencester)  asked  the  Seeistat;  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
in  case: — 

"SnmmaQMa  vere  applied  for  on  June  16, 
at  the  Dsllton  Court,  Sy  the  Home  Secretary 
of  the  Shop  Hoon  Regalation  League,  agaiutt 
certain  ahopkeepcn  id  Mare  Street,  Hackney, 

D  applieant  pointed 


for  having  infricgod  the  pri^i 

Hoars  Regulation  Act.     The  nppliMnt  poi 

out  that,  from  obasrTations    he   had   himielf 


it,  certain  of  the  ahop-iunitante  were  kept 
at  work  BO,  90,  and  even  100  houn  a-week  by 
the  penoDB  Bgainjt  vhom  the  eummontei  were 
asked  for.  "nie  msKiBtrate,  Ur.  Horace  Smith, 
retoeed  to   grant  the  Bammonees,  tinleai  the 


yonog  persom  thus  over  worked  (and  whom  it 
waa  propoaad  to  lubpOBna  to  give  evidence) 
tbemaelvei  attended  aad  lupported  the  applica- 
tion for  the  Bummonsaa  ;" 

whether  any  person  has  the  power  to 
institute  prosecutions  under  the  Factory 
Acts  and  under  the  Cruelty  to  Animals 
Acts ;  and,  whether  he  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  magistrate  to  the  fact 
that  summonses  under  the  Shop  Hours 
Act  have  been  always  granted  by  the 
Lambeth,  Wandsworth,  Marylebons, 
and  other  Metropolitan  Courts  7 

Tea  SECItETABT  o?  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have 
been  in  oommuuication  with  the  magis- 
trate on  this  matter.  He  did  not  refuse 
to  grant  the  summonses  bsoauae  the 
young  persons  alleged  to  have  been 
overworked  did  not  attend  to  support 
the  application ;  but  because  the  appli- 
cant failed  to  give  sufficient  evidence. 
He  had  not  communicated  with  the  per- 
sons employed,  and  was  not  able  to  say 
whether  any  of  them  had  been  em- 
ployed beyond  the  lawful  time;  but 
merely  that  certain  shops  were  open  at 
certain  hoars.  Any  person  can  institute 
prosecutions  under  me  Factory  or  the 
Oruelty  to  Animals  Acts.  It  is  within 
the  magistrate's  discretion  to  decide 
whether  or  not  a  summons  should  be 
issued  on  the  evidence  brought  before 
him ;  and  I  must  decline  to  make  any 
official  representation  to  the  magistrato 
on  the  matter. 

ADMIEAI.TT-HER  MAJESTY'S  BIRTH- 
DAY AND  CORONATION  DAT  AT  THE 
DOCKYARDS. 

Ma.  OONTBEAHE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Birthday  and  Her  Majesty's  Corona- 
tion Day  are  kept  as  public  holidays  in 
the  Dockyards  as  well  as  in  other 
Government  Offices ;  whether,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  celebration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Birthday  on  the  2nd  instant, 
the  10  men  employed  on  fire  duty  in  the 
Devonport  and  Keyham  Dockyards  were 
on  duty  the  whole  day,  and  have  re- 
ceived no  extra  pay  or  gratuity  in  con- 
sideration of  the  loss  of  their  holiday, 
being  told,  on  application,  that  they 
would  receive  nouitng  beyond  their 
ordinary  pay ;  whether  these  men  are 
to  remain  on  duty  during  the  whole 
of  the  holiday  to  be  observed  on  the 
2Bth  instant  in  connection  with  Her 
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Uajesty's  CotodbUoo  ;  and,  if  eo,  wlie- 
ther  ha  will  ooneider  their  olaim  to  some 
extra  gratuity ;  and,  whether,  at  the 
other  OoTemment  I>«>ck;ards,  men  have 
to  remain  on  such  extra  dut;  during 
Snndays  and  faolidajs  ;  and,  if  not,  why 
this  stringent  regulation  is  enforced  at 
DevoDport  alone  ? 

Tbb  FIRST  LOED  (I^ord  Gboroe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Her 
Majesty's  Birthday  and  Coronation  Day 
are  both  kept  as  public  holidays  in  the 
Dockyards ;  but  only  the  former  is  so 
obsetred  in  the  Qorernment  Offices.  In 
acoordanoe  with  the  Itegulations  which 
gorem  all  the  Dockyards,  men  who  are 
retained  beyond  the  ordinary  working 
hours  TsceiTe  the  extra  pay  laid  down 
by  scale  for  the  performance  of  such 
extra  duty,  and  there  is  no  intention  to 
depart  &om  the  instructions.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Beeulatious  are  uniform 
in  this  respect  in  tSi  the  Dockyards. 

ADMIHALTY— DEVOKPORT  DOCKYARD 
—PAY  OF  LAB0UREE8. 
Ma.  GONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) a^ed  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  the  labourers  in  the 
DoTonport  Dockyard  are,  or  used  to  be, 
entered  on  the  terms  that  they  should 
raoeiTe  16«.  per  week,  with  a  rise  of  It. 
per  week  at  the  end  of  two  years,  on 
the  recommendation  of  their  officers, 
and  a  second  rise  of  Is.  per  week  at  the 
end  of  seven  years ;  whether  the  Order 
under  which  labourers  now  working  in 
the  yards  entered  has  been  cancelled  ; 
and,  if  BO,  when  and  by  whom ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  see  that  its  terms 
are  properly  carried  out ;  whether  in  the 
Dockyards  other  than  Portsmouth  the 
labourers  are  receiving  from  18i.  to  2t<. 
a-week ;  and,  whether  these  are  the 
terms    of  hire    upon  which  the    latter 
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The  FIE8T  LORD  (Lord  Geobob 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
minimum  pay  of  Dockyard  labourers  is 
15t.  a-week;  but  there  is  no  stipulation 
as  to  an  increase  being  given  after  cer- 
tain periods.  There  has  been  no  alter- 
ation in  the  Regulations  in  regard  to  the 
payment  of  labourers.  The  amount  of 
pay  given  to  labourers  in  all  the  yards 
IS  governed  by  the  same  Regulations — 
namely,  t5«.  to  I7«.  per  week.  It  is 
only  when  employed  on  certain  special 
duiies  that  any  extra  pay  is  given,  and 
J/r.  Cenyhewa 


all  labourers  are  entered  under  mmilar 
conditions. 

RIOTS,  4c.  (IREIAND)— MR.  DILLON, 
M.P.— DISTURBANCE  AT  DTJKDALK. 
Mk.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  after 
the  committal  to  prison  of-  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  at 
Dundalk  on  Wednesday,  a  body  of 
armed  policemen  forced  their  w  ay  through 
a  crowd  who  were  peacefully  listening  to 
an  address  from  the  balcony  of  the 
Imperial  Hotel ;  whether,  at  the  same 
time,  a  party  of  Dragoons  charged 
through  the  crowd  with  drawn  swords 
from  the  opposite  side ;  whether  the 
police,  with  their  clubbed  rifles  and 
swords,  injured  many  members  of  the 
crowd,  and  placed  one  man's  life  in 
danger ;  whether  there  was  any  procla- 
mation forbidding  the  people  to  as- 
semble,  or  any  warning  given,  or  the 
Riot  Act  read,  before  the  police  and 
Dragoons  wedged  their  way  Uiroughthe 
crowd,  or  any  dtsturbanoe  during  the 
delivery  of  the  previous  address  before 
the  police  commenced  their  attack  ;  and, 
who  ordered  the  police  to  force  their 
waj  through  the  meeting,  with  what 
object,  and  by  what  authority  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J,  Balpodk)  (Manchester,  £.};  The 
County  Inspector  of  Constabulary  re- 
ports that  tne  facts  are  not  as  repre- 
sented in  the  Question.  A  body  of 
armed  policemen  did  not  force  their 
way  through  the  crowd;  but  as  an 
escort  of  police  with  batons,  having 
in  charge  three  prisoners,  were  pass- 
ing through  the  crowd  which  blocked 
the  street  immediately  after  the  hon. 
Member  had  ceased  to  speak,  the  police 
were  stoned  and  a  rescue  of  the  prisoners 
attempted.  The  Dragoon  escort  re- 
turning from  duty  did  not  charge  tbs 
crowd.  The  Resident  Magistrate  ordered 
them  to  move  through  the  crowd  and 
assist  the  police  in  dispersing  it  The 
Cavalry  had  their  swords  drawn  as 
usual.  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  no- 
body's life  has  been  endangered.  There 
was  no  proclamation,  nor  was  the  Riot 
Act  read.  The  police  did  not  attack  the 
people;  but  by  order  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate  endeavoured  to  clear  the 
street,  which  was  quite  blocked,  and  to 
prevent  further  disturbance. 
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Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  The  right  hon. 
Oestleman  has  sot  aoaweTed  m;  Ques- 
tioQ  ae  to  ivhetlier  there  was  an;  dietur- 
baDce  during  the  time  that  I  was  de- 
livering m;  address;  and  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  it  was  only  when  the  solid  bod; 
of  the  police,  which  the  right  hon.  Qea- 
tleman  has  mentioned,  forced  their  wa; 
through  the  orowd  that  was  jammed  in 
a  narrow  street,  that  it  was  then,  and 
then  onl;,  that  suoh  stones  were  at  all 
thrown. 

Mr.  EOWNTEEE  (Soarborough) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  an- 
swers, ma;  I  ask  him,  arising  out  of  his 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  some 
of  the  police  got  their  rifies  by  the 
mnzzles  and  lut  their  hardest  at  th« 
heads  of  men  who  were  endearouring 
to  escape  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALEOTJE :  WeU,  8i 
I  should  think  that  the  statement  made 
in  the  last  QuestioD  is  not  the  fact ;  and 
with  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  I  do  not  mean 
to  sa;  that  I  am  perfectly  certain,  bnt 
it  is  extremely  probable  that  no  dis- 
turbance ocourred  until  the  police  were 
attacked.  The  disturbance  then  con- 
sisted of  stone- thro  wing  at  the  police, 
who  were  compelled  to  take  notice  of 
such  DO  lawful  action. 

Mr.  W.  O'BSIBN  :  Then  do  I  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
admits  that  no  disturbance  whatever 
took  place,  and  that  no  stones  were 
thrown,  until  upon  the  one  side  the 
Dragoons  rode  into  the  crowd,  and  upon 
the  other  side  the  police  forced  their 
way  through  them  while  they  were 
peaceably  listening  to  addresses  like  m; 
own? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOTJE :  The  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  is  not  to  understand  that,  nor  ia 
that  the  inference  from  m;  answer. 
What  I  understand  was  the  police  were 
eecorting  three  prisoners,  and  when  the; 
arrived  on  the  scene  where  the  crowd 
was  standing  which  had  been  listening 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  orowd  pro- 
ceeded to  throw  stones.  Under  those 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  tliat  the 
Besident  Magistrate  was  fully  justified 
in  acting  as  he  did. 

Ma.  W.  O'BRIEN ;  Will  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  give  an;  answer  as  to 


prisooera  should  force  their  way  through 
a  crowd  which  was  engaged  in  a  per- 


fectly legitimate  occupation  ?  Whycould 
not  they  have  waited,  or  gone  round 
another  way  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOTJE :  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  mistakes  the 
funcliona  of  a  public  highway ;  it  is  not 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  an;oneto 
gather  a  crowd  together  and  to  make  a 
speech,  but  to  enable  persons  to  get 
from  one  point  to  another. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  want  to  know, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  any  warn, 
ing  was  given  the  people  that  they  were 
not  perfectly  within  their  rights  in 
standing  there  and  listening? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTRi  I  believe,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  there  was  stone- 
throwing  b;  the  people ;  and  I  do  not 
know  whether,  under  those  circum- 
stances, any  further  notice  ia  required 
to  be  given. 

PKISONa  ACT,  1B66— EMPLOYMENT  OP 
THE  TREADMILL  IN  PHI80N8. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen'a 
Oo.,  Osaory)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Wliether  the 
treadmill  is  still  employed  in  the  prisona 
of  the  United  Kingdom;  whether  this 
form  of  hard  labour  baa  long  since  been 
condemned  by  prison  reformers  as  cruel 
and  unprofitable  ;  and,  whel^er  he  will 
consider  the  feasibility  of  substituting 
for  it  a  kind  of  labour  at  once  useful 
and  more  humane  ? 

Thk  SEORETAKT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MATTHBwa)  ^Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  the  treaa mill  is  still  employed,  as 
it  ia  enjoined  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Prison  Act,  1865.  I  am  not  aware  that 
this  form  of  hard  labour  has  been  con- 
demnedascruelandunprofitable.  When- 
it  ia  possible,  the  labour  is  utilized 


not  think  it  is  inhumane. 

GOLD  MINES  (WALES)~SPECDLATIVE 
LEASES  OB  LICENCES-BIQHTS  OF 
THE  CBOWN. 

Ma.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  the  Grown  claims  the  right  to 
grant  speculative  leases  or  licences  em- 
powering the  holders  thereof  to  enter 
upon  freehold  lands  in  Wales  adversely 
to  the  freeholder  and  to  search  for  gold 
and  silver  thereon,  even  where  the  exis- 
tence  of   such  metals   has   not   been 
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pTOTed,  and  thus  indireeU;  to  force  npoa 
the  freeholder  the  Bltemative  of  taUng 
a  mininK  lease  of  such  precious  metals 
under  bis  own  lands ;  and,  if  so,  under 
what  statnte  or  other  aatboritf  such 
right  is  claimed  F 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  general  (Sir 
BiCHABD  Webster)  (lele  of  Wight): 
The  Question  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  asks  me  is,  in  reality, 
one  of  law,  upon  which  he  is  as  well 
able  as  I  am  to  form  an  opinion  ;  but, 
KB  I  understand  the  law,  in  the  absence 
of  substantial  evidence  that  gold  and 
silver  is  to  be  found  in  the  lands,  the 
Crown  does  not  claim  the  right  to  grant 
licences  to  enter  upon  lands  adversely  to 
the  freeholder. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (ERGLAND  AlH) 
WALES)-BOBERT  TBAVI8,  CON- 
VICTEU  OF  MORDEK- COMMUTA- 
TION OF  SENTENCE. 
Mb.  8WETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &o.) 
asked  &tr.  Attorne;  General,  Whether, 
havine  regard  to  the  sentenoe  of  death 
passed  on  Hobert  Travis  at  the  Chester 
Assises,  in  May,  1886,  for  the  murder 
of  Ura.  M'lntyre,  of  the  subsequent 
commutation  of  that  sentence  to  penal 
servitude  for  life,  and  that  his  case  was 
under  the  consideration  of  two  Home 
Secretaries  in  sucoeesion,  and  that  after- 
wards, on  its  reviewal  bj  Lords  Bram- 
well  and  Esher,  Travis  was  released  in 
the  present  month,  he  will  recommend 
the  Qovemment  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  or  to 
add  a  clause  to  the  Criminal  Evidence 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  giving  to  a 
prisoner  convicted  of  a  capital  offence 
an    absolute   or   conditional   right    of 

^E  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiCHAKD  Webstbk^  (Isle  of  Wight):  The 
question  of  appeal  on  qneations  of  fact 
in  criminal  oases  is  one  of  suoh  vast  im- 
portance that  I  am  afraid  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  iutroduoe  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  matter  in  the  present  Session ;  and 
it  would  be  bejond  the  scope  of  the 
Criminal  Evidence  Bill  to  introduce  an; 
such  clause  into  that  measure. 

PARLIAMENTARY  DNDER  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  LORD  UEUTENANT  OF  IRE- 
LAND  BILL. 

Mb.    BENDEL    (Montgomerrshire) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
J/r.  Oilorne  Morgan 
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vemment  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Parliamentaij  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill,  now 
standing  (m  the  Paper  for  Thursday 
neztr 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sxith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Yea, 
Sir. 

NATY-SEAUEK  OP  H.M.8.  "ASIA"— 
PAYMENT  OF  WAGES. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, whether  the  seamen  of  H.M.S. 
A%ia  have  been  paid  off;  and,  if  not, 
how  long  it  will  be  before  they  will  re- 
ceive the  wages  due  to  them ;  whether 
ho  is  aware  that  Uie  seamen  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships  are,  as  a  rule,  kept 
waiting  for  two  or  three  weeks  after  tne 
end  of  each  quarter  before  receiving  any 
payment;  and,  whether,  if  on  inquiry 
this  should  be  found  to  be  the  case,  ha 
will  take  steps  to  cause  the  men  to  be 
paid  in  future  without  any  such  delay? 

The  EIHST  LOBD  (Lord  Gboege 
Haioltok)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  No 
orders  for  paying  off  Her  Majesty's 
ship  A»i9  have  beeen  issued.  The  men 
in  sea-going  ships  are  paid  monthly, 
and  in  harbonr  ships  weekly;  but  in 
order  to  make  the  quarterly  settlement 
ordered  by  the  Begulations,  the  last 
weekly  payment  in  each  quarter  is  held 
over  the  last  day  of  that  month.  This 
defers  the  weekly  payment  at  the  end 
of  each  quarter  for  a  few  days.  Tbero 
seems  to  he  no  sufficient  grounds  for 
making  any  alteration  in  the  Begula- 


METBOPOLITAir  BOARD  OF  WORKS- 
TRANSFER  OF  POWERS. 
Ma.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  clauses 
relating  to  the  government  of  London, 
in  the  Local  Qovemment  Bill,  failing  to 
pass  into  law  this  Session,  the  Govern- 
ment will,  in  consequence  of  the  dis- 
closures which  have  recently  taken 
place,  consider  the  propriety  of  dis- 
solving the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  of  temporarily  handing 
over  the  whole  of  its  authority  to,  and 
of  vesting  its  powers  in,  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission, until  Parliament  shall  deter- 
mine as  to  the  government  of  London 
by  the  creation  of  the  proposed  County 
Council? 
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upon  the  Burronnding  oircnmBtancei, 
and  I  do  not  admit  that  the  offencea  in 
all  those  oaaes  were  identical.  Uoreorer, 
I  beliere  those  who  administer  criminal 
jniiBprudence  have  never  yet  found 
means  by  which  absolute  uniformity  of 
punishment  should  ba  Brrived  at  when 
the  offencefl  were  identical. 

Mb.  OONTBEAEB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Am  I  to  nnderBtand  that,  as  the 
Biot  Act  was  not  read  at  Dundalk, 
tho  Biot  Act  has  been  repealed  ? 

Mh.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 


CRIMINAL     CA8BS     (IRELAND)      {IN. 

CREASE  OF  BENTESCEa  ON  APPEAL) 

—THE  RETURN. 

The  chief  8ECRETAET  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BAuona)  (Mi 
cheBter,  E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  perhaps 
it  will  meet  the  convenienoe  of  this 
House  if  I  make  a  statement  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Betum  asked  for  by 
the  right  hon.  Qeatleman  the  Member 
for  Newcaatle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Horley).  I  did  my  best  to  have  that 
Beturn  printed,  and  the  printers  in 
Dublin  worked  the  whole  of  Saturday 
and  also  on  Sunday.  I  hare  got  over  at 
this  moment  24  copies,  and  they  are  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House.  I  think, 
perhaps,  the  best  method  of  distributing 
them  will  be  to  give  them  to  the  hon. 
Qantlemen  who  are  in  charge  of  the 
Buainese  of  the  Houae,  who  will  dis- 
tribute them  to  those  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  are  in  urgent 
seed  of  them  tor  the  purpose  of  speaking. 

business  of  the  house. 

Thb  first  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SFET  {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster} :  As  it  haa  been  intimated 
to  me  that  probably  the  debate  on  the 
Motion  of  tne  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  will  not  be  concluded 
this  evening,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  to-morrow  I 
shall  more  that  the  adjonrnsd  debate 
have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day.  I  also  beg  to 
(nve  Notice  that  I  shall  move  to  suspend 
Xh»  Twelve  o'clock  Rule. 

Mtt.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian):  At  what  time 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that  the  Hoaaa  shall  ait  to-morrow  F 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  At  the  ordinary 
hour,  at  3  o'clock. 
Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour 


CHTMINAL     LAW    AND 

(IRELAND)   ACT,   1SS7. 
BBBOLTmOIT. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne),  in  rising  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
opera tioD  of  '  The  Ciimin&l  L&v  and  rrocedore 
(Ireland]  Act,  1S87,'  and  tha  maim«r  of  ita 
admiDutratioii,  UDdsrmiDe  reapeot  for  Idw, 
estrange  the  mioda  of  tha  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injarioos  to  the  interest*  of  the 
United  Kingdom," 

said :  With  reference  to  the  remark  tiiat 
was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  a  moment  ago,  as  to  the  pro- 
duction of  this  Betum,  I  may  perhaps 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  myself  only  re- 
ceived it,  and  I  am  indebted  to  his 
courtesy  for  it,  at  2  o'clock  this  after* 
noon.  All  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
from  that  Return,  so  far,  is  that  it  oon- 
tains  61  pages  and  rather  more  than 
2,000  cases.  Among  these  oaaea  it  is 
quite  clear,  I  should  think,  that  there  is 
a  considerable  number  of  unjust  arresta, 
which  were  in  conaequence  withdrawn. 
As  to  basing  any  argument  on  so  curaoty 
a  survey  of  this  elalxirate  Beturn,  it  ia 
obviously  impoa»bIe  to  do  so.  I  will 
only  begin  what  I  have  to  say  by  re- 
marking how  singular  it  is  that  we  were 
aaked  to  discuaa  the  introduction  of  the 
Crimes  Aot  without  any  statistics  or 
figures  as  to  the  crimes  which  were  sup- 
posed to  justify  that  Act,  and  that  we 
are  now  about  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
of  the  operation  of  that  Aot  without 
having  had  any  fair  or  reasonable  dme 
to  digest  the  details  of  this  Return. 
"  1  no  quarter  of  the  House  will  it  be 
ight  neoesaary  that  I  should  make 
any  apology  for  interrupting  by  this 
Motion  the  Bill  which  would  have  been 
otberwiae  before  the  House.  One  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms  has  been  for  nearly  a 
year  placed  by  Parliament  under  excep- 
tionally repressive  legislation.  Seventeen 
or  more  Members  of  this  House  have 
been  imprisoned  in  consequenoe.  In  one 
gaol  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  there  are 
more  than  40  prieoners  under  this  Act. 
Collieiona  between  the  police  and  the 
people  have  been  of  almost  unexampled 
frequency.  What  is  most  important  of 
all,  perhapa,  the  High  Court  of  Ireland 
prononnced  the  other  day  a  judgment 
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Trhioh  IB  in  effect  discrediting  to  the 
most  important  part  of  the  maohinery 
bj  which  this  Act  is  worked,  The  right 
hon.  G-eDtleman  the  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  on  Friday, 
whea  I  gare  Notice  of  this  Motion,  said 
that  he  understood  it  to  challenge  the 
conduct  of  the  GNiverninent  in  every  re- 
apect.  Yes,  Sir,  in  every  respect.  We 
challenge  the  policy  of  this  Act,  and  its 
administratioD;  we  challenge  its  juetice, 
wechallenge  its  expediency,  we  chaSlenge 
its  wisdom,  and  we  challenge  even  your 
allegations  of  its  transient  and  temporary 
sucoesa.  There  are  two  special  reasons 
why  I  hare  brought  forward  this  Motion 
at  the  present  moment.  The  first  of  those 
reasons  is  that  peculiar  difficulties  have 
been  experienced  within  the  last  few 
weeks  in  obtaining  from  the  Irish 
Minister  full  and  accurate  information 
as  to  what  has  been  really  going  on  in 
Ireland,  Questions  have  been  asked 
with  the  object  of  eliciting  information 
on  the  subject,  and  the  replies  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  have  led  us  to 
doubt,  not  his  intentions,  but  bis  know- 
ledge of  what  has  been  going  on  there. 
Out-of-doors  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  guilty  of  more  than  one  grave 
inaccuracy  of  statement.  For  example, 
in  referring  to  the  case  of  Mitchelstown, 
he  said  that  the  High  Court  of  Ireland 
had  decided  that  Leahy,  the  constable, 
who  had  been  wounded,  was  legally 
occupied.  I  defied  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  at  the  time  to  produce  one  syl- 
lable of  evidence  to  show  that  the  High 
Court  of  Ireland  had  ever  said  anything 
of  the  kind,  I  defy  bim  now.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  made  reference, 
in  the  matter  of  increased  sentences,  to 
a  Betam  which  he  had  before  him,  and 
the  deduction  from  the  surrounding 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was  that  we  had  gone  beyond  the  mark 
when  we  said  that  increase  of  sentences 
of  imprisonment  under  the  Crimee  Act 
was  unknown  to  the  law, 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr,  A.  J.  Bauoub)  (Manchea- 
ter,  E.):  The  right  hon.  Gbntleman  is 
entirely  mistaken.  That  was  not  my 
argument,  nor  was  anything  of  the  kind 

M:e.  JOHN  MOELEY:  Certainly 
the  inference  drawn  by  most  bon.  Mem- 
bf  ~ 


a  full  Return  for  the  first  time — since  I 
came  into  the  House  to-day — and  on  the 
face  of  that  Return  it  is  obvious  that 
not  in  any  single  case  in  the  proceedings 
under  the  Crimes  Acts  was  a  sentence 
inereaeed.  I  mean  the  Crimes  Acts  of 
1881  and  1882.  Again,  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  came  down  one  day  not  long 
ago — within  this  month — and  told  ns 
that  the  certainty  of  justice  being  done 
was  amply  secured  by  the  right  to  have 
a  case  stated  in  the  Superior  Court.  A 
day  or  two  afterwards  ha  came  down, 
and  with   a  suavity — which  from  the 

foint  of  view  of  accuracy  of  information 
distrust  almost  more  than  his  severer 
manuer — he  told  us  that  the  right  of 
having  a  case  stated  was  compulsory. 
We  shall  see  presently  how  far  that 
statement  was  cuculated  to  enlighten  the 
House  as  to  the  true  facts  of  the  matter. 
On  another  day,  Friday  last — although 
the  minds  of  bon.  Members  of  this  House 
were  so  deeply  exercised  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  under  this  Act — he 
actually  said  that  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  prison  rules.  Questions  are  asked 
in  this  House  every  night  as  to  the 
administration  of  these  Acts,  and  they 
are  answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  statements  that  I  should 
admire  if  they  were  bouts  of  College 
dialectic;  but  as  the  object  is  to  bring 
out  facts  and  to  get  the  information  we 
want,  I  think  that  it  is  most  unfortunate 
that  the  tight  hon,  Qentleman  does  not 
tell  us  plainly,  and  without  fencing, 
what  we  seek  to  know.  A  Question  is 
asked ;  the  official  answer  is  given ; 
there  ate  more  Questions  and  more 
answers,  and  then  after  the  process  has 
gone  on  for  a  certain  time,  you,  Sir,  in 
the  just  and  proper  discharge  of  your 
duty,  interpose,  and  the  end  of  it  is  that 
the  House  is  in  no  degree  enlightened, 
but  leaves  off  with  a  sense  of  bewilder- 
ment and  confusion,  and  it  is  thought 
that  Ireland  must  be  satisfied  because 
we  are  ttred.  We  protest  against  the 
assumption  that  a  matter  is  threshed 
out  merely  because  there  is  a  cross~fire 
of  Questions  and  answers.  There  is 
another  reason  why  this  Motion  is  made. 
A  Member  of  this  House  whom  we  all 
on  both  sides  regard  with  respect,  al- 
though we  may  not  all  endorse  his 
policy,  has  been  sentenced  to  imprison- 
of  six  months.  I  am 
istake  in  tactics  to  have 
this  Motion  now.  Some 
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peraons  seem  to  think  that  polities  are 
mainlj'  made  up  of  taotica.  Ab  a  matter 
of  tactics,  I  might  remiad  the  House  of 
the  example  iet  hj  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  RoseeDdale  (the  Uarqueu  of 
Hartiugton)  in  the  Parliament  between 
1878  and  IB80,  whan  he  and  his  Friends 
oonstantly  brought  forward  Motions 
arraigning  the  conduct  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  of  the  day,  and  were  oonatantly 
beaten  by  immense  majorities,  rarying 
from  100  to  UO.  But  it  all  came  to  an 
end  in  1880.  And  whatever  may  be  the 
the  result  of  this  decision — we  know 
substantially  what  the  result  will  be — 
rCA«#r»] — wnatsYer  that  result  may  be 
in  this  House,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  by  taking  the  same  analogy  in 
1890  the  result  will  be  what  it  was  in 
1880.  lCht»ri.1  The  other  night  hon. 
Qentlemen  oheered  very  loudly  &e  right 
ban.  Gentleman  the  First  I^rd  of  the 
Treasury's  promptitude  in  fixing  an 
early  day  for  this  Motion.  [Ckeert.'] 
Yes;  but  you  would  not  have  cheered  so 
loudly  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
got  up  and  told  you  that  he  was  going 
to  send  yon  to  your  eonatituents  on  the 
iaane  raised  by  my  Motion.  When  I 
remember  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo — I  should  like,  Sir,  to  be 
allowed  to  call  him  Mr,  Dillon,  for  the 
fact  of  his  being  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment is  a  matter  of  very  little  impor- 
tance to  him  or  to  anyone  else  just  now 


land,  have  to  draw  is  one  which  I  fear 
this  House  at  this  moment  will  not  draw, 
but  which  our  constituencies  are  drawing 
— that,  after  all  that  has  happened  in 
Ireland  and  in  this  country  within  the 
last  eight  years,  and  more  especially 
within  the  last  two  years,  you  can  only 
carry  your  policy  out  by  an  Act  which 
in  itself  is  an  admiesion  that  Uiat  polioy 
is  a  failure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  deny  that 
coercion  is  his  only  policy.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauoitb  :  Hear,  hear !]  He  aooepts 
that.  Well,  I  notice  that  a  few  days 
ago  he  did  the  agent  of  an  American 
newspaper  the  honour  to  grant  him  an 
interview.  In  the  oourse  of  that  inter- 
view he  desired  the  agent  to  make  a 
momentous  commnnication  to  theAmerl- 
oan  people,  that  he  was  maturing  a 
policy,  and  that  he  had  actually  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  three  Bills  — the 
Bills,  I  presume,  for  the  better  drainage 
of  the  Snanuon  and  the  Barrow.  If  he 
had  said  that  ha  had  a  Bill  for  draining 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  it  would  have  been  a 
matter  of  more  lively  interest  to  the 
American  people,  and  not  a  whit .  more 
foolish  as  a  policy  for  Ireland.  I  wish 
to  say  something  now  as  to  the  scenes 
at  Dundalk  the  ether  day.  At  every 
station  on  the  road  as  Mr.  Dillon  went 
from  Dublin  to  Dundalk  the  line  was 
crowded  with  admirers.  [ZaugAUr.^ 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 


and  for  long  months  to  come— has  been  I  Armagh  (Oolouel  Sannderaon)  laughe 
'       "  '    "  1 1  shall  have  a  word  to  say  to  hi 


down  to  address  vast  audiences  both 
in  England  and  Scotland,  and  he  has 
before  those  audiences  said  very  much 
what  he  said  the  other  day  in  Ire- 
land in  rospeot  of  which  he  has 
DOW  been  imprisoned — for  my  part,  I 
should  have  regarded  myself  as 


before 
I  have  done.  At  Drogheda  there  was  a 
great  assemblage  of  the  people  of  the 
town,  with  the  Mayor  at  their  head. 
At  Dunlear  there  was  another  great 
crowd,  and  another  address  was  pre- 
sented to  Mr.  Dillon.     When  he  got  to 


the  most  contemptible  of  men  if  I  had  !  Dundalk  there  was  an  address  presented 


consented,  when  the  holidays  came,  to 
enjoy  books  and  relreshment  of  mind 
and  all  the  gloriee  of  the  summer  wea- 
ther, when  I  knew  that  Mr.  Dillon  was 
undergoing  a  sentence  of  this  severity, 
unless  I  had  taken  an  opportunity  of 
arr^guing  the  whole  Irish  policy  of  the 
Government,  which  can  only  be  carried 
out  by  straining  Statutes  in  order  to  look 
up  a  man  of  Mr.  Dillon's  influence, 
power,  and  popularity.  I  shall  pre- 
sently say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the 
special  circumstances  of  this  arrest  and 
imprisonment  j  but  the.  great  political 
moral  which  we  at  this  moment,  as  the 
virtual  rulers  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
Mr.  John  MorUy 


from  the  Board  of  Commissioners,  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  ;  all  the  town 
was  decorated  as  if,  not  a  criminal,  but 
a  hero  were  coming.  And  the  last  ad- 
dress that  Mr.  Dillon  received  before  he 
went  off  to  gaol  was  one  which  is  worthy 
of  more  consideration.  It  was  an  ad- 
dress from  ISO  Members  of  this  Houae. 
Most  of  them  are  Members  whom  you 
yourselves  would  admit  not  to  bo  lowest 
in  repute,  credit,  honour,  or  substantial 
poaition  in  thia  Houae.  They  met  this 
criminal  to  tell  him  that  never  before 
had  Eogliahmen  been  so  ashamed  of 
this  old  story  in  the  ralations  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  never. 
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state  of  mind  in  Ireland  townrda  Toiir 
rnle  !  Fauing  that  by,  let  me  remark 
that  the  speech  vae  made,  I  think,  on 
the  20th  of  April  or  thereabouts.  When 
Mr.  Dillon  made  that  speech  he  made  it 
eubjeot  to  pToseoutiun,  if  hie  offence  was 
an  offence  under  the  maohinery  of  the 
ordinary  law.  I  beg  the  House  to  re- 
member that.  The  Proclamation  was 
iseued  a  few  daya  afterwards.  Why  ? 
This  Frocilomation  was  issued  solely, 
merely,  and  entirely  to  deprive  Ur. 
Dillon  of  the  protection,  security,  and 
guarantees  which  the  ordinary  law  gave 
him.  It  was  done  entirely  to  bring  bim 
within  the  special  machinery  of  this  Act. 
Nobody  contends  for  an  instant  that 
there  was  any  crime  in  Louth  or  any 
threatened  outburst  of  crime  in  the 
unty.  It  is  one  of  the  quietest  parta 
of  Ireland,  ^ere  was  nothiug  in  the 
state  of  the  county  to  jueti^r  the  Pro- 
clamation, and  the  upshot  of  my  arga- 
mentis  that  this  Proclamation  was  issued 
to  deprive  Mr.  Dillon  of  securities  whioh 
were  in  full  force  at  the  time  when  ha 
committed  the  offence;  these  securitiea 
you  took  away  ^m  htm  after  the  offence 
was  committed,  and  thon  you  punished 
him.  Now,  I  put  it  to  the  House,  can 
you  wonder  after  a  proceeding  of  that 
kind  that  people  say,  and  say  in  Eogland 
as  well  as  in  Ireland,  in  regard  to  retro- 
spective legislation  so  alien  as  this  to 
the  whole  spiritof  English  jurisprudence 
andEuglieh  policy — tfaatit  was  prompted 
by  a  desire  not  to  punish  a  criminal  but 
to  reach  a  political  opponent  7  So 
much  for  the  Proclamation.  And 
now  there  is  another  point.  At  the 
trial  before  the  Coun^  Court  Judge 
at  Dundalk  a  legal  point  of  some 
intricacy  and  importance  was  raised. 
Into  that  question  I  am  not  going  to 
enter  attbis  moment;  but  if  this  case  had 
been  heard  before  a  jury,  and  if  this 

roint  had  been  raised,  Ur.  Dillon  would 
ave  bad  an  opportunity  of  having  his 
case  reviewed.  Ur.  Xisbey  refused  to 
place  on  his  order  the  grounds  on  whioh 
he  convicted.  The  effect  of  this  was 
that  Mr.  Dillon  was  prevented  from 
having  bis  sentence  reviewed  and  its 
legality  tested  by  a  Buperior  Court.  Mr. 
Kisbey  declined  to  make  what  I  believe 
is  known  as  a  "speaking"  order,  and 
by  so  declining  be  sheltered  his  own 
decision  from  review  by  a  Superior  Court. 
I  shall  have  a  good  deal  to  say  presently 
2  P 
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before  so  keenly  alive  to  the  meanness 
of  visiting  punishments  springing  from 
our  own  misgoTemment  of  the  Irish 
people  OS  hon.  Members  of  this  House. 
These  scenes  are  the  latest  outcome  of 
nine  months  of  coercion.  They  are  the 
last  fruit  of  the  present  policy  of  the 
dovemment,  the  last  triumph  of  the 
policy  of  law  and  order  and  of  the  at- 
tempt to  bring  the  mind  of  Ireland  over 
to  the  side  of  England.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  Benches  know  as  well  as  I 
do  that  it  is  not  only  in  Ireland,  not 
only  among  politicians  in  this  House, 
that  great  and  profound  sympathy  is 
felt  for  this  criminal.  You  know  as  well 
as  I  do  that  there  are  not  three  men  in 
this  House — I  am  not  sure  that  there 
is  more  than  one  —  whom  our  great 
audiences  would  more  rejoice,  and  do 
more  rejoice,  to  see  and  hear  and 
receive  with  acclamation  than  the  man 
whom  you  have  chosen  to  put  in  prison. 
In  all  these  circumstances  it  is  oui 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  toe  conditions  of  his  incarceration.  I 
am  not  going  at  any  length  into  the 
legal  aspects  of  the  matter,  because  this 
House  is  not  the  best  tribunal  for  con- 
siderations of  that  kind.  But  there  are 
one  or  two  points  which  are  of  supreme 
importance  in  view  of  the  character  of 
the  proceedings  at  Dundalk.  The  first 
is  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  brought  into  a 
'  Crimes  Court  by  the  action  of  a  Pro- 
clamation which  was  txpottfaeto.  I  do 
not  dispute  for  a  moment  that,  having 
issued  the  Proolamatiou,  you  had  a  right 
to  try  Mr.  Dillon  in  a  Grimes  Court ; 
but  let  ns  look  at  the  state  of  the  matter 
before  the  issue  of  the  Proclamation, 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  was  either  an  offence 
against  the  ordinary  law  or  it  was  not. 
If  it  was  not  an  offence  against  the 
ordinaiy  law,  then  I  remark  in  passing 
that  it  is  clear  that  you  will  have  to 
abandon  your  position  that  your  Act 
creates  no  new  offences.  If  it  was  an 
offence  against  the  ordinary  law,  why 
did  you  not  bring  Mr.  Dillon  up  before 
a  Louth  jury  ?  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
smiles.  If  he  knows  anything  about 
Ireland  at  all,  which  I  sometimes  doubt, 
he  must  know  that  Louth  juries  are 
among  the  best  to  be  found  in  Ireland. 
If,  therefore,  a  Louth  jury  could  not  be 
trusted  to  secure  a  oonviction  in  this 
case,  what  a  testimony  is  that  to  the 

VOL.  OCpXXVII.     [thud  8KBIES.] 
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as  to  the  practice  in  other  oaaee,  but  I 
wish  to  make  that  point  clear.  Let  me 
aaj  at  once  that  if  Mr.  Dillon's  speech 
was  illegal,  if  the  Plan  of  Oampaigo  is 
illegal,  and  if  his  speech  was  an  incite- 
ment to  resort  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
then,  like  all  others  who  break  the  law, 
Mr.  Dillon  must  have  been  prepared  to 
face  the  consequences.  But  aoont  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  ma;  I  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
loose  talk  about  the  matter?  General 
terms,  as  we  know— and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  knows 
this  as  well  as  I  do — relating  to  all  sub- 
jects get  into  circulation  and  are  used  to 
cover  inconvenient  facts.  I  only  say 
one  thing  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
which  I  said  before  in  the  House,  and 
which  I  say  now  after  a  further  and 
longer  observation  of  it.  So  far  as  I 
can  hear  no  substantial  injustice  has 
been  done  under  it.  I  have  never  heard 
of  a  case  where  the  reduction  demanded 
and  carried  oat  by  the  operation  of  what 
is  called  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
where  there  was  a  chance  of  comparing 
them,  exceeded  the  reductions  that  hare 
been  made  in  the  same  or  similar  cir- 
oumstances  by  the  Land  Commission. 
It  will  be  found  so.  I  behove  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevte)  has  taken 
groat  pains  to  inform  himself  accurately 
and  fully  as  to  the  precise  circumstaaces 
attending  Mr,  Dillon's  speech,  and  he 
will  probably  later  on  this  evening  de- 
scribe all  the  details  to  the  House.  I 
have  seen  a  nnmber  of  documents,  in- 
cluding a  letter  from  a  distinguished 
dignituy  of  the  Ohuroh,  which  clearly 
show  that  the  tenants  to  whom  Mr. 
Dillon  went  to  speak  were  originally 
right ;  that  the  whole  dispute  had  its 
origin  in  the  invincible  hostility  of  Lord 
Massereene  to  combination ;  that  his 
agent  resigned  because  he  refused  le- 
duotious.  [An  boa.  MsuBEB  :  Was  dis- 
missed.] I  beg  pardon,  was  dismissed  ; 
that  the  question  might  have  been  ori- 
ginally settled  on  the  terms  now  pro- 
posed by  Lord  Massereene  himself ;  that 
the  remaining  questions  at  this  moment 
are  two — not  reduction  of  rent,  that  is 
conceded — but  the  payment  of  costs  in 
cases  which  have  been  taken  to  Superior 
Courta.  They  ore  very  ready  to  invoke 
the  Superior  Conrts  when  the  object  is 
to  harry  tenants.  They  are  vary  careful 
to  keep  away  from  these  Courts  when  it 
Kr.  John  Morley 


is  a  question  of  justice  to  the  tenanta. 
That  is  the  first  difficulty.  The  second 
difficulty  is  the  reinstatement  of  those 
evicted  men  who  hare  been  leaders  la 
the  combination,  and  who  are  admitted 
to  hare  been  substantially  in  the  right 
from  the  first.  These  are,  I  bsliere,  the 
things  Lord  Massereene  has  been  fight- 
ing Ibr — the  power  of  dealing  with  indi- 
viduals and  the  power  of  resisting  oom- 
bination.  Thereweharethe  wholesitna* 
tion  and  the  whole  secret  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Act  in  a  nutshell.  The 
process  is  this— a  just  reduction  is  re- 
fused, then  there  is  a  combination  ;  and 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  in  these  cases 
there  is  a  combination ;  then  somebody 
makes  a  speech  to  the  tenants,  then  the 
coercion  machinery  is  invoked,  thedistrict 
is  proclaimed,  and  the  man  who  makes 
the  speech  is  tried  without  a  jury  and 
gets  a  double  sentence  because  he  is  a 
leader  of  great  popularity  and  import- 
ance. We  told  you  all  along  that  the 
object  with  which  the  Crimes  Act  would 
be  worked  would  be  to  prevent  legitimate 
combinations.  I  admit  that  Mr.  Dillon 
used  words  which,  in  my  opinion — and 
probably  in  his  own  opinion  also  when 
he  had  bod  time  to  reflect  upon  them — 
were  regrettable.  "If  any  man  broke 
himself  from  this  combination  " — lam 
quoting  the  words — "  his  life  wootd  not 
be  a  happy  one."  I  admit  that  that  was 
regtettaole  language.  \_Chttr*.'\  Tee; 
but  do  not  let  us  have  any  cant  about 
that.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mam- 
bei  for  West  Birmingham  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Nottingham,  I  myself, 
and  all  who  hare  known  the  history  of 
Trade  Unionism,  know  very  well  that 
language  a  hundred  times  more  violent 
and  dangerous  was  habitually  used  in 
oonneotion  with  those  disputes  until  you 
altered  the  Law  of  Trade  Combination ; 
and  the  remedy— the  way  to  get  rid  of 
this  language  and  the  combinations 
which  prompt  this  language — is  to  do 
with  regard  to  agrarian  oombinatioDB 
in  Ireland  what  Parliament  did  for  trade 
union  combinations. 

I  venture  now  to  quote  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh,  as 
explaining  still  further  the  object  and 
intent  of  this  Act.  I  hope  I  shall  al- 
ways speak  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  with  respect,  for  ho  shows  many 
popular  qualities  in  this  House.  Here 
is  a  speech  he  made  in  the  town  of 
Ayr.    He  is  reported  to  hare  sai4— 
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"  llo  would  n«Ter  be  utitBed.  nnd  hii  people    NoW)  Sir,  that  waa  surely  a  promiae  of 

^ould  i..T«  be  MtMed.  uptU  tbej  pl»o.d  their   ^  pi^n  of  appeal  to  a  superior  tribunal. 

h«l.  upon  ihaLr  =aok.,  j^  ^^^^^ ia  thie-that  ^e  GoTomment 

not  only  did  not  Uat  year  eoneider  or 
propose  in  Parliament  any  plan,  but 
that  they  have,  in  adminiatering  the 
law  with  obstinate  pertinacity  on  every 
occasion,  moved  Heaven  and  earth  to 
prevent  higher  tribunals  from  dealing 
with  legal  difficulties.  They  have  on 
every  occasion  used  all  the  resources  of 
what  I  feel  bound  to  call  chicane  to 
oppose  testing  niee  points  of  law  is 
Courts  of  real  legal  oompetenoy  in  Dub- 
lin. Would  you  not  suppose  that  if 
there  waa  a  chance  of  a  man  being 
detuned  in  illegal  custody  the  authori- 
ties would  rejoice  at  any  opportunity 
being  taken  to  have  the  disputable  and 
disputed  decision  reviewed  and  con- 
sidered ?  Sullivan's  case  was  the  first  I 
can  remember.  He  waa  brought  up  for 
conspiracy  with  others  in  reusing  to 
shoe  horses  for  Urs.  Ourtin.  An  appli- 
cation was  made  to  the  Oourt  of  Queen's 
Bench  for  a  otrtiorari.  The  Counsel 
representing  the  Grown — that  is  to  say, 
representing  the  Government,  who  had 
promised  the  House  of  Commons  to  do 
their  best  to  refer  legal  difficulties  to  a 
higher  tribunal — argued  with  might 
and  main  that  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  had  no  power  to  go  behied  the 
warrant,  and  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  refused  the  prisoner's  applica* 
tion.  Happily  for  law  and  juatice,  the 
ingenuity  of  the  prieoner'a  counsel — 
who  ie  a  Member  of  this  House — hit  on 
the  device  of  an  application  for  a  writ 
of  kabtai  eorpui  to  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer. Here,  again,  the  'Crown  OouBsel 
struggled  as  hard  as  he  bad  dona  in  the 
Court  of  Queen'a  Bench  to  prevent  a 
higher  Court  from  teating  the  legal 
points  in  the  deoision  of  the  two  Besi- 
de nt  Magistrates.  This  time  the  prisoner 
waa  aucceasful.  The  Court  of  Exche- 
quer decided  the  Besident  Magistrates 
were  wrong,  that  Sullivan  was  illegally 
detained,  and  he  was  ordered  to  be  die- 
charged.  Take  another  ease.  A  man 
named  Brosnan  was  convicted  of  selling 
newspapers,  and  the  magistratee  in  the 
Crimes  Court  refused  to  state  a  oase  for 
a  Superior  Court.  Counsel  for  the 
prisoner  applied  for  a  tnandamiu  to  com- 
pel them  to  do  so.  Counsel  for  the 
Crown,  as  before,  doing  their  beat  to 
obtain  a  refusal.  In  the  result,  owing 
to  the  ingenoity  of  the  pritiHier'B  ooon- 
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£Colonel  Sauhsxrsoit  :  Hear,  hear !] 

"  It  migbt  bs  laid  tbi>  wu  a  bloodtbiratj  polioj." 

[An  hon.  Mruber  :  Bather.] 

"  IF  thar  onl;  manriillT  came  forwird  and  aniitgd 
the  GoTemment  in  Isjinjt  in  Ireland  that  re>p«ot 
tor  lile  aod  property  which  *■■  tha  foundation 
o(  the  proaperilf  of  everj  oitiliied  oounlry,  Ihej 
voald  be  eonlerring  upon  the  Empire  an  unquali- 
fied benefit,  and  an  iaeaiimable  bUmng  upon 
Ireland,  bl*  countrj." 

[^Chetri.^  Tee;  but  do  not  you  see 
what  you  are  thinking  of  is  the  defence 
of  life  and  property  in  Ireland  7  What 
he  and  his  frienda,  whoae  dupea  you  are 
— what  they  are  thinking  of  is  placing 
their  heels  upon  the  necks  of  the  ma- 
jority of  their  own  countrymen. 

Now  a  word  as  to  equality  of  treat- 
ment. If  Mr.  Dillon  had  got  up  a  meet- 
ing for  promoting  aConatitutionalmove- 
ment  against  the  Government  of  this 
country,  he  would  have  been  a  first-class 
misdemeanant  by  the  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment a  dozen  years  ago ;  he  gets  up  a 
combination  to  iuduoe  a  landlord  to  re- 
duce his  rent,  and  he  is  a  common  orimi- 
Bat.  That  is  a  difference  which  ought  to 
make  a  deep  impression  on  the  minds  of 
this  House,  as  I  am  sure  it  will  on  the 
minda  of  people  outside.  Again,  if  Mr. 
Dillon  had  been  a  priest,  he  would  have 
been  a  first-class  misdemeanant.  In  all 
caees,  I  believe,  except  one,  up  to  the 
present  time,  the  priest  has  been  treated 
as  a  first-class  misdemeanant.  Were 
they  placed  in  prison  clothes?  You 
have  boasted  of  your  resolution  to  treat 
one  man  exactly  as  you  would  treat 
another ;  that  you  would  have  no  respect 
for  cloth  or  tor  a  Member  of  Parliament 
— all  those  things  show  that  the  pretence 
of  equality  and  impartial  administration 
of  the  law  is  a  farce  and  a  mockery. 

I  will  pass  on  to  another  point  in 
support  of  this  Motion,  On  May  17, 
1 887,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  came  down  to  the  House  and 
told  ua  this— talking  of  the  Crimes  Act, ; 
which  waa  then  under  our  conaidera tion 
^he  aaid — 

"  There  wiil  be  an  appeal  in  evsrr  oaie  to  a 
Count/  Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  Irgal  teohnioali- 
tie>,  the  Countj  Court  Judge  ia  objected  to,  the 
Government  nJll  be  prepared  to  eonsidar  >  plan 
for  giring  an  appeal  in  cues  in  vhioh  a  legal 
diShiuUr  msj  be  luTolTed  to  a  itill  higher  tri- 
baDal."_(8  Saiuani,  [315]  384.) 
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el,  the  Besident  Magistrates  were  di- 
rected to  etate  a  case;  and  the  prisoner 
was  released  on  bail,  having  undergone 
one-half  of    his    imprisonment.       The 


illegal  to  refuse  to  deal,  or  to  refuse  to 
ply  a  trade,  it  was  your  business  to  have 
put  a  clause  into  the  Cnmes  Act  which 
would  have  made  that  change  io  the  law. 
point  on  which  the  Besident  Magistrates.  But  you  did  sot ;  and  why  ?  Ton  may 
have  thought  you  would  have  had  some 
difficulty  in  getting  such  a  clause  through 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  do  not  know 
why  you  should,  considering  that  moat 
of  this  Bill  was  passed  in  a  lump  with- 
out discussion.  At  all  events,  it  was 
not  proposed.  But  your  Ooercion  Courts 
act  ]ust  as  if  such  a  clause  had  been  pro- 
posed and  had  been  passed.  I  should 
like  to  give  illustrations  of  the  utterly 
odious  way  in  which  prosecutions  for 
refusal  to  deal  have  been  got  up.  Thank 
Heaven,  there  is  no  English  word  for  it ; 
we  are  obliged  to  use  the  jargon  of  Con- 
tinental despotism,  and  to  speak  of  the 
police  acting  aeaymitf^oroMf^urt,  That 
is  the  expedient  to  which  the  Govem- 
ment  have  to  resort.  Here  is  the  case 
heard  at  Fermoy,  County  Cork,  of  a 
man  named  John  Moloney,  who  was 
charged  with  refusing  to  supply  police 
constables.  Two  of  them  went  into  th« 
shop,  and  the  assistant  refused  to  sell 
them  a  pair  of  boots  they  asked  for. 
A  few  days  afterwards,  when  the  shop- 
keeper was  in  the  shop,  they  went  in 
and  took  up  a  small  pair  of  boots  and 
wished  to  buy  them.  The  prisoner 
declined  to  sell  them  because  they  were 
required  by  a  customer.  One  of  the 
oonstables  took  up  a  second  pair;  the 
prisoner  said  he  was  busy  attending  to 
a  customer,  and  the  constable  said  he 
would  wait.  He  then  asked  for  any 
pair  of  boots  in  the  house.  The  con- 
stables had  been  supplied  with  £1  by 
the  District  Inspector ;  and  this  is  the 
cross-examination  of  one  of  them  before 
the  Besident  Magistrates — 

"  What  did  be  t«U  jim  to  do  t— He  told  me  to 
get  anjr  twir  ol  boolt  that  were  in  the  hooK. 
Wbi  it  for  himaelf  T — No.  An;  pair  orbooti  joa 
pat  four  ejei  on  ;od  were  to  ;et  1 — Tei.  Did 
jou  go  there  b;  direction  of  joaroBloir  to  •ntrsp 
■nd  enanare  thia  reipeotable  man  f— Certainlj  I 
went  b;  direction*.  Wai  it  for  the  purpoae  of  a 
prowaution  jou  went  into  theee  plaoea  t— I  did 
not  knov  at  the  time  what  it  wai  Tor.  Upon 
jgur  oBlfi,  do  JOU  knov  the  objeot  for  vhioh  70U 
went  in  (hare  t — Mot  at  ifae  time.  Do  joa  keov 
it  now  >— Certainly.  What  was  the  object  f— A 
proaeoulion.  Did  jou  want  thoia  boota  or  ihoe) 
for  Toarown  uae  f— No.  Did  70a  uk  the  price  of 
the  boola  I— No.  I>  the  Diitriot  Inipeolor  Jone* 
70U  mentioned  in  Oaptaio  Plunkett  >  offloa  I— I 
balieTe  he  i«." 

There  is  another  case  of  the  same  kind. 


refused  to  state  a  case  was  one  of  great 
legal  difBculty.  I  ask  Chairmen  of 
Quarter  Sessions  and  other  men  of  sense 
to  realize  to  themselves  the  absurdity  of 
a  couple  of  ex-policemen  hearing  cases 
in  a  remote  country  town,  far  away 
from  law  books,  and,  without  the  op- 

Sortunity  of  consulting  with  brother 
udges,  deciding  nice  questions  of  law 
whi^  would  puzzle  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  and  the  Court  of  Esofaequer.  To 
think  of  these  things  is  to  realize  what 
a  farce  the  administration  of  this  Act  is. 
I  am  sure  the  common  sense  and  the 
intellectual  integrity  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  ought  to 
be  revolted ;  but,  so  far  from  being  re- 
volted b^  it  and  taking  steps  to  have 
the  magistrates  punished,  the  righthon. 
Gentleman  coolly  told  the  House  of 
Commons  tiiat  the  ends  of  justice  were 
amply  secured  by  the  existing  right  to 
have  a  case  stated  for  a  Superior  Court, 
Existing  right!  What  would  have 
become  of  the  existing  right  if  my  hon. 
Friend  had  not  dug  out  ofthe  law  books 


A  great  number  of  the  cases  that 
have  been  brought  before  the  House  by 
Questions  have  been  cases  of  refusal  to 
deal,  and  they  are  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, because  they  have  brought 
into  the  full  blaze  of  a  pretty  fierce  light 
the  competency  of  the  magistrates  ad- 
ministering the  Coercion  Aot.  It  is  not 
to  be  denied  by  any  lawyer  that  a  man 
has  a  perfect  right  to  abstain  from  sell- 
ing to  or  dealing  with  another.  An 
eminent  Judge — Sir  James  Stephen — 
wrote  an  article  just  before  the  Coercion 
Act  was  brought  in,  in  whioh  he  urged 
that,  just  as  the  driver  of  a  hackney 
carriage  is  under  a  legsl  obligation  to 
take  as  a  fare  or  as  a  passenger  any 
person  for  whom  there  is  room  and  to 
whose  admission  there  is  no  reasonable 
objection,  so  the  same  legal  obligation 
to  ply  his  trade  should  be  imposed  on  a 
butcher,  a  baker,  a  chemist,  a  doctor, 
and,  indeed,  on  everybody  else.  But 
neitiier  Sir  James  Stephen  nor  anybody 
in  the  world  is  able  to  etate  that  that  is 
at  present  the  law  either  in  England  or 
Ireland.  If  you  wanted  to  make  it 
J/r.  John  MorUt/ 
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A  nnmber  of  men  were  brought  up 
charged  with  taking  part  in  a  orimiiiu 
oonspiraoj  to  oompel  and  induce  shop- 
keepers not  to  deal  with  Ur.  Leader,  a 
local  landlord.  He  awore  at  the  trial 
that  he  had  never  before  dealt  with 
these  men,  and  that  he  oould  get  the 
goods  elsewhere  in  the  town.  This  is 
part  of  the  croso-sxamination  of  Mr. 
Loaitx — 
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for  the  defence,  gave  evidence  that  the 
public-houses  were  closed  at  his  request. 
He  wished  to  prevent  the  posBibili^  of 
a  collision  between  the  police  and  the 
people.  In  all  24  publicans  were  pro- 
ceeded against.  All  were  found  guilty, 
and  sentenced  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment ;  but  an  offer  waa  mode  to  release 
them  if  the;  mode  a  promise  to  supply 
the  police  in  future.  Eleven  refused  to 
give  an;  promise  and  went  to  gaol ;  13 
promised  to  supply  the  police,  and  were 
released.  The  if  were  sent  to  a  month's 
hard  labour  for  refusing  to  supply  the 
poliee  with  drink  on  that  one  day.  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  has  said — "  What  we  are  now 
fighting  for  are  the  elementary  prin- 
ciples of  private  liberty;  what  we  are 
maintaining  is  the  cause  of  law,  because 
it  is  the  cause  of  freedom." 

I  now  come  to  the  Eilleagh  case  heard 
last  week.  The  charge  there  waa  that 
certain  persons  took  part  in  a  conspi- 
racy to  compel  traders  not  to  deal  with 
members  of  the  Irish  Coostabulary,  and 
the  defendants  were  sentenced  to  terms 
of  imprisonment,  the  magistrates  re- 
fusing to  state  a  cose.  Against  this  re- 
fusal an  appeal  was  made  to  the  Oourt 
of  Exohequer,  and  the  actual  words  ot 
the  judgment  have  been  reproduced  in 
some  of  the  English  papers,  but  not  in 
alt.  A  constable  said  that  he  went  into 
Heaphy's  shop  on  the  16th  of  April  to 
purchase  some  bread.  Heaphy  said  that 
he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it,  but 
that  his  wife  could  give  the  constable 
the  bread  if  she  liked.  The  constable 
said  that  he  put  a  shilling  on  the  counter 
and  saw  some  bread  in  the  shop  but  did 
not  get  any.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in 
his  decision  on  the  case,  said  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  evidence  that  other 
persona  on  other  days  acted  similarly 
towards  the  police,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  magistrates  had  evi- 
dence from  which  they  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  each  of  these  persons 
had  bread  which  they  might  have  sup- 
plied if  they  had  wished ;  and  that  their 
refusing  to  do  so  was  in  pursuance  of 
common  aotion.  [(7A««rj.]  Yes;  but 
that  refusal  is  not  an  offence  at  law. 
That  is  the  point.  Unless  the  element 
of  oonepiracy  comes  in  and  unless  there 
is  evidence  of  conspiracy  no  offence  has 
been  committed.  What  was  the  question 
which  the  twofiesident  Magistrates  had 
to  determine  ?    The  Lord  Chief  Boron 


moaC  hoatils  pm>p1e  iu  lbs  tovn,  >nd  that  i>  wbf 
1  went.  Did  yaa  expect  jou  would  b«  mpplied  f 
— I  wat  spre  I  would  not  b«  aerred.  Knowing 
joa  would  not  bs  Mrred,  why  did  fOu  go,  if  it  wnt 
not  for  the  purpou  of  ^rettlog  up  >  proieoution 
ufttnit  thew  man  t  (Caniidenibla  hctilftiion.) 
(^n  yon  aoiwar  t — I  do  not  dtoy  tbat  I  wanl«d 
to  get  up  ■  proiocution." 
There  was  no  evidence  of  conspiracy; 
the  only  evidence  was  that  there  was  a 
refusal  to  deal;  and  yet  four  of  the  de- 
fendants were  sentenced  to  six  weeks' 
imprisonment.  In  another  case  a  num- 
ber of  persons  were  brought  up  at  Mil- 
town  Malbay,  charged  with  refusing  to 
eell  goods  to  a  woman  named  Connell. 
Again,  there  was  no  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy, but  only  of  a  refusal  to  supply 
goods,  and  yet  four  men  were  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  They  appealed;  the  sentence 
was  doubled  on  appeal ;  and  these  men 
are  in  prison  now,  serving  out  the  double 
sentence,  for  what,  if  the  judgment  of 
the  Oourt  of  Exchequer  be  sound,  is 
probably  not  an  illegal  act  at  all.  One 
more  cose,  again  at  Miltowa  Malbay,  in 
Count;  Clare.  Twenty-four  men  were 
-charged  with  refusing  to  supply  goods 
to  the  police.  The  case  aroee  in  this  way 
— A  tnal  of  a  nnmber  of  persons  took 
place  in  this  town  on  the  4th  of  February, 
and  as  at  a  trial  which  preceded  that 
by  some  days  it  was  found  that  some  of 
the  people  who  had  taken  drink  during 
the  day  got  into  collision  with  the  police, 
the  parish  priest  requested  the  publicans 
of  the  town  to  close  their  houses  on  the 
day  of  this  trial.  The  publicans  obeyed. 
Evidence  was  given  by  various  polioe- 
men  that  on  the  4th  they  went  to  every 
public-house,  and  knocked  at  the  door, 
but  could  not  obtain  admission.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  police  had  In  barracks 
OS  much  refreshment  as  they  required. 
On  a  previous  occasion,  when  there  had 
been  prosecutions,  disturbances  had 
taken  place.  On  this  occasion  all  was 
quiet.    The  Bev.  Father  White,  P.P., 
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eud  tliat  it  was  whether  there  was  evi- 
dence of  ooDipiracy  or  what  he  oalled 
undue  iaduence,  and  be  said  that  he 
was  bound  to  state  that  he  did  not  find 
a  shadow  of  evideuoe  in  that  direction. 
There  was  another  and  most  extra- 
ordinary case,  that  of  David  Barry. 
This  mao  was  asked  for  bread  and  ha 
sold  it.  Afterwards  be  was  frightened 
at  what  he  had  done,  and  said  that  he 
would  rather  give  the  bread  for  nothing 
than  take  money  for  it,  adding—"  I  do 
not  like  being  a  black  sheep  any  more 
than  anybody  else."  This  miserable 
man,  who  was  frightened  out  of  his  life 
because  he  sold  bread,  was  punished 
with  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  for 
joining  in  a  conspiracy  to  intimidate 
others  not  to  supply  bread.  He  hoped 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Ob  aooellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  appreciate  the 
comedy.  The  Lord  Ohief^  Baron  very 
naturiUly  said  that  he  could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  evidence  of  intimida- 
tion against  the  man,  or  that  his  terror 
of  mind  and  fright  was  evidence  against 
him.  "It  was  mistaking  the  injured 
party  for  the  person  who  was  doing  the 
wrong."  fetthe  injured  party  suffered 
B  fortnight's  imprisonment  for  intimi* 
dating,  though  all  the  evidence  went  to 
show  that  he  was  himself  under  intimi- 
dation, la  it  not  true  that  these 
magistrates'  Oourtsare  more  like  Oourts 
at  a  oomio  opera  than  anything  else  ? 
On  the  other  cases  the  Ohief  Baron  said 
this— 

"Waa  ihere  evidence  from  whiab  the;  could 
bring  home  (hat  aot  of  ititimidatioii  to  an;  at  tbe 
partis*  vbo  wers  partiei  to  tbii  cominon  agree- 
msnt  !  WnalfaiiitHtamenL  of  tbe  police  sTidence 
againit  (hem,  and  eTidenos  tbnt  thej  iotimi- 
dated  f  Now,  it  wai  quite  olaar  that  it  wai  no 
evidencB  igainit  Ibem  at  alt.  There  wai  do  evi- 
dence that  Uenphj  vai  s  part;  to  the  conipiraoj 
wllhin  the  Aot  of  Harliament ;  and  tho  lame  ob- 
MrvatioD  applied  to  the  other  two  peraoti*  *ba 
were  ia  oaitodj." 

Now,  this  is  very  important,  and  will 
have  the  eS'ect,  I  hope,  of  stopping 
moat  nefarious  practice  and  of  showing 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the  admi- 
nistration of  tbe  Coercion  Act  up  to  this 
Soint  and  in  all  this  class  of  cases  has 
een  nothing  more  nor  leas  than  a 
scandal.  But  there  waa  another  Judge 
on  the  Bench  who  used  to  be  a  i 
epiouous  ornament  of  this  House— Baron 
Dowse.  He  dissented  from  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron's  view,  that  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  were  entitled  to  go  behind 
ifr.  John  Morlty 


the  warrant  and  take  cognizance  of  what 
was  going  on  in  the  Court  below.  That 
makes  hie  remarks  all  the  more  import* 
ant.  Baron  Dowse  said  that  Mr.  Heolj 
had  asked  the  magistrates  to  state  a 
case  and  they  had  refused.  Then  Baron 
Dowse  went  on  to  say  that  there  were 
several  things  which  he  bad  never  been 
able  to  understand  in  the  oourae  of  bia 
life,  and  one  of  them  was  the  mind  of  a 
locfil  Justice,  and  he  was  even  lees  able 
to  understand  very  often  tbe  state  of 
mind  of  a  local  Justice,  of  whose  legal 
competence  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
satisfied.  How  the  two  Justices  in  ques- 
tion, the  Lord  Chief  Baron  said,  oould 
have  aatisfied  themselves  that  die  point 
made  in  favour  of  the  case  being  stated 
was  a  frivolous  one  he  could  not  com- 
prehend. Why  these  Justices  did  not 
in  a  proper  way  state  a  oase  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Superior  Court,  I  say, 
surpasses  my  comprehension.  I  hope 
for  the  future  they  will  be  wiser,  and 
they  will  not  be  of  opinion  that  a  point 
practically  decided  by  the  majority  of 
the  Oonrt  of  Exchequer,  substantially 
decided  by  the  majority,  and  praotioally 
decided  by  the  whole  of  it,  that  thatia 
a  frivolous  point.  Whatever  they  may 
think  privately,  I  do  not  think  they  can 
lay  that  down  generally.  I  think  tbej 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  men  that  are 
brought  up  under  this  Aot  of  Farlia- 
ment  have  rights,  and  that  it  ia  far 
better  that  aota  should  go  unpunished 
rather  than  that  parties  should  be 
punished  against  the  law  or  by  straining 
the  law.  Then  Baron  Dowse  read  a 
passage  which  ia  more  a  piece  of  his- 
tory, and  it  is  taken  from  a  Dook  which, 
some  think,  is  a  greater  book  almost  than 
Oibhon — I  mean  Finlay's  Mittory  of 
Oreeea.     Mr.  Finlay  said  that — 

"  Where  tras  libertf  existed  ererr  agent  of  the 
AdministratioD  rrom  the  gendarme  to  the  Flnanoa 
Mini  iter." 

Baron  Dowse  aupposed  that  Beaident 
Magistrates,  of  whose  legal  competence 
tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  was  satisfied,  would 
be  included,  though  I  should  think  the 
Resident  Magistrate  was  much  nearer  the 
gendarme  than  the  Finance  Minister — 

"  Where  tree  liberty  existed,  ererj  agent  of 
the  Adminiatration  muat  be  rendered  penODallf 
reaponsiblo  to  the  Slate  for  tba  legalitj  of  crerr 

This,  the  historian  said,  and  we  say 
also,  Is  tho  real  foundation  of  English 
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Ubert;  and  of  the  g;r«at  principle  which 
dietinguisbeB  the  law  of  England  from 
some  of  the  Continental  nations  of 
Europe.  Now,  I  submit  that  this  prin- 
oiple  and  thess  remarka  of  tlie  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  justify  all 
that  we  said  before  this  Act  became  law 
with  regard  to  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
and  they  justify  what  I  have  said  to- 
night, that  neither  their  law,  nor  their 
common  sense,  nor  their  equity,  are  on 
■0  high  a  lerel  as  to  make  them  safe  sub- 
stitutes for  a  jury.  It  ezposei  the  absur- 
dity of  denying  ua  the  fullest  criticism 
upon  their  action,  and  of  blaming,  as 
your  Press  does — and  as,  perhaps,  you 
will  do  when  you  get  up  to  defend  your 
action — of  blaming  na  for  our  critioism 
as  BB  attack  upon  a  body  of  men,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said,  who,  under  rare  difficulties, 
are  vindicating  with  rare  impartiality 
the  cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
Baron  Dowse  is  a  Judg^  of  the  land  ;  it 
is  he  who  says  this  of  your  Beeident 
Hagietrates,  and  I  need  say  no  more. 

The  arm  of  the  Coercion  Aot  under 
this  Ministry    is  Tery   long   and   very 

Kwerful.  It  can  grasp  a  great  political 
ader,  and  also  the  most  miserable 
waifsandstrayaofhumanity.  Iwillgive 
the  House  an  illustration.  This  case 
happened  in  May,  and  it  has  already 
been  before  the  House  in  the  form  of 
Qnestione ;  but  I  think  the  House  should 
hear  the  story.  It  is  the  ease  of  an  old 
man  and  his  wife  charged  with  "taking 
forcible  possession"  of  an  outhouse 
after  they  had  been  turned  out  of  their 
holding.  They  bad  nowhere  to  go  to, 
unless  they  lay  down  to  die  on  the  road- 
aide.  The  agent  who  went  to  the  place, 
in  his  evidence  before  Messrs.  Warbur- 
toa  and  Caddell,  the  magistrates, 
said — 

'*  I  olOMd  op  the  door ;  I  nailed  Dp  one  door, 
snd  built  np  the  other  one :  1  pat  up  b  hup  and 
a  »U^  to  the  dwelling  hoase  and  built  up  Ihs 
ODlbonwt  with  ilonsi.  1  next  liiiicd  the  plaee 
the  laoM  eteniag  ;  I  round  a  woman  in  poucMion 
of  one  of  the  ouihoms*,  and  law  bimtell  going 
Id  after.  The  defendant!  are  huibind  and  wife  ; 
I  aiked  tbem  both  to  lean,  and  the  Teniale  re- 
plied that  tbejr  bad  no  place  to  go  to,  and  that 
the  weather  wsi  cold .' ' 

The  following  conversatioD  then  took 
place — 

"  Dr.  LotIi  (tbe  landlord]. —'  I  «ould  aak  ji 
to  deal  lenieotlr  with  ihem.  Mr.  Warburton. 
'  It  la  a  loDf  ting  to  keep  poiieuiou  linee  Fe 
riuu-f .'    Dr.  Leii*,  J.P. — '  Tea ;   but  I  »m  the 


n  who  III)  aoilerpd  moet  hj  it,  and  I  would 
aik  jou  lo  deal  ai  ligbtlj'  ai  jon  can  with  (bem, 
HI  Ihej  Hill  giis  up  poHeuion  to  the  partial  with 
whom  thej  agreed.'  Mr.  Warburton. — 'How 
long  haie  Ibaj  been  treating  wilb  him  t  *  Dr. 
Levii. — ■  I  eannot  aaj,  u  it  wu  otily  Ihii  morn- 
ing for  the  firit  time  thej  same  to  me,  and  thof 
then  Mid  thej  were  prepared  to  give  up  posice- 
aion,'  Mr.  Warburton. — 'Now,  In  thia  Gate  both 
ofjoD  hnTe  made  jourselTei  liable  to  a  penalt; 
of  ail  monttia'  iiDpritoninent  with  bnrd  labour. 
ToQ  hate  been  keeping  poiieMion  of  thia  plioe 
in  ipita  of  ill  remoDitrancei  and  cautions  of 
poiioe,  bailiffa,  and  ttetjhodj  etw,  and  jou  baie 
been  there  for  nearly  three  montha — airoe  the 
20th  of  February.  The  Aot  learea  no  option  lo 
ua  but  to  inipoia  impriionment.  Hawerer,  a* 
Dr.  Leiii  hai  aaid  ao  much  for  you,  we  will  lake 
it  into  aecouot.'  The  magiatratea  then  aen- 
leneed  the  old  man  to  one  mouth'*  impriaoument, 
and  hli  wife  to  a  fortnight.  Female  Defeudsnt.— 
'  Oh,  make  it  a  fine  on  the  old  man  ;  be  it  Ten 
delicate  aod  feeble.'  Dr.  Leiia — 'Ibopojou'll 
reduee  the  imprlacnmenC  in  the  old  man  a  oaae.' 
Mr.  Warburton.—'  We  cannot,  Dr.  LbtI*.  it  la 
a  long  time  to  be  oner- holding  poiaeiiion.'  Fe- 
male Defendant  {weeping  bitlerlj),— '  Ob,  we 
naTer  went  to  gaol  berore,  and  the  poor  old  man 
it  delicate.  Wouldn't  fou  put  a  floe  on  bim, 
gentlemeu  t '     Tbe  Bench  were  inexorable." 

I'huB,  an  old  man  of  75  years  of  age, 
scarcely  able  to  stand,  and  so  deaf  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  what  went  on  during 
his  trial,  waa  sentenced  to  a  month's 
imprisonment  for  the  "crime"  of  taking 
shelter  from  the  inclemency  of  the 
weather  in  an  outhouse  on  the  holding 
from  which  he  had  been  evicted.  Now 
I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Uentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  released  these 
two  poor  wretches ;  I  daresay  he  has. 
But  whether  he  has  or  not,  what  a  light 
this  case  sheds  on  the  temper  in  which 
your  Aot  is  administered !  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  much  longer.  I  think 
I  have  said  enough.  Instead  of  keep- 
ing the  House  for  an  hour,  I  could  keep 
it  for  three  hours  with  eases  of  this  kind 
if  the  conditions  of  debate  would  permit. 
But  I  want  to  state  one  or  two  pieces  of 
evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  all  this 
harshness,  this  brutality — this  odious 
brutality — on  the  minds  of  the  people. 
As  to  increased  respect  for  the  law,  has 
it  promoted  even  quiet  or  the  exterior 
observance  of  the  conditions  of  order  and 
peacef  Ithasnot.  One  of  the  sections 
of  the  Crimes  Act  which  the  House  will  re- 
member that  we  had  prolonged  debates 
upon  is  what  is  called  the  Star  Chamber 
Section,  allowing  private  preliminary 
inquiries  to  be  held  without  any  prisoner 
being  arrested.  That  section  lias  been 
put  in  operation  in  the  county  of  Done- 
gal;  and  I  ju^t  want  to  read  to  the 
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House  the  eridence  of  a  man  whose 
authority  and  weif^ht  will  not  be  denied. 
Tou  are  very  fond  of  attaching  impor- 
tanoB  to  Ecolepiastical  BescripU.  This 
is  a  little  ReBoript  from  the  Bishop  of 
Baphoe ;  and  this  is  what  he  tells  the 
OoTemment  as  to  the  effect  of  their  Star 
ChambeT  inquiry  in  the  county  of  Done- 
gal.    He  says — 

"  For  tha  mainiBnance  ot  good  order  Binong 
the  peopla  1  »m,  bj  m]'  poiition,  more  deeplj  eon- 
oerned  tfann  anjiMf  iatnle.Bnd  I  cannot  look  on 
without  proteat  whila  aomo  of  the  moat  peacerul 
diatrieta  in  Ireland  are  being  thrown  into  a  atate 
of  utter  oonrualon  b/  Iba  needleaa  operation)  of  a 
acoTst  Coercion  Court." 

Dr.  O'Donnell,  Bishop  of  Baphoe,  then 
goes  on  to  describe  tba  work  of  that 
Oourt  to  be  "a  aCanding  menace  to 
peace  and  incitement  to  riolence."  He 
Bays — 

"  Tbe  little  town  of  Dungloe  ia  in  the  midat  o[ 
a  population  whoaa  oharaoler  Tor  inlolligeoiM, 
indaitrj.ind  paaoeCulnea*  ia  not  inrpaaaed  bj  the 

5ood  name  of  Ibe  inbabitaota  at  any  point  on  Iba 
riab  aeaboard.  Until  a  faw  woakaagoita  loona- 
people  lived  in  a  alote  of  enviable  quirlude,  auoh 
■a  tha  atrainsd  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  would  allow  few  neighboariDg  dittrtcla  to 
aaanme.  Aa  a  matter  of  hot,  the  looalitj  faaa 
■IwafB  bean  remarkable  for  tba  amioable  aattl«> 
ment  of  agrarian  diapntea.  ...  A  Reaidant 
Mngiairate  thought  well  to  eatabliih  hi>  Star 
Chamber  in  it*  midat.  Tlie  leading  men  of  the 
town  were  lummoned  on  abort  nolioe 
with  DO  option  but  to  decline 
before  the  publio  in  the  odi 
formera  on  their  neighboura.  .  .  .  Thf>e  towns- 
people of  Dungloa,  lonio  of  them  in  a  matt  delioalo 
atate  of  health,  were  made  to  come  from  Derr^ 
Gaol  long  joDrneja  on  outaide  cara  at  late  houra 
of  Ilia  night,  and  in  lorranla  oF  rain,  ralfaer  than 
haie  Iba  name  of  jieMing  to  the  beheita  of  thi 
miichicTOuB  Court.  I  implore  Ilia  people  to  b 
true  lu  their  Cbriitian  dotj,  to  Iroland  and  t 
themaeWaa,  bj  not  allowing  eren  inoh  inlcnaat 

CroTocation  to  drive  them  into  Tialenoe.  Thaj 
are  not  begun  tbe  dUturbinoa.  Let  tbe  whole  rO' 
aponaibilitf  ofdiaorder  rest  on  Iboae  whoae  tfran. 
nioal  adminiBtralion  faaa  called  it  into  being." 

That  case  is  only  one  of  many  others 
showing  the  course  which  these  pro- 
ceedings run  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment.  Some  sort  of  action  '  '  ' 
in  a  Coercion  Court ;  a  crowd  assembles 
to  greet  tbe  prisoners ;  the  police  very 
needlessly  attempt  to  disperse  these,  for 
the  most  part,  innocent  and  harmless 
crowds ;  then  a  disturbance  begi) 
batoning  and  bludgeoQine  begin,  and 
disorder  spreads.  But  all  this  has  no 
effect  in  drawing  tbe  minds  of  tbe  peopli 
towards  your  Ooverament.  They  ar< 
not  reconciled  to  it ;  they  take  every 
Jtr.  Join  Mvrlty 


opfxtrtunity,  on  the  contrary,  great  or 
small,  of  showing  that  their  syinpathiet 
are  for  those  whom  you  imprison,  and 
that  they  have  none  for  you  or  your 
law.  Sir,  I  shall  not  be  snepected,  even 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  of  exulting 
in  that.  I  do  not.  It  is  the  object  of 
all  of  us  to  bring  the  minds  of  the  peopls 
of  Ireland  into  something  like  harmony 
and  sympathy  with  our  law  and  go- 
vernment. But  what  do  we  find  on  every 
oocasion  ?  I  never  take  up  TK»  Frt*- 
man'i  Journal  or  some  other  Irish  paper 
without  seeing  an  account  of  some  de- 
monstration Dy  a  crowd  with  bands 
and  cara  to  escort  somebody  to  prison, 
or  to  escort  him  on  hie  way  out  of  prison. 
Last  Friday  there  was  a  priest  brought 
up  at  Limerick  for  holding  an  unlawful 
meeting  on  the  Biver  Shannon.  He  went 
out  in  a  boat,  and  five  other  boats  joined 
him  about  400  yards  from  the  Clare 
side.  The  wind  was  blowing  from  the 
shore,  and  the  tide  was  ebbing,  but  still 
the  police  heard  enough  words  uttered 
to  make  a  case  for  the  Crimes  Act  Court, 
and  I  do  not  object  to  it;  but  when  the 
priest  went  to  the  Court  he  was  followed 
by  a  large  contingent  on  oars  and  horse- 
back, and  one  car  carried  a  boat  on  the 
top  of  which  was  tbe  inscription  "  Going 
to  gaol  for  boating."  When  tbey  got  to 
Limerick  again  the  prisoner  was  greeted 
by  a  large  crowd ;  again  there  was  dis- 
order and  a  collision  with  the  police; 
and,  after  all  the  importance  attached 
to  the  action  of  the  clergy  in  keeping 
the  peace  in  Ireland,  a  conference  of  the 
priests  of  West  Clare  met  last  Friday 
and  passed  a  resolution — 

"  That  the  proaecutlon  of  Kalhcr  Gilligan  only 
raiaaa  him  in  our  ealimation,  and  is  another  proof 
of  hia  rendiuau  to  endure  suffering  in  the  oauae  of 
our  oppreaaed  people." 

How  long,  I  ask.  is  this  to  go  on? 
Under  such  a  system  as  this— a  system 
which  baa  alienated  and  is  alienating 
the  minds  of  the  people  from  the  law, 
and  throwing  all  their  sympathies  on 
ibe  side  of  the  offenders  against  tbo 
law — imder  that  system  no  civil  virtue 
can  ever  grow  or  ever  thrive.  The 
gross,  savage  ill-usage  of  the  people,  of 
tbe  humble  people,  whom  it  is  desired 
to  terrify,  the  needless  arrests,  the  hu- 
miliation, the  constant  intrusion  and 
dominion  of  the  police  everywhere — 
that  is  no  atmosphere  for  the  prepara* 
tion  for  freedom.  But  the  just  spirit  of 
England  recollects  itself  and  is  awake- 
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I  do  not  appeal  tn  that  spirit  merely 
outside  of  ttiis  House ;  I  appeal  inside 
this  House  tg  tha  experience  and  the 
principles  which  have  made  England 
what  Eagland  ia,  and  1  protest  against 
blind  and  futile  pareistence  in  the  prin- 
oiples  and  the  practices  which  have 
made  Ireland  what  Ireland  is.  This 
House  ma;  not,  will  not  assent  to  m; 
Motion,  but  I  hope  that  boo.  Members 
will  lay  serioual;  to  heart  the  true  aha- 
raoter  of  what  is  now  going  on  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  want  to  make  this  speech 
an  attaek  on  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Ohief  Seotetar;  personally  in  any 
way.  He  is  not  more  responsible  than 
the  majority  of  this  House.  He  is  only 
doing;  logically— ^rather  harshly — what 
you  gave  him  an  instrumeot  to  do.  But 
on  you  a  great  responsibility  rests.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  you  have  no  inten- 
tion of  shirhing  that  responsibility,  and 
I  am  quite  aware  that  my  hon.  Friends 
bere  do  not  shirk  this  responsibility. 
But  I  say  that  the  responsibility  is  a 
grave  one  ;  I  say  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
und  is  becoming  not  better  from  day  to 
day,  but  is  becoming  worse.  I  ask  you 
at  least,  if  you  wiU  not  vote  for  my 
Motion,  to  weigh  its  propositiODS ;  and 
I  think  that  before  many  months  are 
passed,  if  you  test  those  propositions  by 

-  all  thatoomas  up  from  Ireland,  you  will 
see  the  necessity  for  doing  away  with  a 
system  which  is  deepening  the  confu- 
sion in  Ireland,  and  which  tamisheB  the 
credit,  the  honour,  and  the  renown  of 
this  Parliament  and  of  the  people  of 
this  country.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 

.  man  concluded  by  moving  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  which  he  bad  gives  Notice. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  thu  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
opeFation  ol '  The  Criminal  Law  aad  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  IH87,'  and  the  maimei  of  iti 
admin iatration,  undermina  respect  tor  Law, 
ettnnge  the  minda  of  tho  people  of  Ireland, 
and  are  deeply  injurious  to  the  intereata  of  the 
UniUd  Kinsdom."— (Jfr.  John  Morltj/.) 

TheCHANCELLORof  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosdheh)  (St.  Oeorge's, 
Hanover  Square):  Ur.  Speaker— [/»- 
terruplion^—l  had  hoped  to  beg;in  by 
complimenting  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House  on  the 
spirit  of,  at  least,  the  end  of  his  eloquent 
speech.  But  I  cannot  compliment  him 
on  the  spirit  in  which  his  allies  seem 
disposed  to  listen  to  a  reply  to  that 
apeech.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cordially  endoiee 


one  sentiment  that  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  who  has  juet  sat 
down,  when  he  said  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour)  that  ho  was 
not  responsible  for  what  is  now  pro- 
ceeding in  Ireland,  but  that  that  respon- 
sibility rests  upon  the  Government  as 
a  whole,  and  on  the  majority  which 
elected  them.  [^Criti  of  "No!"  and 
InUrrupfton.'] 

Mb.  W.  E.GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
MidLothiao):  You  had  do  mandate  ti^m 
the  Election. 

Ma.  OOSOHEN:   I  am  really  eur- 

grised  that  when  this  side  of  the  House 
aa  listened  without  one  single  inter- 
ruption to  the  speech  we  have  just 
heard,  in  the  very  first  sentence — and 
one,  I  hope,  not  conceived  in  any 
aggressive  spirit — an  endeavour  should 
be  made  to  interfere  with  the  reply. 
It  is  not  on  my  own'  aocoont,  but  I 
think  I  may  rentnre  to  say  on  aooonnt 
even  of  the  dignity  of  these  debates  and 
the  greatness  of  the  issues  at  stake,  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  must  try  to  con- 
tain themselves.  I  must  apologize  if 
I  have  been  somewhat  warm  in  these 
remarks ;  but  the  task  is  a  great  one  to 
reply  in  a  debate  of  this  kind,  and  I 
wish  to  do  so  at  leaat  with  consecutive 

reasoning 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOIIET(I>etby): 
Go  on. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aays  "  Go  on."  I  intend  to 
go  on;  but  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  never  been  interrupted  in  the  open- 
ing of  his  speech,  as  I  have  been  now. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wan  accepting;,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  the  reeponei- 
bility  of  what  is  proceeding  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  appealed  to 
the  experience  of  the  principles  that 
have  made  England  what  it  in,  and  he 
said — "Let  us  apply  them  to  Irsland." 
We  are  applying  to  Ireland  the  prin- 
ciplee  that  have  made  England  what  it 
is ;  but  it  is  owing  to  the  persistent  effort 
made  on  the  other  side  to  mtroduce  a  new 
standard  of  morality,  a  new  standard  of 
law,  and  a  new  interpretation  of  the 
duties  of  citizens,  that  Ireland  is  what 
it  is.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
at  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  that  he 
was  asked  to  disooas  this  question 
without  having  full  information  in  hia 
hands.  I  do  not  know  that  he  waa 
asked  to  dieousa  this  question. 
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Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY :  I  was  obliged 

to  do  80. 

Me.  G080HEN :  Well,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
be  was  asked,  and  he  says  now  that  he 
was  obliged.  But  the  challenge  be 
made  to  this  House  was  placed  on  the 
Table,  I  presume,  with  full  knowledge 
of  tlie  facte,  and  therefore  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  cannot  complain  that  it 
was  necessary  to  supplement  that  which 
was  already  in  hie  knowledge  with  fresh 
facta  before  he  diBouesed  the  Motion  on 
the  Paper,  We  noticed  that  there  was 
a  little  oonaternation  at  the  moment 
when  we  accepted  his  challenge.  We  were 
stmck  with  the  fact  that  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  instead  of 
askiag  that  the  question  should  be 
immediately  diecuaaed,  said  that  three 
or  four  days  afterwards  he  would  ask 
the  GoTemment  for  a  day. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Nothing 
of  tbe  sort.  I  asked  that  a  day  should 
he  fixed  at  once. 

Me.  G08CHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ts  really  defective  in  bis 
memory.  He  got  np  in  hia  place,  after 
the  Motion  had  been  read  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  said  that  he  would 
on  Monday  next  ask  the  Government  to 
fix  a  d^    That  waa  three  days. 

Mh.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  next 
Farliamentary  day. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  Friday  is  not 
a  Farliamentary  day  for  that  purpose  ? 
Why  did  not  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman 
ask  for  a  discussion  at  once  f  We  were 
perfectly  prepared  to  meet  tbU  Motion 
—in  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tbe  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne —  in  every  respect.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  be  was  going  to 
challenge  the  Government  in  every 
respect.  Well,  we  are  prepared  to 
reply  to  him  in  evety  respeet.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  words 
of  this  Motion.    They  are 


1  the  maoner  of  i(a  admioistratioi 
mine  reipect  for  lav,  eatrsnge  the  minds  of  tho 
people  of  Ireland,  and  aie  deeply  injurioaa  to 
the  intareatt  of  the  United  Kingdom.'' 

One  would  have  thought  from  this 
Motion  that  there  existed  in  Ireland 
respect  for  the  law  which  we  had  under- 
mined, that  this  country  was  in  posses- 
sion of  the  affeotionsofihe  Irish  people, 


which  we,  by  our  procedure,  wore 
estranging.  I  notice  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  address  him- 
self to  this  part  of  tbe  ease,  and,  indeed, 
it  would  have  been  di£Scult  for  him  to  at- 
tempt it.  Our  Predecessors  did  not  be- 
queath to  us  in  Ireland  a  state  in  which 
there  was  respect  for  law,  or  any  hope 
of  affection  on  the  part  of  the  majon^ 
of  the  Irish  people  for  this  country  ; 
and,  in  fact,  those  who  hare  got  good 
memories  will  find  that  speeches,  extra- 
ordinarily like  the  speech  j  ust  delivered, 
have  been  delivered,  only  in  somewhat 
more  violent  language,  against  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  his  Friends  by  their  present 
allies.  Undermining  respect  for  the  law 
was  one  of  tbe  favourite  expressions 
used  by  hon.  Members  now  sitting  below 
tbe  Gangway  at  the  time  when  the  right 
Gentleman  was  supreme.  I  have 
wondered  from  what  pen  this  Motion 
must  really  have  proceeded.  Was  tt 
from  an  Irish  pen  or  an  English  pen  ?  I 
thought  that  possiblv  it  was  rather  an 
DngOsh  pen,  which  had  assumed  that 
respect  for  law  had  existed  previously, 
the  existence  for  which  has  always  been 
denied  by  hon.  Members  helow  the 
Gangway.  But  a  more  accurate  ex- 
amination of  the  case  seems  to  reveal 
the  fact  that  this  Motion  is  only  a  trans- 
lation of  saaeages  spoken  in  1883  by 
bon.  Members  from  Ireland.  There  is 
an  extract  from  a  speech  of  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  which  sounds  very  like  Uie 
Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman. 
Speaking  in  August,  1883,  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

"The  whole  ajitctn  of  Crown  prououlioni  in 
Irelaad  wm  .  .  Infamoua.  The  Government,  \tj 
uaing  thii  tjtima,  were  reaponaible  for  bU  the 
orime*  oommkted  UK  winler  Id  Ireland.  The 
■jatem  created  more  crime  than  it  puniahed,  ba- 
aides  diagaitinjt  and  diahearteoine  anjone  who 
dniTttl  to  baTi  reapeet  for  tbe  law."' 
That  is  a  confirmation  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman.  There  are 
other  extracts  which  show  that  what  we 
are  now  going  through  is  but  a  kind  of 
reduplication  of  debates  that  took  place 
under  our  Predecessors,  and  there  is  no 
single  charge  made  at  present  which — 
with  a  difference  in  details — baanot  been 
made  in  previous  Parliaments.  Tbe  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  0.  Har- 
rington) said  of  the  right  hon.  € 
opposite — 
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•■  ThB  ninini  bj  which  the  right  hon.  Gatille> 
nan  h>d  worked  up  (he  Admlnittraiion  in  IreUnd 
hid  done  more  to  injure  liw  and  the  adminiitrft- 
lion  of  juilies  ihnn  t,T\j  ijatem  whieh  was  eTcr 
inlroduoird  into  an;  oonnlrj  in  Earope." 

In  aDother  speech  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said— 

"  If  ther  would  itudf  the  working  of  Iha  law  in 
Ireland,  inilMil  of  being  anrpriaed  that  the  law 
waa  not  reiptcted,  thej  woold  be  aurprised  that 
the  law  wu  eten  >o  much  obefed  ae  it  waa." 

Well,  it  tnar  be  the  oaae  that  the  lav  is 
respected  in  Ireland,  or  that  it  i«  not ; 
but  let  it  be  obserred  that  if  in  their 
whole  tone  and  spirit  these  speeches  are 
but  a  parallel  to  those  made  now,  there 
is  this  great  difference  —  that  when 
you  examine  the  charges  that  are  made 
hj  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  they  are 
light  indeed  in  comparison  with  the 
charges  that  used  to  be  made  against  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  At 
all  events,  I  think  it  muet  be  said  that 
we  now  know  the  worat.  We  may  ac- 
cept it  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
though  he  said  that  he  could  continue  it 
for  many  hours,  at  aU  events  contained 
the  choicest  speoimens  of  maladminis- 
tration on  which  he  could  lay  his  finger. 
Let  us  remember  the  fierce  light — to  use 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words 
—now  beating  upon  every  magistrate, 
every  police  constable,  every  Police  In- 
spector, every  Judge  in  Ireland.  Never 
baa  an  Administration  been  subjected  to 
such  Argus-eyed  watchfulness  on  the 
part  of  its  opponents  as  the  present  Ad- 
ministration. Yet,  fter  all,  with  the 
ubiquitous  power  of  the  League  in  every 
quarter  in  Ireland,  and  with  all  the 
means  at  the  disposal  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  for  the  discovery  of  everything 
tnat  goes  on,  we  now  know,  as  I  said, 
the  worst — we  know  the  substance  of  the 
case  that  is  to  be  brought  against  us, 
and  die  House  will  be  able  to  judge 
whether  it  justifies  the  sweeping  con- 
demnation that  our  Administration  un- 
dermines respect  for  the  law — that 
respect  for  the  law  which  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  enforce.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  adduced  one  or  two 
pathetic  cases,  and  one  in  particular; 
but  I  think  that  if  we  were  to  make  the 
attempt  it  would  be  found  that  there  are 
still  in  Ireland,  though  in  reduced  num- 
-  bers,  cases  of  oppression  due  to  the 
action  of  the  National  League,  which 
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are  as  revolting  and  as  heartrend- 
ing  as  any  scenes  which  have  been 
placed  before  the  country  in  connection 
with  Ireland  in  times  past,  and  I  think 
it  only  right  that  one  or  two  such  cases 
should  be  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  House.  One  would  have  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen< 
tleman  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was 
perfectly  peaceable,  that  all  social  and 
t^arion  trouble  was  at  an  end,  and 
that,  hut  for  the  appearanoe  of  the 
poliea  on  the  scene  oooasionally,  we 
might  hope  to  see  a  contented  and 
peaceful  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  is  that  the 
fact?  Will  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
himself  contend  that  it  is  the  fact  f  la 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  one  of  those 
who,  above  all  others,  is  aware  that  the 
agrarianaud  political  questions  are  sepa- 
rate ?  He  has  been  anxious  that  they 
shonld  beregarded  asseparate;  butwhen 
he  makes  it  his  argument  that  those 
engaged  in  this  agrarian  struggle  are 
practically  political  prisoners  he  forgets 
his  own  contention  and  his  own  prin- 
ciple which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  many  of 
hia  views  and  his  speeches.  Now,  the 
main  substance  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Dillon,  which  he  dwelt  on  at  great 
length— and  I  speak  of  Mr.  Dillon  as 
he  himself  spoke  of  him,  by  his  name. 
At  the  commencement  of  bis  remarks 
on  that  part  of  the  case,  he  dwelt  upon 
the  importance  of  that  hon.  Member  in 
this  House — he  dwelt  upon  the  respect 
in  which  Mr.  Dillon  was  held  in  Ireland, 
and  pointed  to  the  serious  obaracter  of 
the  imprisonment  of  a  Gentleman  who 
waa  BO  dear  to  the  whole  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  who  was  feted  on  tne  road  to 
prison.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
forget  that  there  is  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  whose  influence  in 
Ireland  even  exceeds  the  influence  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  been  im- 
prisoned F  Does  be  remember  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  who  was  imprisoned  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian? 
Had  that  hon.  Member  not  also  a  posi- 
tion in  Ireland  such  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  claims  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  ?  But 
I  cannot  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  the  subiect  of 
that  infiuencB  if  he  did  not,  and  could 
not,  prove  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
unjustly  imprisoned-    The  right  boa. 
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Gentleman  said  be  was  no  lawyer,  and 
would  sot  deal  with  the  merits  of  the 
case ;  but  he  proo^eded,  nevertheless,  to 
dwell  at  ooDsiderable  length  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  He  admitted,  in- 
deed, that  UielanguBge  of  Mr.  Dillon 
was  culpable,  but  suggested ,  as  I  under- 
stand, that  the  language  was  not  illagal. 
He  was  not  very  cleat  on  the  point— tiiat 
is  to  say,  on  the  subject  of  the  legality 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign ;  but  it  oatne 
to  this — that  the  Flan,  in  his  judgment, 
at  all  erents,  had  never  wrought  any 
injustice.  Legal  injuitice  it  might  have 
wrought,  but  not  substantial  injustica. 
But  does  hs  found  upon  that  argument 
the  dootrine  that  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
is  not  illegal?  The  right  hon.  OentTe- 
man  is  naturally  silent — he  must  be 
silent,  because  Uie  Flan  of  Campaign 
has  been  pronounced  to  be  illegal  by 
the  TCTj  Judge  whom  hs  has  been  quot- 
ing with  approval.  Now,  there  is  every 
respect  shown  for  the  judgment  of  Chiaf 
Baron  Falles ;  but  Chief  Baron  Falles 
himself  has  condamned  the  illegality  of 
the  Flan  of  Campaign.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  endeaToured 
very  assiduously  in  this  House  to  treat 
the  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  as  a  political  oSenoe ;  but  that  is 
one  of  the  charges  that  is  always  made 
ag^nat  the  Government  and  the  majority 
in  the  country.  The  charge  is  that  we 
are  imprisoning  men  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  and  other  hon. 
Members,  not  for  acts  illegal  in  them- 
seivea,  but  because  thoy  are  our  poli- 
tical opponents.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  tbo  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Haroourt),  in  face  of 
hia  own  experience  of  the  time  when 
he  was  Home  Secretary,  accuse  us 
of    throwing    political    opponents   into 

Erison  ?  Does  he,  sitting  next  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  contend  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  put  into  prison  because  he 
was  a  political  opponent  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend?  And  if  you  do  not  hold 
that  with  regard  to  yourselves,  by  what 
right  do  you  bold  it  with  regard  to 
men  every  whit  as  honourable  as  your- 
selves, and  who  are  as  anxious  to  do 
their  duty  by  Great  Britain  and  by  Ire- 
land? How  can  you  say  that  in  our 
case  we  are  endeavouring  to  put  our 

fiolitioal  opponents  into  gaol?    Z  will 
eave  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
.  (Sir  William  Haiconrt)  to  prove,  at 
Mr.  Ootchm 


later  stage  of  the  debate,  why  he  con- 
tends that  in  our  case  we  imprison  men 
because  they  are  political  opponents, 
wbils  in  his  own  case  he  would  con- 
tend that  such  a  charge  ought  never  to 
be  made.  I  will  examine  the  point 
whether  it  was  for  a  political  offence 
and  as  a  political  opponent  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  was  put  into 
prison.  The  admission  has  been  made 
that  his  language  waa  culpable;  and 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  which  he  ad- 
vocated has  been  condemned  by  the 
Judges  in  whom  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  have  most  confidence.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley)  did  not  read  out  any  portion  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo ;  but  I  tbinh  it  right  to  bring  out 
distinctly  the  point  which  he  was 
urging— 

"  1  m;  that  irlMn  I  rMommradad  ths  Plin  of 
CsmpiigD  ai  k  policf  to  the  tenantrj  of  IralBod, 
I  did  it  delibarateljr,  >ad  1  n«ver  ooneesled  from 
tbe  people  orirelipd  that  1  belisrod  in  it,  bmsiDM 
it  i>  ■  polioj  that  would  mak*  Iha  hte  of  the 
traitor  an  uobappj  fate." 

[Ort«o/"Goon!"]  Yes;  Inmgoing 
on.  This  is  not  an  expression,  there- 
fore, which  dropped  casually  from  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  heat  of  bis  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  said  that  we 
ought  not  to  have  any  cant  about  those 
words,  and  hs  spoke  about  the  Trade 
Unions  of  this  country,  and  of  the 
melancholy  rovelationa  that  were  made 
in  connection  with  tham.  But  I  never 
remember — I  wonder  whether  he  does 
— any  man  holding  the  great  position 
of  a  Farty  Leader  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  in  the  face  of 
his  countrymen  not  only  palliaUng,  but 
defending  and  recommending,  a  policy 
which  would  make  "the  fate  of  the 
traitor  an  unhappy  one."  This  is  the 
plan  which  is  condemned  by  tbe  highest 
authorities  of  the  Church  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belongs.  [^Lai^hUr.^  It 
cannot  be  denied.    Hon.  Members  may 

i'eer  at  it  in  this  House;  but  if  theright 
lon.  Gentleman  opposite  quoted  an 
Eoclesiastioal  Bescript  from  one  Bishop 
in  Ireland  which  he  said  we  should  not 
like,  I  think  I  am  entitled — he  having 
introduced  tbe  subject  of  Ecclesiasticid 
Beecripts — to  say  that  this  waspreciesly 
the  orime  which  was  denounced  by  the 
highest  authority  of  the  Churoh  of  Ire- 
land. 
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Mb.W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Oo.,  N.E.}: 
Would  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  read 
on  aa  he  promiBed? 

Mb.  QOSOHEN:  Hon.  Members  will 
have  the  opportunity  of  reading  the 
whole  of  the  speeeh  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  I  hare  more  to  read.  After  a 
recommend  ation  of  the  Rao  of  Cam- 
paign and  recounting  its  triumphs,  he 
concluded — 

"  I  )u««  coma  hare  to  uf  I  ooanul  th«  p«opl« 
ol  Irslund,  wbeneTsi  thej  *ra  nnjaittf  trsaUdbj 
their  Uadlatdi,  to  adopt  ihi*  polisjr  and  to  work 
it  voll." 

And  well  they  worked  it  where  they 
dared !  We  know  the  methods  by  whioh 
it  is  worked,  and  we  know  the  sanctions 
by  which  it  ia  worked,  and  the  incidenta 
towhichitleadsaftertthas  been  worked. 
We  know  the  effects  of  the  policy  that 
would  make  the  "  fate  of  tho  traitor  an 
unhappy  fate."  And  this^is  the  lan- 
guage of  an  ally  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman,  who  Bays  we  are  "  undermining 
in  Ireland  respect  for  the  law."  In 
this  respect  for  the  law  whioh  is  en- 
forced in  language  such  ss  I  have 
quoted  ?  Sir,  it  is  this  law  which  we 
would  wish  to  undermine  ;  itis  justthis 
law  which  we  are  endeavouring  to  do 
our  beet,  in  the  face  of  an  opposition 
such  as  never  before  has  been  direotod 
against  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland,  to  sapersede  by  the  law  of  the 
Queen. 

An  hon.  Mehbb&  :  Bead  the  context. 

Ms.  QOSCKEN:  Hon.  Members 
wish  for  more  of  the  hon.  Member' 
speooh.    He  said — 

■•  I  nj  that  I  like  it—  tbo  Plao  ot  Camnign— 
b«tl«r  now  ihan  I  «*er  did  bafara,  and  I  aij  to 
th«  tanaiitt  of  Lord  UaMer«eD«  tbal  if  thar  aland 
to  ibair  fnni  like  bopeit  and  brave  mea  1 
pledga  mjwelf  tbat  at  long  aa  I  liTt,  and  tbo 
man  who  are  working  along  wiih  me,  tbej  will 
bava  at  their  back*  the  tupport  uf  Iriihmen  and 
tbe  Ir[>h  raoa  aU  over  the  worid.'' 

They  will  have  at  their  backs  the  sup- 
port of  the  Irish  race  all  over  the  world 
while  they  ore  working  the  policy  that 
would  m^e  "the  fate  of  tba  traitor  an 
unhappy  fate."  lAlaugk.]  lobeervethat 
the  right  hon.  Oentlsman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  by  a  solitary  cheer,  endorsee 
that  policy  of  the  treatment  of  traitors. 
But,  then,  hon.  Members  may  possibly 
UBume  that  it  is  on  account  of  the 
poverty  of  these  tenants  that  the  hon. 
Membar  for  East  Mayo  want  down  to 
that  estate.    Now,  oa  the  ^ueetioa  whe- 
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ther  it  is  only  in  defence  of  poverty  that 
these  methods  are  adopted,  we  have  the 

Idence  of  Father  M'Fadden,  of  Gwee- 
dore,  who,  on  the  17th  of  April,  1888, 
said  — 

"  Mind.  I  gi*e  no  Ibanka  to  a  man  Tor  not 
pajlng  rant  heoanM  he  is  not  able  Id  pa;. 
That  man  deMrtei  no  thanka  ;  ho  deierTei  no 
BppUuK.  It  ia  not  in  tbe  oanw  of  poiertjr  tbat 
wa  are  Bghting." 
It  is  well  known  that 

Me.T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.}: 
Where  are  you  quoting  from  ? 

Mk.  G08GEEN:  That  is  taken  &om 
Ti»  Derrs  Journal  of  the  20th  of  April. 
I  hope  that  is  a  satisfactory  reference. 
It  is  rarely  that  we  are  able  to  satisfy 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  by 
these  quotations ;  but  this,  I  presume, 
is  the  authentic  language — the  un- 
challenged language — of  one  of  those 
gentlemen  who  are  encouraging  the 
tenants  in  that  Plan  of  Campaigu  for 
whioh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  and  his  Friends 
have  now  no  word  of  condemnation. 
That  is  the  spirit  in  whioh  they  are 
fighting.  It  is  not  in  the  cause  of 
poverty ;  it  is  not  to  rescue  these  tenants 
from  the  effects  of  bad  seasons — 

"  We  do  not  thank  the  man  who  oannot  pajr  hia 
rent,  hut  we  do  thank  the  mnn  wbo,  hoing  ablo 
to  pay,  will  not  paf  hia  rent,  in  order  to  promole 
the  objeeta  of  the  National  League." 
I  was  trying  to  follow  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Uember  for  Nvcastle  in  his 
discussion  as  to  the  parallelism  between 
this  agrarian  "  combination  " — that  is 
the  favourite  word  —  and  the  Trade 
Union  combination.  Said  my  right  hon. 
Friend — "These  Trade  Unions  have 
given  up  their  crime  because  their  pro- 
ceedings  have  been  made  legal ;  do  the 
same  as  regards  the  combination  of  the 
tenants,  and  crime  will  cease  in  their 
case  also."  That  was  substantially  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  argument,  I  believe. 
I  hops  I  am  not  misrepresenting  him.  I 
jndge  by  bis  silence  that  that  is  his 
argument.  I  invite  the  House  to  follow 
me  in  this.  Ho  says  that  as  we  have 
legalized  Trades  Unions,  so  we  ought  to 
legalize  combinations  amongst  tenants 
in  the  direction  of  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. But  is  there  no  difference  be- 
tween tbe  two?  In  the  case  of  Trade 
Unions  the  combination  is  that  a  certain 
number  of  persons  say — "We  will  all 
together  re&ain  from  doing  that  whioh 
we  have  a  perfect  right  to  do,  and  a 
I  perfect  right  sot  to  do."    On  the  other 


1179        Crinitud  Lav  tmi 


rOOUUONSt      ProMiun,  ^e.  A*t,  1887.   IIBO 


hand,  the  tenants  in  their  combination 
nnder  the  Plan  of  Campaign  say — "Wo 
will  all  together  combine  to  refuse 
to  pay  our  just  debts  which  we  are 
bound  by  law  to  pay,  which  we  ate 
able  to  pay,  and  which,  hy  a  law  passed 
hy  the  Administration  of  whici  the 
right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  the  head, 
was  considered  to  be  a  fair  rent." 
And  Her  Uajeety'fl  Qovernment  are 
asked  to  pass  a  law  by  which  tenants 
are  to  be  allowed  to  combine  in  order 
to  agree  together  to  pay  the  rents, 
which  are  due  to  the  landlord,  to  some 
other  person  until  they — the  landlords 
— accept  any  proportion  of  the  rent 
which  the  tenants  are  willing  to  allow 
them.     I  think  I  may  eay  that  a  more 

Ereposterous  suggestion  was  never  made 
y  a  responsible  statesman,  and  that  is 
not  the  whole  of  tha  position,  because 
these  tenants,  while  they  are  to  he 
authorized  by  law  not  to  pay  that 
which  they  are  now  bound  to  pay, 
are,  nevertheless,  to  remain  on  the 
landlord's  property  as  long  as  they 
like.  I  oonfeoa  I  should  like  to  see 
tha  draft  of  the  Bill  which  would  carry 
out  the  yiews  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man.  What  I  wish  to  impress  upon 
this  House  is  this — and  I  think  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  agree  with  me 
to  a  certain  extent — that  this  agrarian 
-trouble  is  only  indirectly  connected 
with  tho  political  trouble.  Supposing 
you  were  to  grant  Home  Bule  to- 
morrow, would  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
still  be  necessary  or  not?  That  is  a 
point  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newoastle  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
an  opinion,  because  it  is  ho  who  says 
that  this  agrarian  ciuestion  ought  to  be 
settled  before  Home  Bule  is  granted. 
I  wish  to  put  it  to  the  House,  wonld  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  be  necessary  if  Home 
Bale  wore  granted  ? 

Hn.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Certainly  not. 
Mb.  OOSOHEN  :  Certainly  not.  The 
hon.  Member  has  given  an  answer  which 
I  am  prepared  to  accept.  But  if  not, 
why  not  f  Would  the  tenants  suddenly 
get  rioher,or  be  better  able  to  pay  their 
rents? 

Mb.  W.  O'BEIEN:  Yes;  but  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  me,  it  is 
because  the  tenants  would  then  get  the 
benefit  of  the  legislation  from  which 
they  were  excluded  by  the  Act  of  last 
year. 

Jfr.  OoKhm 


Mb.  OOSCHEN  :  Quite  so.  That  is 
just  what  I  expected.  There  would  be 
fresh  agrarian  laws  passed  by  an  Irish 
Parliament,  which  would  render  all 
Flans  of  Campaigns  unnecessary.  That 
is  precisely  the  contingency  expected 
and  foreseen  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle.  He  knows  his  friends. 
He  is  acquainted  with  the  tendencies  of 
their  prospective  agrarian  legislation. 
He  knows  it  would  be  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  send  the  police,  or  to  despatch 
the  most  elo<juent  of  their  Members  to 
endeavour  to  persuade  the  tenants  not 
to  pay  debts  which  they  are  prepared 
to  pay,  and  which  they  would  pay  but 
for  such  intetferenoe.  It  would  not  be 
necessary,  because  they  would  be  re- 
lieved by  law  from  all  inconvenient  pay- 
ments. But  then  I  say  that  one  seas 
that,  after  all,  it  is  not  a  political  object 
for  which  they  are  contending,  but  it  is 
through  the  political  agitation  that  ther 
wish  to  attain  the  agrarian  result  which 
they  have  in  view.  It  is  not  the  political 
offender,  but  the  agrarian  offender,  who 
in  this  case  is  condemned  by  the  law 
of  the  land  for  language  which  was 
an  incitement  for  those  not  to  pay, 
who,  by  the  confession  of  Father 
M'Padden  himself,  are  able  to  pay.  It 
was  for  that  he  was  thrown  into  prison. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of 
the  procedure,  and  shows  that  it  was  by 
the  retrospective  operation  of  the  Act  that 
Mr.  Dillon  wasconvioted.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  contend—  and  it 
is  most  important  that  this  should  be 
thoroughly  understood — that  it  was 
any  retrospective  creation  of  a  new 
offence.  That  was  not  the  contention. 
The  attempt  is  sometimes  made  in  the 
Press  to  suggest  that  our  aotion 
amounted  to  making  that  an  offenoe 
which  was  not  an  offence  before.  But 
that  was  not  the  case,  and  the  precise 
procedure  was  discussed  in  the  House, 
and  it  was  decided  that  after  a  dis- 
trict bad  been  proclaimed  the  pro- 
cedure in  that  district  should  be  under 
the  Crimes  Act  and  not  under  the 
ordinary  law.  I  trust  I  have  made 
the  point  plain  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. "But,"  he  said,  "why  not 
proceed  under  the  ordinary  law  ?  Why 
not  appeal  to  a  jury  f"  Surely,  said  he, 
even  I  might  know  that  a  Louth  jury 
would  be  a  good  jury,  and  a  jun  on 
which  reliance  could  ba  placed.  But  I 
do  not  know  wbather  the  ri^ht  hoo. 
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Qentleman  forgot  that  with  regard  to 
an  admitted  offenoe,  for  which  Mr. 
Dillon  was  tried  by  a  Dublin  county 
jury,  the  jury  disagreed,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  brought  home 
to  ne  the  probability  of  a  jury  being 
influenced,  when  ha  dwelt  upon  the 
eitraordinary  enthuaiasm  with  whioh 
Hr.  Dillon  was  received  in  erery  direc- 
tion aa  a  prisoner,  so  that  he  him  self 
made  out  a  case  for  the  application 
of  the  prooedure  under  the  Act.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  bo  mnoh  for  the  case 
of  Hr.  Dillon.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  through  many 
indiridual  cnsea,  some  of  which  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  and  the  Chief  Secretary,  when 
they  address  the  House.  Of  course,  the 
House  and  the  country  will  see  the  great 
adrantage  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  and  hon.  Members  firom  Ire> 
land  have  in  chosing  their  line  of  attack, 
as  it  is  impossible  to  foresee  all  the  par- 
ticular cases  on  which  they  will  dwell 
when  we  come  to  oIoHe  quarters  on  this 
matter.  My  right  hon.  Friends  will  be 
able  to  deal  itriatim  with  the  various 
cases  which  have  been  brought  before 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  there  is  one  case  with  which  I  can 
deal  with  at  once,  uid  that  is  the  Kil- 
leagh  case,  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dwelt  at  some  length,  where 
the  judgment  was  roTersed  on  the 
ground  that  there  had  been  no  oon- 
spiraoy  to  induce  to  abstain  from  selling. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  remem- 
ber the  case.  He  amused  the  House  by 
extracts  hom  the  judgment.  But  I 
doubt  whether  he  told  the  House  that 
the  very  Judge  to  whom  he  referred 
stated,  in  the  clearest  manner,  that 
there  was  an  offence.  [CVw  of  "  No, 
no:»] 

"There  is  a  Kood  d«al  of  eridenoe,"  nid 
Chief  Buon  PiIIm,  "  that  other  penoni  on 
other  da;B,  commencmg:,  I  thinlc,  on  the  Sth 
of  March,  acted  (limilailj  towards  the  polic< 
itstioned  in  that  particalar  part,  and  I  lee  a( 
reuoD  to  donbt  that  the  magtatTatoi  had  evi- 
deaoe  from  irhich  they  wonld  have  been  com- 
pellsd  to  arriTe  at  the  conoliuiDO  that  each  of 
these  penioD<i  at  least  the  greater  number  • 
tlieta,  had  bread  with  which  they  might  hai 
tappUed  the  police  if  they  would ;  and  I  think 
the  oTidanoe  ahowed  clearly  that  their  refueal 
to  give  bread  to  the  police  was  a  retoial  " 
pnnoanoe  of  a  eommon  act." 

Ha.  JOHN  UOBLEY :  Ili>t  i>  not 
an  offence. 

Hs.  008CHEN :  We  will  leo— 


"  I  rather  thick  there  may  be  eridence  from 
which  a  jury  mj^ht  have  concluded  that  the 
Bole  object  waa  to  iqjure  the  police,  and  ao  there 
might  have  been  a  oooapiraoj  punishable  at 
CoDimon  Law." 

I  do  not  think  it  was  a  very  candid 
interpretation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. *'  There  is  no  offence,"  says  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  here  the 
omy  Judge  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gen< 
tieman  has  appealed  says — "I  rather 
think  there  was  evidence  from  which  a 
jury  might  have  concluded"—^ 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Might?" 

Me.  Q03CHEN :  Yes.  "  Might  have 
concluded."  Does  the  hon.  andleamed 
Gentleman  think  that  the  Judge  would 
have  made  use  of  such  a  phrase  as  that 
lighUy  P 

Me.  R.  T.  EETD  (Dumfries,  &c.) : 
That  is  a  very  common  expression. 

MB.GOSOHEN:  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  also  says  that  it  is  a  com- 
mon expression  to  indicato  that  there  is 
evidence.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  abso* 
lutely  that  there  was  a  crime;  but  when 
a  Judge  says  that  the  magistrates  had 
evidence  from  which  a  jury  might  have 
concluded  that  the  sole  object  was  to 
injure  the  police,  I  think  we  must  accept 
his  judgment.  '  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tried  to  put  this  case  as  if  these 
poor  people  were  being  most  maliciously 
and  unfairly  treated  by  the  police.  The 
fact  is  that  there  was  aconspiraoy  with  the 
sole  object  of  refusing  bread.  [An  hon. 
MsuBEB :  The  Judge  said  he  thought 
there  was  evidence.]  Whether  I  am 
right  or  wrong,  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
admit  that  this  is  an  important  point. 
Here  is  what  Baron  Dowse  says — 

"  The  evidence  given  of  the  rofuul  of  Tarioiis 
parties  to  supply  bread  to  the  police,  in  my 
opinion,  oonstitnte«>Tidence  from  which  a  jury 
wonld  oome  to  the  oonclnsion  that  a  oonspiracy 
exiaLed  to  atacre  the  police,  and  not  to  aupply 
them  with  biead." 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Member  can  deny  that  there  was  a  con- 
spiracy. That  reminds  me  of  a  curious 
point  that  I  should  like  to  put  to  the 
House,  and  that  is  that  in  many  of  these 
cases  no  defence  whatever  is  made  at  the 
time.  The  charge  is  made,  and  no 
defence  is  made ;  and  why  ?  Because  it 
would  not  suit  the  purposes  of  the  agi- 
tators in  Ireland  to  ^rove  that  there  was 
ao  oonspiracy,  even  in  order  to  prevent 
:..!-_       n —   -J  iu.  .l:.»  engines 
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and  of  the  people  of  thte  country,  who 
will  read  the  Btatement  which  has  been 
made  hy  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman — 
[J?om«  Rule  eh$tr»\ — aye,  and  who  \rill 
read  the  replies  which  will  be  made  by 
my  right  hon.  FrieDd  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  b;  the  hon.  and  learned  Solioitor 
Qeneial  for  Ireland  to  the  apeoifio 
allegation H  which  have  been  made, 
whether,  g^Ten  the  difficulties  of  tha 
eituatioa,  were  has  made  out  such 
overwhelming  caae  as  to  diserodit 
the  whole  of  the  magiatracy  id  Ireland  ? 
Are  there  no  oases  in  which  magis- 
trates have  made  mistakes  in  this 
country  f  Are  there  no  oases  in  which 
magistrates  err,  and  where  their  judg- 
ments are  put  right  by  a  higher  Court  ? 
I  think  it  is  eminently  unjust  if,  from 
one  or  two  cases  carefully  selected  to 
prejudice  this  House,  we  should  allow  a 
stigma  to  be  placed  upon  the  whole 
magistraoy  of  Ireland.  Well,  I  will 
now  turn  to  another  part  of  the  right 
hoD.  Qentleman's  speech,  although  he 
did  not  dwell  much  upon  it  himaelf,  but 
touched  it  only  with  the  lightest  hand. 
The  right  hon,  Qentleman  said  there 
was  no  progress  towards  order,  as  I 
nnderstood  it,  under  this  Act.  He  would 
not  admit  that  we  had  made  any  pro- 
gresH.  I  think  that  be  said,  towarda  the 
end  of  his  speech,  that  we  should  not 
suspect  htm  of  wishing  to  make  the 
government  of  Ireland  impossible,  hut 
that  we  ahould  believe  he  would  sym- 
pathiKe  with  any  progress  in  Ireland. 
Well,  I  think  I  can  satisfy  him  that  we 
have  made  some  progress  in  the  direction 
of  reducing  the  number  of  those  crimes 
which  make  a  man's  life  unhappy.  Here 
are  the  statistics  of  persons  Boycotted. 
On  the  Ist  of  July,  1887,  the  number  of 
persons  comprised  in  wholly  Boycotted 
cases  was  870.  On  the  Slst  of  January, 
1888,  there  were  208 ;  and  on  the  Slst 
of  Uay  there  were  only  112.  At  all 
events,  we  have  done  some  good  in 
protecting  persons  from  Boycotting. 
The  number  of  persons  partially 
Boycotted  on  the  3I«t  of  July,  1887, 
was  3,965;  and  on  the  Slst  of  May, 
1888,  it  was  only  1,278.  Well,  then 
as  r^arda  agrarian  outrages.  To 
begin  with  offences  against  the  person, 
there  were  four  murders  in  the  first 
five  mouths  of  1887,  and  there  were 
three  murders  in  the  first  five  months 
of  1888.  I  will  say  something,  if  the 
House   will  allow  me, 


1183 

of  the  action  of  the  League  would  be 
destroyed  if  in  Ireland  th^  admitted 
there  was  no  conspiracy.  Wfaat  would 
then  be  the  effect  of  the  threats  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Uayo  to  make  the 
life  of  the  traitor  unhappy?  No;  they 
do  not  like  to  deny  in  Ireland  the 
existence  of  conspiracy.  But  in  this 
House,  when  we  come  to  close  qnartera, 
and  when  we  read  out  from  these  judg- 
ments, to  which  they  themselves  have 
appealed,  that  there  was  evidence  from 
which  a  jury  might  conclude  that  there 
was  a  conspiracy  at  Common  Law  to 
deprive  the  police  of  bread,  they  say — 
not  distinctly,  but  tbey  imply — that  there 
was  not  a  conspiracy.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  ever 
contended  in  Ireland  that  there  was  no 
conspiracy.  He  may  have  said — "  You 
have  got  the  wrong  man;"  or,  "You 
have  tried  the  right  man  in  the  wrong 
way ; "  or,  ' '  Your  procedure  is  wrong. 
But  he  has  not  denied  that  conspiracy 
existed  to  deprive  the  police  of  bread. 
Then,  I  ask,  is  that  an  offence  or  not  ? 
Of  course,  it  is  no  offence  in  the  eyes  of 
those  who  think  that  the  police  are 
simply  a  brutal  force,  hired  by  the  Exe- 
cutive to  put  down  the  people  of  Ireland. 
I  know  they  go  to  considerable  lengths. 
But  it  is  hardly  possible  that  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  will  say  that  a  conspiracy  to  de- 

{>rive  thepolice  of  bread  is  a  creditable,  a 
egal,  and  a  justifiable  mode  of  action. 
At  last  I  have  coma  to  a  point  which  it 
not  cheered  even  by  the  nght  hon.  Qen- 
tleman. The  House  will  understand 
that  in  this  case,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman  makes  so  much,  these  men 
had  not  been  proved,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Judges,  to  have  conspired  to  in- 
duce other  people  not  to  sell  to  the  police. 
That  was  the  point.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Judges  commented  upon  the 
evidence  that  there  was  a  conspiracy. 
There  may  have  been — nay,  there 
must  have  been,  since  these  learned 
Judges  have  said  so— a  miscarriage  of 
justice  in  this  case.  I  will  not  imitate 
the  conduct  of  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who,  whenever  a 
judgment  of  a  Court  is  given  against 
them,  immediately  proceed  to  attack  the 
integrity  of  that  Court.  There  may  have 
been  a  misoarriage— there  was  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice  in  this  ease ;  but  I 
appeal  to  the  oommon  sense  of  the  House 
Mr.  Qoiehen 
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those  marders  in  a  minute  or  two.  Of 
other  offences  against  the  person  there 
were,  in  the  first  five  months  of  1887,  38; 
and  in  the  first  five  months  of  1888,  20. 
Of  agrarian  outrages  against  properly, 
there  were  76during  the  first  five  months 
of  1887,  but  they  fell  to  39  in  the  first 
five  months  of  this  year.  Of  offences 
against  the  publio  peaoe,  there  were  125 
in  the  first  fire  months  of  last  year,  and 
86  in  the  first  five  months  of  this  year. 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Qe&tleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Uorley)  will  see  in  these  facts 
some  aatisfaotoiy  progress  towards 
eradicating  the  mischief  nhiob  has  so 
long  existed  in  Ireland.  But  it  is  not 
only  a  qaestion  of  the  amount  of  Boy- 
cotting, or  of  the  amount  of  agrarian 
oatrages;  the  question  is  whether  the 
punishment  of  crime  is  more  suc- 
cessful now  than  it  has  heen.  In  two 
cases  of  murder,  in  the  cases  of 
Quirk  e  and  Fitzmaurice,  convictions 
have  been  obtained  by  the  process  of 
the  Grimes  Act  which  would  not 
havo  been  obtained  without  the  Orimes 
Act.  [CWm  of  "Oh,  oh!"].  Well. 
hon.  Hembers  Bay  "Oh,  oht"  bat  I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  prove  my 
point.  In  both  these  cases  there  was  a 
change  of  venue,  and  in  one  of 
them  the  evidence  could  not  have 
been  got  at  all  but  for  the  power  of 
preliminary  inquiry.  Are  hon.  Mem- 
bers aware  that  in  the  case  of  Quirke, 
bis  old  wife,  in  the  presence  of  whom  he 
was  murdered,  in  this  land  in  which  we 
are  undermining  respect  for  law — that 
this  old  woman,  at  first  in  fear  of  her  life, 
refused  to  give  evidence  againit  the  mur- 
derer of  Iter  husband  F  He  was  brought 
to  justice  in  the  end;  but  how  was  it 
done?  It  was  done  under  one  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act,  this  clause 
which  renders  poasible  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  and  the  woman  herself  gave 
evidence;  bnt  if  she  had  had  to  give 
evidencB  in  publio  in  the  ordinary  way, 
she  would  have  been  afraid  of  her  life. 
Here  are  her  own  pathetic  words — 

"  I  »u  in  diead  sf  my  life,  and  I  un  in  dread 
ot  Jay  life  atill,  and  I  am.  in  dreiid  dnring  my 
daji;  and  it  via  thii  dread  which  prevented 
me  teilingall  to  the  police  the  firat  dsj'.  Only 
for  mj  dread,  I  iroatd  have  told  all," 
This  woman  is  Boycotted,  I  believe,  at 
the  present  moment;  is  Boycotted,  be- 
oauie  the  murderer  of  her  husband  has 
been  convicted.  Fanoy  the  position  of 
this  woman,  with  no  one  to  help  her, 
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no  neighbour  daring  to  come  near  her, 
with  so  one  to  protect  her  but  the  poUoe, 
The  old  #oman  further  said — 

"  God  help  ua,  lo  be  alone  then  all  b;  mjielf 
mad  the  AlmightT  God;  onl}  Ihe  police  to  b« 
coming  there,  mftking  oompan;  Tor  me :  to  ba 
■lone  there  without  anjoae  b;  me.  And  I  wai 
in  dread  b;  dsf  and  nifbt  there  ;  that  it  what  I 
«u.  I  ma  in  dread  to  apmk  ■  vord  out  of  my 
mouth.  1  wM  ID  dread  I'd  be  abot.  I'd  be  in 
dread  I'd  be  ahot  out  ia  the  Seld  lo-daf  if  I  had 
not  one  of  the  polioe  after  me.  I  would  be  in 
dread  to  go  for  a  gallon  of  water  if  I  would  not 
haTC  one  of  ^m  after  me.  1  baliere  there  woDid 
be  no  bar  of  me  though  if  I  held  mj  tonga*,  and 
•igoa  on  il  I  did  not  aa;  anything  to  anyoae;  1 
iieep  my  mind  to  mjaell." 
She  held  her  tongue  in  fear.  What  is 
this  organization,  and  who  inspires  it  ? 
Can  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  not  discover  the  instigators  of 
these  proceedings?  Can  they,  with  all 
their  powers  and  all  their  ubiquitoua 
influence,  not  attempt  to  prevent  outrages 
such  as  this  ?  A  man  murdered  in  the 
presence  of  his  wife,  and  the  wife  fearing 
to  say  one  word ;  and  because  she  has 
said  that  one  word,  she  has  to  he  pro" 
tected,  not  by  her  ueighhours,  but  to  ba 
protected  even  when  she  goes  out  to 
feCcih  a  gallon  of  water  by  the  polioe  ; 
and  then  it  is  said  that  we,  by  inter- 
fering to  put  down  crimes  like  this,  are 
undermining  reepeot  for  law  and  es- 
tranging the  affections  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  In  this  oasa  the  murderer  has 
been  brought  to  justice.  There  is 
another  case  in  which  the  murderen 
have  heen  brought  to  justice,  and  that 
is  the  case  of  Fitzmaurice.  The  right 
hon.  G-entletnan  the  Member  for  New* 
oaatle-upon-Tyne(Mr.  John  Morley)  gave 
US  a  number  of  pathetic  oases  of  persona 
who  were  injured  by  the  police.  He 
kept  out  of  sight,  but  he  oonld  not  have 
kept  out  of  his  recollection,  some  of  those 
crimes  which  still  stain  the  agrarian 
history  of  Ireland.  He  must  have 
known,  and  the  country  knows,  that 
these  crimes  are  still  in  progress,  and  ' 
that  while  these  toimes  are  still  in  pro- 
gress,  we  cannot  abandon  the  task 
which  has  been  placed  upon  us  of  eradi' 
eating  this  mischief.  [^LaughttrJ]  I  am 
surprised  that  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  indulge  in 
laughter.  I  think  the  country  would 
judge  them  severely  if  they  thought  that 
they  could  indulge  even  in  a  moment's 
merriment  when  facts  iike  these  are 
brought  out.  I  will  recall  the  case  of 
Fitzmaurice  to  tlie  House,  and  we  can- 
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not  forget  thie  case.  This  case  ihowa 
that  Ireland  is  still  in  sacti  a  state  that 
the  Crimes  Act  must  be  maintained. 
What  is  the  case  of  Fitzmaurice  ? 
Fitzmaurice  was  murdered  in  the  pre- 
sence of  his  daughter.  He  had  been 
summoned  to  the  presence  of  a  meeting 
of  the  local  branch  of  the  IsTationaL 
Leag;ue  by  the  local  secretary.  He  had 
been  pointed  out  to  the  hatred  of  his 
neighbours,  and  the  result  was  that 
Fitzmaurice  was  killed  in  the  presence 
of  his  daughter.  His  daughter  was  able 
to  recognize  the  men ;  but  mark  this 
fact,  the  priest  cautioned  her,  warned 
her  as  to  recognizing  the  men,  aajdng 
there  had  been  blood  enongh  shed 
already.  Why  did  he  say  that  ?  Did  he 
know  that  there  was  any  unholy  organ- 
ization still  in  that  neighbourhood  which 
would  bring  this  poor  girl  to  aeoount  if 
she  recognized  the  murderers  of  her 
father,  and  if  she  did  her  duty  as  a 
daughter  f  Did  he  think  that  there 
were  men  who,  following  the  behests  of 
some  terrible  organization,  would  hound 
her  down  ?  The  girl  was  too  brave ; 
the  girl  did  denounce  her  father's  mur- 
derers. The  venue  was  changed  under 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Grimes  Act, 
and  the  murderers  were  executed 
for  the  crime  which  they  committed. 
No  asustanoo  was  given  to  the  girl,  no 
help  was  given  her  in  her  trouble,  but 
she  was  cruelly  Bc^ootted.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne mark  this— that  the 
local  secretary  of  the  League  has  been 
committed  to  prison  for  organizing  the 
Boycotting  of  Norah  Fitzmaurice.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  bring  for- 
ward oases  where  there  has  been  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice,  cases  where  harsh- 
ness has  been  committed,  and  where 
magistrates  have  made  mistakes;  but 
what  are  the  oases  he  has  been  able  to 
put  forward  compared  with  such  terrible 
instances  which  show  the  need  there  is 
for  ua  to  proceed  in  endeavouring  to 
muntain  order  in  Ireland  P  I  have 
already  detained  the  House  at  great 
length ;  but  I  wish  to  add  that  the  Plan 
of  Oampaign  itself  has  been  broken  down 
on  the  Massereene  estate.  Let  me 
sum  up  the  evidence  of  the  progress  we 
have  made.  We  have  decreased  the 
number  of  ofiFences  against  the  person ; 
we  have  decreased  the  nnmber  of  Boy- 
cotting oases  ;  we  have  been  able  to 
bring  murderers  to  justice;  and  we 
Mr.  Goiehen 


are  now  seeing  signs  of  the  break- 
ing down  of  the  Plan  of  Campaira 
on  some  estates  where  the  most  stub- 
bom  efforts  have  been  made  in  order 
to  sustain  it.  The  tenants  are  begin- 
ning to  find  out  that  it  is  not  to  tneir 
interest  to  follow  up  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  that  the  arm  of  the  law 
is  strong  enough  to  protect  them  if 
they  de^  the  orders  of  the  National 
League.  We  see  some  progress  towards 
better  times,  and  do  not  believe  that  all 
this  indignation  is  felt  against  us  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  be- 
cause we  ore  breaking  down,  but  rather 
because  there  is  already  some  sueceas 
attending  the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  We  are  too  successful  now. 
It  was  precisely  thesamein  1883;  when 
the  Crimes  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Ur.  W.  E.  Qradstone)  was  begin- 
ning to  be  successful,  it  was  then  tiiat 
it  was  denounced  in  the  loudest  and 
most  vehement  terms  by  hon.  Uembere 
from  Ireland.  We  know  our  progress 
can  be  but  slow.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  asks,  have  you  succeeded  in  win- 
ning the  affections  of  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  have  you  succeeded  in  making 
progress  in  that  direction  f  Well,  does 
not  he  and  do  not  his  friends  do  all  in 
their  power  to  make  this  task  for  us 
almost  impossible  ?  Are  they  not  en- 
deavouring to  persuade  the  country  thai 
we  are  not  only  pursuing  a  course  whioh 
to  them  is  odious,  but  that  we  are  doing 
so  with  odious  motives,  with  the  desire 
to  crush  the  people  of  Ireland  7  They 
do  that,  and  then  they  say  we  are  not 
making  pn^iress.  Although  we  think 
we  see  progress  in  many  directions, 
we  shall  certainly  find  it  difficult  to  wi^ 
the  affections  of  the  people  of  Ireland  in 
one  way  which  seems  to  be  open  to  a 
great  many  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. We  cannot  follow  them  in 
sacrificing  all  our  previous  principles.  I 
recognize  the  gratitude  of  Eon.  Hembers 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  for  the 
surrender  of  principles  which  right  hoo. 
Gentlemen  have  offered  as  a  sacrifice  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  We  will  sacrifice 
much,  but  we  will  not  sacrifice  the  in- 
terests of  the  British  Empire  j  we  will 
not  sacrifice  the  unity  of  the  Empire ; 
we  will  not  sacrifice  those  principles 
whioh  lie  at  the  base  of  all  civilization, 
and  which  are  attacked  by  the  method* 
whioh  are  employed  JD  this  campaign  ; 
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we  oannot  in  that  way  coinp«te  with 
right  hon.  Gbntlemen  on  the  Bench  op- 
posite. We  do  not  thinh,  and  here  I  go 
entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcaetle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley) — we  do  not  think  we 
have  completed  our  task  in  endeavour- 
ing to  maintain  order.  We  know  we 
have  other  duties  to  perform  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  we  are  anzioue 
to  perform  them.  But  ae  the  time  when 
we  may  hope  to  discharge  them  draws 
nearer,  wo  see  more  and  more  fierceness 
in  the  Opposition,  as  if  hon.  Uembere 
were  determined  we  should  not  attain 
our  object.  Ae  we  get  nearer  to  the 
point  where  we  might  realize  our  hopes 
of  benefiting  the  people  of  Ireland  we 
meet  with  ^ater  and  greater  opposi- 
tion—opposition  simply  intended  to 
thwart  us  in  the  task  which  we  conceive 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  perform.  There  are 
measures  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  John  Morley)  scoffed 
at  for  the  improvement  of  the  material 
resources  of  Ireland.  Why  did  be  scoff 
at  those  measures?  Those  measures 
are  demanded  by  hie  hon.  Friends 
below  the  Gangway  night  after  night 
with  great  eamestnesB,  measures  which 
ve  will  do  our  beat  to  bring  forward. 
We  know  that  ae  the  richer  country,  it  is 
our  duty  to  do  all  we  can  to  assist  and 
developthe  material  resources  of  Ireland. 
I  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  forNewcastle-upon-Tyneinthis, 
that  we  cannot  hope  to  buy  the  affec- 
tions of  the  people  of  Ireland.  We  do  not 
think  that  by  the  expenditure,  the  most 
profuse  expenditure  of  publio  money, 
we  shall  be  able  to  destroy  any  sentiment 
which  is  deeply  implanted  in  any  people. 
I  do  not  hold  that  any  more  than  any 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  But  that 
does  not  relieve  us  from  the  obligation 
to  do  our  best  to  promote  the  material 
prosperity  of  Ireland,  not  because 
we  are  thereby  sure  to  win,  as  we  hope, 
her  affections,  but  because  we  think  it  is 
clearly  a  duty  imposed  ujion  us.  We  do 
sot  despair,  and  we  wish  to  hasten 
the  time  when  we  may  realize  the 
object  which  everyone  knows  we  have 
at  heart  —  namely,  to  multiply  the 
number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ireland. 
That  ia  a  measure  for  which  we  are  as 
anxious,  perhaps,  even  more  anxious 
than  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
because  we  wish  to  put  an  end  to  this 
a^arion  struggle,  and  we  know  that  if 
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we  can  once  settle  the  agrarian  struggle, 
we  shall  be  better  able  than  now  to  deal 
with  the  political  issues  from  which 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  at  present 
seem  to  shrink.  We  have  done  some- 
thing during  these  last  few  years.  I 
have  spoken  of  other  matters,  hut  we 
have  done  something  towards  putting 
Home  Kule  into  the  background.  [CWm 
of  "No,  no!"]  Tee;  it  hon.  Gen- 
tiemen  below  the  Gangway  watch  the 
speeches  which  are  made  by  their  right 
hon.  allies,  they  will  find  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Itule  for  Ireland  is  now 
being  subordinated  to  other  questions 
and  left  in  the  background  as  far  as 
possible.  Well,  we  are  anxious  to 
go  forward  in  the  direction  I  have 
indicated.  We  are  anxicua  to  go 
forward  in  the  direction  of  multiplying 
the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  we 
are  anxious,  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in 
England,  to  decentralize  as  soon  as  it  is 

fossible.  We  have  our  hopes  as  regards 
reland ;  they  are  not  shattered  by  the 
opposition  that  is  offered  to  us  in  this 
House;  they  are  not  shattered  by  the 
opposition  which  ie  offered  to  us  in  that 
countiy.  We  shall  go  forward  steadily 
in  our  oourse,  not  undermining  respect 
for  law,  but  endeavouring  to  maintain 
it ;  not  estranging  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  which,  alas,  have  not 
yet  been  possessed  by  the  people  of 
this  country,  but  striving  with  justice 
and  with  steadiness  to  treat  the  Irish 
people  as  subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  to 
treat  Ireland  as  an  integral  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Me.  E.  T.  REID  {Dumfries,  4o.)  said, 
both  inside  and  outside  the  House  the 
greatest  efforts  had  been  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  defeat  the 
action  of  the  Government,  who  obtained 
a  majority  on  something  very  like  false 
pretences,  and  which  had  been  consis- 
tently used  for  mutilating  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
qu^  was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  no 
more  would  be  heard  of  Home  Bule. 
The  Liberal  Party  were  at  the  present 
moment  engaged  in  trying  to  put  an  end 
to  the  iniquitous  system  vhiuh  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  but  the  time  would  come, 
and  that  soon,  when  they  would  be  able 
to  oarrya  measure  of  justice  for  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon's  case,  it  come  badl^ 
2  Q3 
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from  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  to  at- 
tempt to  justify  the  nnjaat  treatment  of 
Mt.  Dillon  by  a  tu  quoque  at^ment 
accusing  Ur.  Qladstona  of  injustice  to 
Mr.  Faniell. 

Mb.  G08CHEN  said,  that  his  oonten 
tion  was,  that  vhile  l£r.  Dillon  had  been 
justly  treated  by  the  present  Oo  vera  men  t, 
Mr.  Pamell  wae  justly  treated  by  Mr. 
Qladatone's  Government. 

Mr.  B.  T.  held  said,  he  vas  onable 
in  that  case  to  see  the  releranoy  of  the 
ailment.  Then  it  was  hardly  worthy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest 
that  Mr.  Dillon's  language  was  an  in- 
oentiTO  to  violence  and  murder. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  did  not  sug- 
gest for  one  moment  that  Mr.  Dillon 
coDtom^ated  murder  or  anything  of  that 
bind.  But  he  did  suggest  that  the  lan- 
guage fell  upon  the  ears  of  persons  to 
whom  it  might  appear  aa  an  incentive  to 
murder  and  outrage. 

Mr.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  read  otfaor 
parts  of  Mr.  Dillon  s  speech,  where  Mr. 
Dillon  strongly  deprecated  outrage  and 
endeaTOured  to  keep  the  people  from  the 
oommission  of  crime.  With  reference 
to  the  Killo^h  case,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  ol  theExche- 
^aer  did  not  seem  to  appreciate  its 
importance.  Certain  persons  against 
whom  there  mi^ht  or  might  not  be  OTi- 
denco  upon  which  a  jury  could  aot  were 
brought  before  a  tribunal  not  a  jury, 
and  it  was  contended  that  there  waa  not 
authority  in  that  tribunal  under  the 
Crimes  Act  with  a  o&se  of  conspiracy,  if 
conspiracy  there  wae.     Nevertheless  the 

CBona  were  convicted,  and  now  it  had 
n  decided  that  there  was  no  evidenoe 
in  any  way  to  support  the  conviction. 
Such  a  case  mttst  shake  their  confidence 
in  the  magistracy.  If  they  perosed  the 
records  of  convictions  it  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  only  in  oases  where  there 
was  no  ohanoe  of  conviction  in  ordinary 
Otrcumstanoea,  or  where  savage  eentenoea 
were  required  that  perambttlatoirmagiB- 
trates  were  resorted  to.  Suitable  men 
had  been  eeleoted  and  sent  round  the 
oountry  to  try  this  or  that  particular 
offender.  Having  studied  a  multitude 
of  these  cases — some  600  or  700— he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Crimea  Act  had  been  woiked  in  a  spirit 
of  perwoution,  and  not  of  prosecution, 
and  that  some  of  the  caaes  were  wanton 
and  petty.  The  Mayor  of  Cork,  for 
Mr.  £i  T.  Still 


pushing  a  policeman,  an  offence  whi^ 
in  this  oountry  would  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  a  penny,  was  sent  to  prison  for 
a  fortnight.  After  the  language  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Eiohequer  about  murder, 
what  was  to  be  said  about  those  men 
who  had  been  sent  to  prison  for  selling 
newspapers  F  These  cases  began  on  the 
25th  of  October  and,  except  in  one  in- 
stance,  ceased  on  the  9th  of  January, 
during  which  time  1 1  persons  were  pro- 
secuted for  the  offence.  Corcoran,  a 
foreman  printer,  was  sentenced  to  two 
separate  terms  of  imprisonment,  with 
bard  labour,  for  one  month,  though  the 
son  of  the  proprietor,  Mr.  Crosbie,  swore 
that  Corcoran  was  not  responsible,  and 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  the  paper.  The  last  person 
sentenced  was  a  man  named  Ferriter,  a 
secretary  of  a  branch  of  the  National 
League,  who,  on  the  2od  of  March,  was 
condemned  to  three  months*  imprison- 
ment, with  bard  labour,  for  seUing  a 
copy  of  UniUd  Ir«la>td  containing^  ac- 
counts of  meetings  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League.  But 
VniUd  Irtland  published  then  and  was 
publishing  now  reports  of  those  meet- 
ings. Another  olase  of  oases  was  where 
the  police  were  concerned.  "With  one  ex- 
ception, no  policeman  hod  been  seriously 
injured  in  any  riot  in  Ireland,  and  in 
the  first  instance  the  Constabulary  were 
driven  by  their  superiors  into  oollimon 
with  the  people.  During  the  laat  four 
or  five  months,  however,  baton  cbai^B 
by  the  police  were  of  weekly  and  almost 
of  daily  occurrence.  Oneofthosechaiges 
bad  been  described  to  him  by  a  friend, 
not  a  Member  of  the  House,  who  said 
that  he  had  never  seen  anything  more 
Iwutol  in  the  whole  course  of  his  life. 
The  police  batoned  men,  sometimefl 
women,  and  in  one  case  a  poor  blind 
boy.  Of  course,  the  crowd  would  re- 
taliate, and  then  they  were  brought  up 
in  batobes  before  ez-polioemen,  who 
had  been  appointed  Besident  Magis- 
trates, to  be  sontenofld.  A  savage  spirit 
seemed  to  have  arisen  among  the  police, 
for  which  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  respon- 
sible. Then  cunningly- prepared  traps 
were  laid  by  policemen  for  shopkeepers. 
Persons  were  sent  round  asking  for 
— ids,  though  these  persons  so metlmea 
I  not  any  money  to  pay  &v  thenu 
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After  tha  Killeagh  caae  he  would  say 
that  ererj  man  convictod  on  sucli  a 
ohar^  had  been  improperly  and  wrong- 
fully ooDTicted.  The  police  behaved  as 
they  did  beoBuee  they  were  encouraged 
by  their  abeolute  immunity  from  the  con- 
sequences of  their  action,  as  was  evi- 
denced by  the  quashing  of  the  verdicts 
of  willu]  murder  found  by  Coroners' 
^ries  against  them  in  certain  oases.  At 
Tougbal  a  lad  was  stabbed  to  death.  A 
jury  returned  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder 
against  tha  police,  and  the  verdict  was 
set  aside  by  the  Attorney  Gnneral  enter- 
ing a  n^lU  protequi.  In  Mit«heletown 
three  pereons  lost  their  lives.  A  verdict 
of  wilful  murder  was  returned  against 
six  or  seven  policemen,  and  this  Oovem- 
ment,  who  were  the  supporters  of  law 
and  order,  instructed  counsel  to  appear 
before  the  Queen's  Bench  and  take  every 
futile  and  ftivolous  objection  that  could 
be  conceived  to  get  dia  verdict  of  the 
Ooroners'  jury  quashed.  A  private  in- 
quiry was  held  among  the  police  them- 
selves, and  all  responsibility  was  thus 
s^t  rid  of,  and  thus  these  four  men  lay 
IS  their  graves  and  no  attempt  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  of  this  Con- 
stitutional country  to  bring  any  one  to 
book  or  even  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  decency  by  having  a  public  inquiry 
for  tha  purpose  of  satisfying  the  minds 
of  the  people.  In  these  circumstances 
it  would  be  astonishing  if  the  police 
cared  two  straws  for  what  the  Irish 
people  thought  of  them.  That  evening 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  to  him  on  the  subject,  denied, 
on  the  authority  of  the  police  them- 
salves,  that  the  Constabulary  had  been 
guilty  of  violence  to  the  people  on  the 
occasion  of  Ur.  Dillon  being  sentenced 
to  imprisonment.  The  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
was  contradicted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Kowntree),  who 
had  been  a  witness  of  what  had  taken 
place.  Was  the  ipu  dixit  of  any  single 
Irish  constable  to  be  accepted  in  pre- 
ference to  the  deliberate  statement 
made  in  that  House  by  an  English 
Member  of  Parliament?  The  position 
of  the  Irish  police  would  be  hopetesi 
unless  they  knew  that  there  were  con 
genial  spirits  among  the  Judges  by 
whom  they  would  be  tried.  He  had 
examined  the  details  of  some  700  cf 
and  he  most  say  that  the  extraordinary 


nature  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  and 
the  brutality  of  someof  thesentenoeeim* 
posed  by  the  Eesident  Magistrates  upon 
those  who  had  been  convicted  upon  the 
most  flimsy  and  the  most  unreliable 
evidence  was  absolutely  degrading  to 
the  judicial  office  in  the  eyes  of  the 
ople.  What  would  be  said  by  the 
idges  of  this  country  if  it  were  to  come 
out  before  them  that  an  attempt  was 
being  made  to  keep  back  evidence  on 
the  part  of  the  Orown  or  to  pack  juries  f 
Such  flagrant  acts  as  those  he  had  re- 
ferred to  ought  to  be  at  once  brought  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  ooastituenoies  of 
the  country.  The  Besident  Magistrates 
were  in  constant  communication  with  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  dis- 
charge  of  their  executive  funotions. 
These  Besidcnt  Magistrates  thought 
that  it  was  fitting  tiiat  they  should 
step  from  the  judgment-seat  to  take 
part  in  a  street  brawl.  Thus  one 
magistrate,  having  given  judgment  in 
a  particular  case,  had  taken  up  his 
stick  and  had  headed  a  baton  cha^e  by 
the  police  upon  a  number  of  defenceless 
and  innocent  people.  Was  not  sach 
conduct  as  that  enough  to  make  people 
believe  that  all  law  in  Ireland  was  a 
farce  7  Again,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  Besident  Magistrates  had  con- 
tinually imposed  sentences  of  one 
month's  impriaonmeat  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  person  charged  from  having  an 
opportunity  of  appealing  from  the  de- 
cision. The  Court  of  Appeal  appeared 
to  partake  very  much  of  the  character 
of  the  original  Court.  "Far  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  care  what  had  been  the  cus- 
tom or  the  practice  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  increasing  sentences  upon 
appeal;  he  was  satisfied  to  know  tbat 
such  a  thing  had  never  been  done  in 
England  or  in  Scotland.  The  object  of 
increasing  sentences  upon  appeal  was  to 
place  a  penalty  upon  those  who  exercised 
their  right  of  appeal,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  tbat  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  worked  against  crime.  He  believed 
only  one  murder  had  been  detected  by 
virtue  of  the  first  section.  Of  the  rest 
of  the  charges  brought  to  their  notice, 
some  were  political,  some  arose  out  of 
collision  with  the  police,  and  some,  he 
was  afraid,  arose  out  of  petty  or  per- 
sonal malice.  But  the  great  bulk  were 
connected  with  some  agrarian  cause. 
The  Act  was  being  worked  in  the  in- 
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teresto  of  the  laodlords  of  Ireland. 
Which  woe  ihe  better  man— Lord  Clan- 
rioarde,  with  hie  £20,000  a-year,  or  Mr. 
Dillon,  who  was  imprisoned  ?  Lord 
Olanricarde  had  nerer  onoe  been  near 
bia  property  tor  H  years,  and  had  not 
spent  U.  upon  it,  while  nothing  oould 
be  more  condemnatory  of  the  deadly 
polioy  of  the  Government  than  the  fact 
that  it  had  necessitated  putting  a  man 
like  Mr,  Dillon — a  man  of  the  purest 
life  and  of  the  highest  character — a  man 
whose  friendship  he  wished  he  oould 
claim,  and  whom  he  admired  and 
honoured  as  much  aa  any  man  he  knew 
— into  prison  instead  of  taking  part  in 
the  peaceful  government  of  his  own 
oonntry.  There  were  now  in  prison  17 
Irish  Uembers  of  Parliament,  all  of 
whose  oonstitnents  sympathized  with 
them  and  were  ready  to  return  them 
again  as  their  fiepresentatiTes.  Hun- 
dreds of  men,  of  women,  and  of  even 
children  had  been  put  into  prison  under 
this  Act,  while  emigration  was  largely 
increasing.  People  were  leaving  in 
very  muoa  larger  numbers  from  Ireland 
to  be  onr  enemies  in  America.  The 
National  League  was  more  flourishing 
than  ever.  It  would  last  to  the  end  of 
the  present  QoTemment.  The  victims 
of  this  Government  had  been  rooeived 
with  acclamation  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, with  English  and  Scottish  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  on  the  platform 
beside  them.  It  had  been  the  boast  of 
the  Tory  Government  that  the  National 
League  had  been  crushed,  bntthe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  that  night,  by  a  slip  of 
the  tongue,  perhaps,  admitted  that  the 
League  possessed  a  tremendous  and 
ubiquitous  power.  This  woe  a  proof 
that  the  force  of  a  Government  could 
not  prevail  against  the  will  of  the  people. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  did  not  claim 
that  the  landlords  were  any  better  than 
the  tenants.  Instead  of  that,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  Papal  Be- 
Boript.  That  was  the  end  of  the  great 
Tory  Qovemment;  instead  of  being  able 
to  enforce  the  law  in  Ireland  by  means 
of  their  Coercion  Act,  they  crawled  to 
Borne,  vith  a  view  to  getting  the  sup- 
port which  they  were  apparently  not 
likely  to  obtain  from  any  of  their  coun- 
trymen. Snob  a  policy  had  only  been 
made  possible  by  a  wilful  betrayal  of 
the  constitBencies.  The  Gentlemen  who 
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called  themselves  Libersl  Unionists 
were  returned  at  the  last  Election  on 
the  basis  that  they  would  not  support 
coercion.  Some  pledged  themselves  in 
terms,  some  impliedly,  and  all  of  them 
took  the  benefit  of  a  public  declara- 
tion. He  did  not  refer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  nobody  knew  what 
he  was — whether  a  Liberal  Unionist 
or  a  Tory,  But  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division 
of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  was  bound  to  give  some  expla- 
nation. Step  by  step  his  Party  was  be- 
coming the  rump  of  the  Tory  Party. 
They  had  to  do  exactly  as  they  were 
told  by  the  Government,  because  if  they 
did  not  the  Government  would  send 
them  to  the  country  without  the  Tory 
support,  and  then  they  would  be  not 
merely  beaten,  but  annihilated.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  a  constituency  in 
the  country  in  which  a  Liberal  Unionist 
would  be  returned  without  Tory  support. 
It  was  the  presence  of  that  Party  in  the 
House  that  prevented  the  Opposition 
from  having  any  proepeota  of  success  in 
the  Division  on  this  Motion ;  and  al- 
though he  was  afraid  that  victory  on 
this  occasion  was  hopeless,  he  was  sura 
the  time  could  not  be  far  distant  when 
the  people  of  England  would  return  to 
their  old  love  of  freedom,  and  would  for 
ever  put  an  end  to  a  system  of  govern- 
ment crueland  ruinous  tolreland  and  dan- 
gerous and  disgraceful  to  themselves. 

Ths  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  roR 
IBBLAND  (Mr.  Maddm))  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  There  has  been  no  lack  of 
strong  language  on  Ihe  part  of  the 
Opposition,  and  it  will  be  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  there  is  a  correspond- 
ing strength  of  argument  and  of 
fact.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
B.  T,  Beid)  characteriEed  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Crimes  Act  as  a  revolting 
travesty  of  the  judicial  function,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  commenced 
the  debate  (Mr.  John  Marley)  accused 
the  Government  of  chicane  in  the  carry- 
ing out  of  that  Aot,  and  further  cha- 
racterized their  proceedings  as  scan* 
dalous.  Idonot  intend.  Sir,  to  enter  into 
oompetition  with  the  right  hon.  and  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  in  the  strength 
of  the  language  I  shall  employ.  I  shall 
content  myself  with  dealing  with  facts. 
I  shall  take  up  the  statements  which 
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have  been  Bubmitted  to  tbia  House  as  a 
foundation  for  these  chaises ;  I  shall  go 
through  thorn  in  detail,  and  I  shall  ask 
the  House  to  oome  to  the  concluBion  that, 
in  this  COM,  strength  of  language  has 
really  been  used  in  substitution  for 
strength  of  case,  or,  in  other  words,  to 
coyer  the  weakness  of  the  aiaailants. 
The  partiaular  ease  which  has  been  most 
strongly  brought  before  the  House  and 
which  has  been  put  forward  as  an  illus- 
tration of  what  took  place  in  other  cases, 
particularly  with  regard  to  Boycotting 
prosecutions,  was  that  known  as  the 
Killeagh  case.  I  will  tall  the  House 
exactly  what  took  place  in  that  case,  and 
ask  hon.  Members  to  consider  how  far 
the  oiroamstances  of  that  case  warrant 
the  conclusions  which  hare  been  drawn 
from  it.  Five  men  were  summoned 
on  a  charge  of  conspiracy  to  compel 
and  induce  the  traders  of  Killeagh 
not  to  deal  with  the  police.  A  com- 
bined refusal  to  supply  bread  to  the 
polioe  was  clearly  prorad.  Each  of 
tha  five  was  prorcd  to  have  on  sereral 
occasions  refused  the  bread.  It  was 
also  proved  that  intimidation  existed. 
The  evidence  was  that  David  Barry,  who 
had  first  agreed  to  supply  bread,  after- 
wards went  back  of  it,  stating;  that  he 
got  such  a  fright  that  he  woald  not  be 
the  better  of  it  for  a  week,  and  that  he 
would  not  be  a  black  sheep  among  the 
rest,  and  that  his  own  brothers  would 
denounce  him  at  the  meeting  on  Sun- 
day. Those  are  among  the  facta  of  the 
KUleagh  case,  and  two  of  the  Judges  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  who  decided  the 
case  stated  most  clearly  that  there  was 
evidence  proved  in  that  case  on  which  a 
jnry  might  find  the  prisoners  guilty  of 
the  indictable  offence  of  conspiracy 
punishable  at  Common  Law.  It  was 
said  that  the  Judges  did  not  go  further 
and  say  that  each  a  verdict  would  have 
been  right.  But  we  all  know,  even 
those  of  us  who  are  not  lawyers,  that 
when  a  Judge  says  there  is  evidence 
in  a  case  on  which  a  jury  might  find 
a  particular  verdiot,  he  mesne  there  was 
evidence  which  would  warrant  that 
holding.  That  ie  the  whole  of  that 
case,  and  surely  it  does  not  justify  the 
comments  which  have  been  made  on  it. 
It  la  ft  case,  not  of  innocent  men,  but 
of  men  ahown  to  have  been  guilty  of  a 
oonspiraoy  at  Oommoa  Law  for  the 
purpose  of  etarviog  the  police.  If  there 
IS  evidence  in  any  caee  that    a    con- 


spiracy is  entered  into  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  an  individual,  or  a  class 
of  individuals,  the  offence  becomes  in- 
dictable, and  that  evidence  eiisted  in 
this  Silleagh  case.  But,  although  these 
men  were  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  starve 
the  police,  it  wae  held  that  the  eeotion 
of  the  Act  under  which  they  were  tried 
did  not  apply  to  their  case.  Sir,  how 
can  it  be  said  that  this  ease  throws  any 
light  at  all  upon  the  prosecutione 
throughout  Ireland  for  the  offence  of 
Boycottiug  ?  I  may  point  out  that  in 
the  whole  of  that  case,  from  beginning 
to  end,  the  word  "  Boycotting  "  does  not 
oocur.  Will  it  be  denied  that  the  proof 
of  a  Boycotting  conspiracy  involves  the 
proof  of  a  conspiracy  containing  the 
element  of  "combined  intimidation"? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Ur. 
John  Morley)  can  hardly,  I  think,  deny 
that.  Certainly  the  right  hon.  Qeatle< 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Qladetone)  cannot  deny  it,  for, 
speaking  on  May  24,  1882,  he  said — 

"  WbHt  i)  meant  b;  Bojcotting  T  In  the  firtt 
pUoa,  it  it  oombined  intimidnlion.  In  Ihs  Mcond 
piae«,  it  IB  combined  inlimidiitioii  mnde  dm  of 
for  tbe  purpoee  of  deitrofing  the  prUkCo  liberty 
or  choice  br  fear  of  rain  end  lUrTftlioa."— 
[3  B»itiard,[ifi^\  IJSSl.) 

The  simple  foot  about  the  Killeagh  case 
is  this — that  as  regards  proof  it  fell 
short  of  a  Boycotting  conspiracy  aa  de- 
fined by  tbe  right  ban.  Qentleman,  and 
ranged  itself  within  another  class  of 
criminal  con  spiracy  in  dictable  at  Common 
Law — namely,  a  conspiracy  to  starve. 
If  the  magietratee  made  a  mistake  upon 
that  point,  is  it,  then,  to  be  paraded 
before  the  House  as  throwing  a  lurid  light 
upon  the  whole  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  by  the  Besident  Magistrates? 
Is  it  to  be  taken  as  a  test  case  with  re- 
gard to  Boycotting  conepiraciea,  eeeing 
that  the  word  Boycotting  was  never 
used  by  one  of  the  witnesses  for  the 
Grown  r  It  has  been  said,  and  the 
question  hae  been  asked.  Why  did  the 
magistrates  not  state  a  case  F  '["  Hear, 
hear !  "]  I  am  ready  to  confess  that 
they  should  have  stated  a  case.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  ore  paying  the  very 
highest  compliment  to  Besident  Magis- 
trates in  Ireland,  if  they  imagine  that 
they  ought  absolutely  to  he  infallible  in 
everything.  If  the  magistrates  went 
wrong  in  this  particular  case,  eurely 
it  was  nothing  eo  very  remarkable, 
considering  that  the   decisions  of  tho 
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superior  Courts  in  England  and  in  Ire- 1  question  it  shown  to  exist,  would  decline 
land  are  frequently  leversed.  Well, 
Sir,  the  Blatule  oon templates  fullj 
that  the  magistrates  may  occasionally 
go  wrong  in  this  matter  of  stating  a 
ease,  and  provides  for  the  event  in 
manner  which  the  righthon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
seems  to  me  to  have  overlooked.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  consider 
that  the  accused  were  in  the  power  of  the 
Resident  Magistrates;  but,  Sir,  I  would 
repeat  that  the  Act  foresees  that  Kesident 
Magistrates  may  go  wrong,  and  if  they 
refuse  to  state  a  case,  it  empowe; 
party  aggrieved  to  go  to  the  Court;  of 
Queen's  Bench,  and  that  Court,  if  it 
think  proper,  can  direct  the  magia- 
trates  to  state  a  case.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested a  day  or  two  ago  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)^ 
during  some  of  the  short  debates  which 
have  taken  place  after  the  ansi 
Queation,  that  it  was  useless  t 
the  Court  of  .Queen's  Bench,  because 
they  would  net  direct  magistrates  to 
state  a  case.  If  that  means  that  thi 
Queen's  Bench  would  not  administer 
the  law  fairly  between  the  Crown  and 
the  subject,  I  must  decline  to  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  that  matter  at  ell 
but  I  understand  the  suggestion  waa 
based  on  the  case  of  Broenan.  The  ver- 
sion which  has  been  given  of  that  case 
might  lead  to  misapprehension.  That 
was  a  case  in  which theSesidentMagia- 
trates  refused  to  state  a  case,  in  which  the 
prisoner  went  to  the  Court  of  Queen'i 
Bench,  and  they  refused  to  order  a 
case  to  be  stated.  The  facts  were  pe- 
culiar. The  Eesident  Magistrates  came 
to  the  conclusion,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  the  point  on  which  they  were  asked 
to  state  acase  had  been  already  decided. 
The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  also,  rightly 
or  wrongly — and  they  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  wrong — came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  point  had  already  been 
decided,  and  on  that  ground  they  refused 
to  order  a  case  to  be  stated.  An  appeal 
was  taken,  but  the  Court  of  Appeal 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  the  order 
being  one  made  in  a  criminal  matter, 
waeuotthesubjectof  appeal,  and,  there- 
fore, the  queation  was  never  decided 
whether  the  Court  of  Queen'sBench  was 
right  or  wrong.  Because  in  that  in- 
stance they  refused  to  state  a  case,  is  it 
to  be  argued  for  a  moment  that  the 
Queen's  Bench,  where  a  substantial 
Mr.  Vttdt/en 


to  order  a  case  to  be  stated  ?  I  refuse 
to  enter  into  an  argument  upon  that 
point.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  referred  to  what 
he  considered  to  be  the  absence  of  pro* 
tection  in  cases  which  come  before 
Besident  Magistratee,  and  which  in* 
Tolve  nice  points  of  law.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  realize  the 
protection  which  exists  in  these  cases? 
The  right  to  have  a  case  stated  on 
a  question  of  law — unless  the  applica- 
tion be  frivolous — with  an  appeal  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  whenever  the 
magistrates  refuse  to  state  a  case,  exists 
in  every  case,  whatever  may  b«  the 
length  of  sentence.  Therefore,  if  a  point 
of  law  exists  in  any  case,  it  nan  be 
brought  before  any  of  the  divisions  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  which  the 
accused  may  select. 

Ma.  FLTNN  (Cork.  N.) :  Who  ia  to 
bear  the  expense  ?  That  ie  a  vei^  im- 
portant point. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  am 'endeavouring 
to  impress  on  the  House,  in  opposition  to 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Membot 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  that  in  every 
case  where  a  point  of  law  is  involved, 
there  is  a  right  to  have  a  case  stated, 
with  a  right  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  if  the  megiatrate  refuses  to  state 
a  case.  But  that  is  not  all.  Two  Judges 
of  the  Exch  equerhavedecideddi  fferenUy , 
I  am  bound  to  say,  from  eight  Judgee 
on  this  point.  The  learned  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and  one  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  have  stated, 
it  is  true,  that  on  a  writ  of  eertiorari  and 
habtai  eorptu  the  depositions  cannot  be 
looked  into,  but  amajority  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  are  of  opinion  that  they 
can.  Now,  I  want  to  apply  this  as  a 
test.  That  decision  was  laid  down  by  a 
majority  of  one  of  the  Courts  in  Ireland 
in  February  of  the  present  year.  As 
long  as  that  decision  stands,  tt  is  in  the 
power  of  anyone,  so  long  as  he  is  under 
the  sentence  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
to  go  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
have  the  case  decided  by  that  Court  on 
a  point  of  law.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbalt 
(Longford,  N.):  The  sentence  had  ex- 
lired  in  one  case.]  I  wish,  then,  to 
:now  how  many  cases  since  February  of 
the  present  year  have  been  brought  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  under  that  juris- 
diction? That  is  a  test  which  I  ask 
the    House  to  apply.     If  there  re^ly 
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to  be  the  fair  rents  paj&ble  to  tfae  land> 
lords,  taken  abflolutely  out  of  their  bands. 
Is  there  no  evidence  of  coeroion  there  ? 
If  the  tenanta  choae  to  pay  their  rente 
to-morrow,  they  cannot  ^et  them  back, 
because  thev  are  placed  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  and  taken  out  of  their  control. 
Then  as  to  the  backsliders.  Is  there  no 
coercion  as  to  them  ?  The  touadation  of 
the  ooDspiracy  known  as  the  Plan  of 
Oampaign  is  mutual  and  combined 
coercion.  I  do  not  ask  the  House  to 
aooept  my  statement  on  the  subject. 
The  question  of  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign  has  often  come 
before  the  Courts.  It  has  been  pro- 
notmoed  to  be  illegal  by  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  and  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  in  the  judgment  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  the  case  of  "Blunt  p. 
Byrne." 

Hr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  that  judg- 
ment been  reported  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  Yes.  The  decision 
of  Lord  Chief  Baron  Palles  has  been 
published,  and  in  it  be  says — 

'*  In  anewer  to  the  appliiutiDn  vhiali  bit  bceo 
mada  to  ini  on  tba  part  oFtfaa  defendnnt.  il  li  m} 
dolj  to  tall  fou  that,  in  mr  opinion,  a  combini- 
tioa  lOr  tbB  purpoM  of  carr; iag  out  whit  ia  ealled 
Ihe  >  Plan  ot  CiDipaign,'  ai  oiplained  bj  tli« 
■peeohei  to  ubioh  I  ihnll  bsrralter  call  joar  at- 
(etilioD,  ii  (uentialtj  to  illegal  aaiociation  ;  tbnl 
any  meBllDg  Tar  Iha  parpew  of  promoting  it  ii  io 
taw  an  iilsgal  luflmbl;  ;  that  tha  Grown,  or  an) 
magiitrats,  baa  tha  power  lo  diiperw  anj  mMl- 
ing  cillad  Tar  that  purpoao  ;  and  that  wbcn  a 
niagialriite  bu  notice  of  luoh  a  meeting  it  ii  bit 
dulf  lo  do  all  that  in  him  liea  Co  prerenl,  or,  if 
□eaeiiarr,  to  diipens  it.  I  biTe  beard  with 
mrpriw  the  uiertioa  that  to  the  pmant  tima 
Ibara  ha*  been  no  legal  deoiiion  a>  to  [hs  lagatitT 
of  the  Plan  of  Campign.  Let  not  that  be  laid 
for  (be  Tuture.  If  jou  Bnd  a  Tcrdiot  in  thii  caio, 
ererj  word  that  1  mj  (whioh  ii  being  taken  down 
by  the  ihorthand  writer)  will  be  before  the  Conrt 
of  Exobequrr,  and  ean  be  brought  before  tbs 
Coart  of  Appearand  from  it  to  the  Uonae  of 
Lorda,  and  bj  ray  preKnt  direetion  to  )0n  I  ieait 
open  for  the  determination  of  the  higbeat  Court 
in  the  R«alm,  wbether  I  am,  or  atn  not,  right  In 
mf  liew  of  (he  iaw." 

The  Flan  of  Campaign  has  also  been 
the  subject  of  decisions  in '  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  and  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, and  has  been  condemned  as  an 
illegal  conspiracy.  The  ground  of  these 
decisions  is  the  ezistsnoe  in  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  of  the  element  of  mutual 
coercion,  which  was  held  not  to  exist  in 
the  Eilleaffh  case.  But  we  have  been 
charged  with  prosecuting  men  for  poli- 
tical offences.  Can  it  for  a  moment  be 
maintained   that   there   ia  a   political 
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existed  in  Ireland  those  oases  in  which 
it  was  desired  to  have  a  case  stated,  why 
were  they  not  brought  before  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  under  the  decision  which 
Z  hare  mentioned  ?  I  ask  the  House 
to  look  at  this  one  broad  fact,  which 
I  hope  hon.  Members  will  remember 
in  connection  with  the  decision  of  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates,  which  are  now  im- 
pugned, that,  esoept  in  one  single 
instance,  not  a  case  has  been  brought 
forward  since  February  last  under  that 
decision.  There  is  another  fact  to  be 
noted.  In  addition  to  this  careful  pro- 
vision for  the  class  of  cases  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  especially  in 
his  mind — cases  of  legal  nicety — an  ap- 
peal Ues  to  the  County  Court  Judge. 
Now,  there  are  no  Judges  in  the  king- 
dom who  hold  positions  so  independent 
of  the  Crown  as  County  Conrt  Judges. 
Tbey  are  not  influenced  by  either  hope 
or  fear  with  regard  to  promotion ;  they 
ere  only  influenced  by  a  desire  to  do 
their  duty  between  the  Crown  and  the 
subject.  What  has  been  the  record  here  ? 
The  broad  fact  is,  that  out  of  all  the 
cases  which  have  been  appealed  to  them, 
the  proportion  in  which  the  decisions 
have  been  reversed  are  very  few — only 
some  four  or  five.  Looking  at  them  im- 
partially, these  are  tests  which  I  think 
the  House  will  do  well  to  apply  when 
they  are  asked  to  say  that  substantial 
justice  baa  not  been  done.  What  be- 
comes of  the  contention  that  innocent 
Eersons  bare  been  convicted  when  we 
ave  had  an  appeal  on  points  of  law, 
and  when  the  County  Court  Judges  have 
power  to  hear  new  evidence  on  i]nes- 
tiona  of  fact,  and  yet  in  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  the  decisions  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  have  been  confirmed?  Then 
as  to  the  proaecutiona  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  has  been  suggeated  that 
the  Killeagh  case  bad  some  relevance  to 
the  prosecutions  connected  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign;  but  there  is  no 
analogy  between  them.  What  was  the 
ground  of  the  decision  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  the  Killeagh  case  ?  The 
absence  of  proof  of  coercion  on  the  part 
of  the  prisoners.  What  is  the  essence 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  P  It  is  com- 
bined coeroion.  L"No,  no! "]  What 
is  the  Flan  of  Campaign  T  [An  Irish 
Heubbr  :  Voluntary  association]  The 
Flan  of  Campaign  is  a  coercion  of  the  mi- 
nority by  the  majority.  To  do  what  ?  You 
have  the  rents,  even  what  are  admitted 
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element  inrolved  in  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign 7  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  some  time  ago 
gave  a  deSuitioa  of  a  political  offence, 
and  be  eaid  any  offence  committed 
against  the  State  or  against  a  class  vas 
a  political  offenoe.  But  that  defini- 
tion is  certainly  one  which  no  lawver 
or  statesman  vould  assent  to.  What 
is  Boycotting?  It  is  directed  aftainst 
individuals,  and  so  is  tbe  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. It  is  absurd  to  say  that  Boycot- 
ting or  taking  part  in  the  Plan  of  0am- 
paign  is  a  political  offence  becanse  the 
individuals  injured  form  part  of  a  class 
which  may  be  regarded  as  obnoxious. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also 
brought  other  charges  against  the  Qo- 
vernment,  and  one  of  these  boa  refer- 
ence to  the  BetuTQ  of  oases  in  which 
BSntenoes  have  been  increased  ou  ap- 
peal. I  do  not  quite  follow  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. His  point  appears  to  he  that 
cases  mentioned  in  the  Bstum  are 
cases  under  the  ordinary  law,  and 
not  under  the  Crimes  Act.  That  is 
so ;  but  how  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man regard  it  as  a  point  in  his  favour. 
These  cases  show  tbat  the  power  of 
increasing  sentences  on  appeal  is  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  County  Court  Judges, 
and  that  such  jurisdiction  is  exercised 
in  ordinary  cases.  They  simply  show 
that  the  oourse  pursued  is  not  ex- 
ceptional ;  that  it  is  part  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  ordinary  law  in  Ireland, 
and  therefore  there  was  nothing  ex- 
ceptional in  its  being  applied  to  offences 
under  the  Orimee  Act.  Then  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  proceeds  to  criticiie  the 
return  of  oases ;  and  he  says  that  one 
of  them  is  a  case  where  the  person  who 
was  fined  for  an  offence  under  the 
Fishery  Law  appealed,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge,  finding  that  the  msgiatrste 
had  not  imposed  a  fine  amounting  to  the 
nun i mum  penalty,  increased  it.  But 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  men- 
tion that  the  County  Court  Judge  also 
increased  tbe  alternative  imprisonment 
in  the  event  of  the  line  not  being  paid, 
which  he  was  under  no  obligation  to  in- 
crease and  that  this  increased  term  of 
imprisonment  was  actually  undergone. 
Bo  that  that  case  is  a  perfectly  valid  in- 
stance of  a  sentence  being  increased  on 
appeal.  The  right  ban.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  certain  oases  in  connection  with 
Boycotting  conspiracies,  especially  to 
Mr.  Maddttt 


the  Hilltown  Malbay  Boycotting  case. 
An  old  woman,  Hannah  Connell,  whose 
son  took  an  evicted  farm,  could  not  get 
any  bread  or  buy  a  farthing  candle,  and 
was  three  daya  and  three  nights  starv- 
ing, until  a  Mrs.  Moroney  took  pity  on 
her.  It  was  proved  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  that  the  men  who  were 
prosecuted  told  her  to  go  out  of  their 
shops  when  she  asked  for  goods,  and 
gave  as  a  reason  that  she  was  Boycotted. 
There  was  also  evidence  that  the  boys 
threw  stones  at  her.  It  was  proved  by 
the  son  that  he  went  to  the  meeting  of 
the  National  League  and  aAed  for 
liberty  to  fish.  They  would  not  listen 
to  him,  and  he  was  turned  out  of  the 
room.  That  was  a  perfectly  clear  oaee 
of  Boycotting.  Then  complaint  is  made 
of  the  police,  because  when  they  were 
being  Boycotted  they  went  to  various 
shops  and  asked  to  be  supplied  with 
goods,  and,  on  being  refused,  prosecuted 
some  of  those  who  refused  them.  This 
it  is  said  is  creating  crime.  I  oannot 
see  that  To  say  so,  is  to  confound  the 
creation  of  crime  with  the  obtaining  of 
evidence  for  the  conviction  of  crime. 
In  one  case  which  was  mentioned 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  the 
prisoners  themselves  actually  pleaded 
guilty  ;  and  in  another,  tbe  clearest  pos- 
sible evidence  of  intimidation  was  forth- 
coming, it  being  proved  that  a  number 
of  men  went  to  a  field  where  a  man  was 
working  for  a  Boycotted  person  and 
forced  the  man  to  leave  his  work.  The 
cases  brought  before  the  Houee  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  not  cases 
which  he  was  forced  to  deal  with,  but 
were  culled  hy  him,  with  tbe  best  asstst- 
anoe  at  his  command,  as  illustrations 
of  the  harshness  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  scud  they 
were  illustrations  of  tbe  harshness  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates. 

Mb.  MADDEN :  But  this  is  an  attack 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government,  not  an 
attack  on  tbe  Besident  Magistrates. 
The  question  is — What  is  the  case  made 
against  the  Government  in  those  cases 
which  have  been  selected  for  the  pur- 
pose of  impeaching  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  ?  Oh  ?  but  it  is  said— It  was 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt)  who  made  the  sug- 
gestion in  the  form  of  a  question  the 
other  day — "  We  never  entrusted  the 
Besident  Magistrates  with  jurisdictioa 
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over  BO  difficult  a  quefltiOD  as  the  Law 
of  CoDspirac;."  The  Act  of  1882  hae 
been  gone  through  in  this  House  over 
and  over  again,  and  every  Member 
knows  that  its  provisions  are  inGnitely 
more  stringent  than  those  of  the  present 
Act.  Moreover,  I  eay  that  under  the 
Act  of  1882,  juriadiotion  was  entrusted 
to  the  Besiden  Magistrate  in  a  class  of 
cases  infinitely  more  difficult  than  those 
vhich  are  dealt  with  b;  the  Act  now  in 
force — I  mean  that  class  which  involved 
decisions  on  the  law  of  unlawful  as- 
Bembly.  Thecaseof  Mr.  Blunt,  although 
that  was  a  case  of  unlawful  assemblv 
under  the  present  Act,  turned  on  the 
law  of  oonapiracy,  and  everj  word  of  the 
judgment  which  I  have  read  in  that  case 
oomd  have  been  delivered  with  regard 
to  a  case  under  the  Aet  of  1882.  That 
being  so,  what  becomes  of  the  sugges- 
tioQ  that  we  have  entrusted  jurisdiction 
to  the  Besideut  Magistrates  which  would 
not  have  been  given  to  them  hj  right 
boa.  Qentlemeu  opposite  ?  So  much  for 
there  being  any  new  departure,  either 
in  the  class  of  oases  or  in  the  class 
of  magistrates  to  whom  they  were  en- 
trusted under  the  present  Act  as  com- 
Eared  with  that  of  1882.  Now,  Sir,  I 
ave  gone  through  the  instances  which 
were  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  last  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
B.  T.  Beid)  referred  to  certain  cases  on 
which  I  will  say  one  or  two  worde.  He 
referred  specially  to  cases  in  which  per- 
sons were  punished  for  selling  news- 
papers. First  of  all,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  what  that  had  to 
do  with  crime.  My  answer  is  that 
it  was  for  publishing,  with  a  view  to 
fmrtbering  the  objects  of  au  unlawful 
organization,  reports  of  its  prooeediags 
that  those  men  were  punished.  These 
prosecutions  are  brought  forward  in 
support  of  the  indictment  against  the 
Ooveroment  as  evidence  of  harshneas 
of  administration.  In  the  first  place,  a 
caution  preceded  prosecution  in  every 
case.  £"Uh,  oh!"]  I  speak  from  in- 
formation which  has  been  furnished  to 
me,  and  I  state  to  the  House  that  in  no 
case  was  anyone  prosecuted  for  selling 
or  publishing  newspapers  without  being 
previously  warned,  and  further  that  no 
person  was  puaiehed  if  he  undertook 
not  to  repeat  the  ofi'ence.  Is  that  the 
kind  and  class  of  prosecution  which 
they  bring  before  the  House  to  sup- 


port this  indictment?  With  regard 
to  the  csee  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ilast 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  it  has  been  said  that 
he  was  convicted  without  having  the 
case  against  him  duly  proved,  without 
its  ever  being  proved  that  he  had 
done  the  acts  with  which  he  was 
charged.  But  did  the  hon.  Member 
himself  ever  dieavow  it,  either  be- 
fore the  Court  below  or  the  County 
Court  Judge  ?  It  is  said  ha  was  con- 
victed without  legal  evidence  of  the 
offence  charged.  If  that  was  so,  he  was 
not  bound  to  go  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  at  all.  He  was  entitled  to 
have  the  case  legally  proved  against  him, 
and  was  within  his  right  in  insisting 
upon'  that.  If  he  was  convicted  with- 
out legal  evidence,  he  might  have 
had  a  case  stated  for  the  apinion  of 
the  Superior  Court ;  but  that  is  not  the 
course  he  takes.  He  appeale  to  the 
County  Court  Judge.  I  will  say  one  word 
withreference  to  the  action  of  the  County 
Court  Jud^e.  It  was  stated  that  be  was 
asked  to  give  what  is  called  a  "  speaking 
order,"  by  placing  the  evidence  on  the 
face  of  bis  order,  so  as  to  enable  his 
decision  to  be  reviewed.  The  County 
Court  Judge  had  no  more  power  to  do 
that  than  any  Member  of  this  House. 
The  Older  and  the  conviction  appealed 
from  might  be  affirmed,  reversed,  or 
varied  by  the  County  Court  Judge,  but 
he  had  no  power  whatever  to  make  such 
an  order  as  was  suggested.  Therefore, 
what  is  the  use  of  making  suggestions  of 
that  kind  ?  If  the  suggestion  is,  that  he 
was  convicted  without  legal  evidence,  he 
might  have  gone  to  the  Superior  Court 
direct  from  the  magistrate;  but  what  is 
the  use  of  saying  the  County  Court 
Judge  had  not  made  a  speaking  order, 
when  the  magistrateshad  made  a  speak- 
ing order,  and  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  person  convicted  to  have  the  question 
decided  by  a  ease  stated  from  them  ? 
Sir,  the  House  is  asked  to  condemn  the 
Qovernment  on  various  grounds.  It  is 
aeked  to  say,  that  in  administering  this 
Act  they  have  been  guilty  of  harshness ; 
and,  that  tbey  have  been  guilty  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Qentlemsn  colls 
chicane ;  and,  as  to  the  latter,  I  appeal 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  as  to  whe- 
ther there  is  a  particle  of  evidence  of 
any  sueb  thing.  There  are  the  judg- 
ments of  thehighest  Courts  in  Ireland  on 
the  subject  of  the  illegality  of  tho  com- 
bination against  whioh  the  action  of  the 
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either  in  the  operation  or  the  administrS' 
tion  of  the  Ciiminal  Law  Procedare 
(Ireland)  Act — a  matter  which  bad 
already  to  a  considerable  extent  been 
dealt  with  bj  previoua  speakera ;  and 
what  he  and  hla  bon.  Friends  complained 
of  would  no  doubt  be  ampli&ed  still 
more  by  others  tar  more'competent  than 
himself  to  deal  in  the  matter.  Hut 
what  he  should  like  to  do  was  this. 
Taking  for  granted  the  details,  he 
would  ask  what  was  their  general 
oharaoter,  and  what  were  likely  to  bs 
their  effects  so  far  as  it  was  possihle  to 
read  them  from  the  light  of  history  ? 
Their  first  accusation  was,  that  these 
proceedings,  oarried  on  by  the  sanction, 
and  under  the  direction  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  inlreland,  underminded  respect  for 
the  law.  That  was  no  new  story,  either 
as  regarded  a  measure  of  coercion  or  a 
Tonr  Ox>Temment.  They  could  go  back 
to  three  years  ago,  and  recall  the  words 
of  tbe  right  Hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Ur.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) when  he  said  in  reference  to  a 
matter  of  this  kind — 

"  I  uj  thx  evgn  bj  tbia  ona  ABt  tha  TotIm 
hkT«  dono  mora  to  leuan  tbs  authorlt;  of  !■■  in 
Irslind  Chan  all  tbe  Ridiaili  ha>a  Mid  or  dona 
during  (h«  put  fl>e  T»n— !  migbt  Mmoit  mj, 
tbio  ill  tba  nalioDalitt*  tbemaeUai  ba««  uid  or 

It  would  be  interesting  to  know  whether 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  sttU  adhered 
to  that  opinion,  or  whether  be  believed 
that  si  ace  that  time  the  Tory  Party  bad 
redeemed  their  character  by  repentance 
and  reformation.  Most  bon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  where  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still 
sat,  thought  that  not  only  were  his 
words  just  and  true  at  the  time  they 
were  spoken,  but  that  tbey  were  even 
more  abundantly  just  and  even  more 
demonstrably  true  of  the  Tory  policy  at 
the  pressat  hour.  That  be  took  to  be 
tbe  meaning  of  the  first  clause  of  the 
Motion  be^re  the  House.  Now  they 
took  their  stand  on  the  principle  whioh 
had  been  expressed  in  this  wise,  that 
the  law  did  not  create  right,  but  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  right  must  dictate  the 
taw.  If  there  were  any  touth  is  that 
dietum,  he  thought  that  when  they 
found  that  the  law  had  not  been  dic- 
tated by  what  thc^  deemed  to  be  right, 
and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  it  went 
forward  to  the  creation  of  what  they 
believed  to  be  wrong,  it  waa  no  wonder 
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Government  has  been  directed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that 
be  might  enter  into  a  combination  in 
^England  which  would  be  perfectly  law- 
ful in  England,  and  for  which  in  Ireland 
he  would  be  bad  up  before  the  Besident 
Magistrates.  That  I  absolutely  and 
entirely  deny.  I  am  able  to  point  to  a 
case  which  came  before  an  English  Court 
not  long  ago,  and  which  was  decided 
by  a  Judge  who  will  be  treated  with 
respect  by  hon.  Members— Lord  Cole- 
ridge, tbe  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England. 
That  was  a  case  of  conspiracy  which  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  in  his  judgment  da- 
scribed  as  Boycotting.  He  decided  that 
it  was  a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  he 
referred  with  approval  to  the  judgment 
of  an  Irish  Judge  — Lord  Fitzgerald— in 
an  Irish  case  laying  down  the  same 
principles  as  to  the  law  of  combination. 
And  then  we  are  told  that  you  may 
enter  into  a  combination  which  is  legal 
in  England  but  illegal  in  Ireland. 
TJpoa  tne  whole  facts  laid  before  the 
House  I  submit  that  the  case  which  is 
attempted  to  be  made  against  the  Go- 
vernment by  the  Opposition  has  failed  ; 
that  this  Act  has  been  fairly  admi- 
nistered ;  that  although  there  has,  no 
doubt,  been  some  error,  yet  that  no 
case  has  been  made  against  the  Hesident 
Magistrates,  and  that  no  case  has  been 
made  against  the  Government  of  un- 
fairness or  harabness  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  nresBu^  House  counted,  and  40 
Hemoers  being  found  present. 

Me.  J.  SINCLAIR  (Ayr  Burghs! 
said,  that  under  ordinary  circumstances 
he  would  never  have  thought  of  opening 
hie  lips  for  tbe  first  time  in  a  debate  in 
that  House  on  so  important  a  matter  as 
the  Government  policy  in  Ireland  ;  but 
be  could  not  forget  that  tbe  mandate 
with  which  be  came  from  the  electorate 
of  hia constituency — a  mandate  not  two 
yearsoldas  was  the  case  with  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  a 
mandate  not  yet  a  fortnight  old — was 
based  mainly,  he  thought  he  might  say 
exclusively,  upon  the  very  issues  that  had 
been  raiaed  by  tbe  Motion  now  before 
them.  TbcTelore  it  wae  that  he  ven- 
tured to  take  port  in  tbe  debate.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any 
detailed  statement  of  what  was  con- 
sidered wrong  in  regard  to  Ireland, 
Mr.  Madden 
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that  the  respect  and  rererence  which  they 
should  otherwise  count  upon  on  the  part 
of  the  people  for  the  law  should  be  uo 
longer  forthcoming'.  They  found,  for 
instance,  in  reference  to  the  Crimea  Act, 
that  it  created  b  number  of  artificial 
offences ;  and  what  were  the  usual 
effects  of  these?  Not  to  impresa  the 
people  with  the  idea  that  the  law  was 
something  sacred,  somethinggreat,  some- 
thing noble,  but  rather  to  mannfaoture 
opportunities  and  out  channels  of  tempta- 
tion in  the  direction  of  the  commission 
of  crimes  which  the  moral  sense  of  the 
man  within  did  but  rery  slightly  or 
very  ineenslbly  condemn.  And  that 
was  not  only  the  ease  when  the  law 
was  unjust ;  it  was  sometimes  true  of 
laws  which  were  wise  and  good  when 
they  were  unduly  and  harshly  admi- 
nistered. They  were  then  like  grapes, 
which  when  too  much  pressed  pro- 
duced harsh  and  unwholesome  wine. 
They  said,  further,  that  these  pro- 
ceedings estranged  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  had  heard  of  a 
worthy  old  lady  who  deolared  that  the 
doctrine  of  total  depravi^  was  a  blessed 
doctrine  if  only  one  oonld  only  live  up  to 
it,  and  so  they  might  say  that  ih«  doctrine 
of  the  equality  of  treatment  as  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  a  blessed 
doctrine  if  only  the  GoTOmment  would 
act  up  to  it.  He  was  especially  inte- 
rested in  this  particular  aspect  of  the 
oase  beoanss  it  referred  to  the  treatment 
of  the  boa.  Member  for  East  Hayo,  who 
was  not  in  the  House.  He  had  had  the 
pleasure,  or  rather  he  should  say  the 
honour,  of  taking  part  with  him  in  a 
meeting  a  short  time  iw>  at  Campbel- 
town, and  he  (Ur.  I>ilu>n)  afterwards 
delirered  what  was  practioitlly  his  lost 
public  speeoh  in  the  town  of  Ayr  before 
going  to  prison.  Now,  in  the  former 
of  those  speeches  Mr.  Dillon  dealt  at 
great  length  with  the  question  of 
agrarian  disturbance  in  Ireland ;  and 
having  listened  to  that  speech,  and 
read  the  speech  for  which  he  was 
prosecuted  and  sent  to  prison,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  there  was  no  sub- 
stantial difference  between  them.  But 
what  did  they  find?  The  Government 
did  not  think  it  their  duty,  perhaps  they 
did  not  think  they  were  able,  to  take 
bold  of  Hr.  Dillon  because  of  what  be 
•aid  at  Campbeltown.  Why  ?  It  might 
be  said  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
^e  of  the  House  that  Ur.  Dillon  woa 


not  on  that  occasion  addressing  Irish 
tenants.  But  that  argument  would  not 
hold  water,  because  the  words  of  a  man 
of  Mr.  Dillon's  position  went  swiftly 
over  the  whole-face  of  the  country,  and 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  too  deeply  interested  in 
the  movements  and  utterances  of  their 
Members  not  to  hare  been  certain  to 
read  what  he  had  said  at  Campbeltown. 
But  Campbeltown  was  not  so  very  far 
from  Ireland  after  all ;  only  30  miles  of 
sea  separated  the  two  countries  at  that 
point,  and  yet  they  saw  the  difference 
of  the  treatment  measnred  out  by  the 
Government  in  respect  of  substantially 
similar  speeches  delivered  in  the  two 
places.  He  had  heard  with  the  greatest 
surprise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer putting  such  an  interpretation  on 
Hr.  Dillon's  words  in  the  speech  for 
which  he  had  been  convicted,  an  inter- 
pretation suggested  rather  than  ex- 
pressed, which  he  did  not  consider 
consistent  either  with  high  honour  or 
charity.  It  was  a  strange  thing  if  words 
of  the  kind  could  not  be  used  without 
certain  people  putting  the  very  worst 
interpretation  upon  them,  and  that,  he 
thought,  was  an  unfortunate  indication 
of  the  spirit  that  was  running  through 
the  whole  operation  and  administration 
of  the  Government  policy  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  What  results  did  the  Goyem- 
ment  expeot  from  their  present  policy  ? 
Did  they  expect  the  people  to  become 
more  peaceable,  more  loyal,  more  con- 
tented, and  more  well-disposed  towards 
the  British  Government  f  Surely  not. 
The  Govemmeot  flattered  themselves, 
in  the  language  of  Sir  Edward  Bulwer 
Lytlon  in  18.33.  that  under  the  shelter  of 
these  oppressive  laws  they  would  be  able 
to  apply  remedial  measures  with  effect ; 
bat  it  was  just  the  reverse;  those  laws 
would  blight  their  remedies,  and  "throw 
their  wi^ering  shadow  over  all  tiieir 
concessions."  The  policy  of  coercion  as 
applied  to  Ireland  seemed  to  him  to  be 
like  the  Sultan's  horse,  of  which  it  was 
said  that  no  green  thing  would  grow 
on  the  spot  where  he  trod.  They  might 
drive  that  praooing  steed  throughout 
the  Length  and  breadth  of  Ireland ;  but 
they  must  not  look  for  the  sweet  flowers 
to  spring  up  in  the  deep  wounds  of  the 
living  flesh  of  Ireland  which  his  hoofs 
had  made,  for  only  those  who  had  been 
nurtured  in  the  generous  breath  of 
freedom  and  jnitice  oould  be  counted 
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Zn  for  the  side  of  loyalty  and  law. 
r,  he  came  tu  the  third  point  raised  by 
the  Kotton  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Uember  for  Newcastle — 
namely,  that  these  proceeding  were 
deeply  injurious  to  the  ioterests  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Ferbapa  they  could 
not  have  ventured  to  make  a  statement 
of  that  kind  if  this  had  been  the  first 
application  of  a  measure  of  coercion 
to  Ireland,  but  now  he  thought  they 
could  safely  do  it.  When  thinking  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  the  saying  of  Catharine 
of  Buseia  often  came  to  his  mind,  "There 
are  laws  which  may  be  written  on 
parchment  which  cannot  be  written  on 
the  skins  of  a  whole  people."  Farlia- 
ment,  by  pursuing  the  policy  of  coercion, 
were  doing  something  which  at  no  very 
distant  date  they  would  unquestionably 
first  of  all  regret,  and  then  be  obliged 
to  reverse.  In  that  respect  the  60- 
vemment  and  the  majority  in  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  which  supported 
them  were,  in  his  opinion,  doing  nothing 
lees  than  laying  out  money  in  the 
purchase  of  repentance,  and  the  time 
would  soon  come  when  the  saying  of 
one  of  Ireland's  greatest  sons  would 
be  realized  in  this  case  as  in  many 
others — "  "We  are  very  doubtful  of  our 
remedies,  but  the  efi'ect  of  our  poisons 
is  sure."  They  said  in  the  interests  of 
the  United  Eingdom,  that  the  honour 
of  the  country  had  been  tarnished  by 
Irish  Coercion  Ads,  and  its  unity  io  the 
broad  sense  endangered  more  by  them 
than  by  any  measure  of  self-govem> 
ment  which  could  be  proposed.  More 
than  that,  in  these  times,  they  had  to 
look  to  the  very  safety  of  the  Kingdom, 
which,  by  these  proceedings,  mi^t  be 
imperilled.  He  thought  he  might  ven- 
ture to  apply  two  adjectivesto  this  policy. 
First  of  all  he  said  it  was  heartless. 
He  did  not  refer  to  these  harrowing 
oases  of  imprisonment  and  arrest  with 
which  they  were  all  so  familiar,  although 
with  reference  to  those  matters  he  might 
remark  that  that  only  disgraced  a  man 
whioh  he  had  deserved  to  suffer,  and 
therefore  it  was  no  wonder  if  some  of 
these  proceedings,  bo  far  from  producing 
the  effect  intended  by  the  Tories,  raised 
the  men  who  suffered  by  them  in  the 
esteem  and  admiration  of  their  country. 
But  this  was  a  heartless  policy,  because 
it  showed  no  real  helpful  commiseration 
for  the  admitted  wrongs  which  existed 
ia  Ireland,  and,  on  the  other  band,  it 
Mr.  J.  Sinclair 


^Dwed  no  real  heartfelt  sympathy  with 
the  just  claims  of  the  Irisih  people. 
Then,  not  only  was  it  a  heartless  but  it 
was  a  hopeless  policy.  It  was  hope- 
less in  view  of  the  lessons  of  the  past, 
in  view  of  the  existing  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  and  also  because  it  gave  no 
assurance  of  any  better  state  of  things 
even  at  the  termination  of  the  20  yean 
continuance  prescribed  for  it  by  Lord 
Salisbury.  Hon.  Members  were  familiar 
with  the  beautiful  pictures  presented  in 
Bunyan's  Allegory.  One  of  them  was 
that  at  the  interpreters'  house  there  was 
shown  a  fire  which  burnt  against  a  wall, 
dose  by  which  stood  one  who  poured 
water  on  the  flame,  yet  it  burnt  higher 
and  hotter,  and  the  secret  of  which  was 
that  behind  the  wall,  and  out  of  eight, 
stood  another  who  poured  oil  upon  it. 
It  was  00  here — there  burnt  in  multi' 
tudea  of  the  Irish  hearts  and  homes 
the  aspiration  for  freedom  from  oppres- 
sion and  for  self-government.  Hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoute  had 
poured  water  upon  it ;  how  much  water 
and  how  oold  he  would  not  venture  to 
say,  but  the  flame  oontinned  to  burn 
higher  and  hotter,  and  why  ?  Because 
it  was  fed  from  an  invisible  source  by 
a  precious  oil,  the  main  ingredients  of 
which  were  the  love  of  justice,  the  love 
of  country,  and  the  love  of  liberty. 

Mb.  T.  W.  HU8SELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  two  or  three  matters  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
in  connection  with  the  Motion  of  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  on  which  he  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words.  It  had  been  stated  that 
night  that  the  Grimes  Act  itself  was  a 
breach  of  faith  with  the  nation,  and  the 
Unionist  Party  had  been  accused  of 
winning  the  election  of  1886  on  false 
pretences ;  that  was  to  say,  it  had  been 
affirmed  that  the  Unionist  Party  stood 
on  the  cry  of  one  Parliament  and  equal 
laws  for  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
thought  he  had  put  that  accusation 
strongly  and  dearly  before  the  House. 
Now,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
pleaded  not  guil^  to  the  charge.  He 
knew  Ireland  a  great  deal  too  well  to 

five  any  such  promise  or  pledge.  He 
id  not  need  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Bedmond)  at 
the  Chicago  convention  to  convince  him 
that,  after  the  events  of  1686,  it  would 
be  the  clear  and  bounden  duty  of  the 
Irish    Members  to  make  the  Qovera> 
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meat  of  L^aod  by  England  im- 
possible, and  therefore  on  ever;  plat- 
form  an  which  he  stood  in  Tyrone  be 
h&d  declared  that  it  the  ordinarv  law 
proved  to  be  inadeqaate  he  would  vote 
for  atrengthening  it  and  making  it 
adequate.  Thus  the  charge  to  which 
he  referred  did  not  apply  to  him  perso- 
nally, and  he  was  certain  if  the  otiargs 
as  against  other  Uaionist  Members  were 
investigated  the  defence  would  be  found 
to  be  as  sound  and  solid.  The  present 
Debate  was  naturally  coloured  by  the 
imprisonmentof Ur.  Dillon.  Hedidnot 
oonnt  that  a  small  matter ;  on  the  oon- 
trary,  he  thought  it  a  very  sad  and  serious 
matter  for  the  country.  What  he  oom- 
plaioed  of  was  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  forgot  that  Mr.  Dillon  had 
been  in  gaol  before.  [Cri«i  of  "No, 
no ! "]  Well,  if  they  did  not  forget  it 
they  Kept  very  quiet  about  it,  which  was 
the  next  thing  to  forgetting  it.  Mr. 
Dillon  and  many  of  his  friends  were 
sent  to  gaol  some  years  ago  without 
being  charged  with  any  specific  offence, 
and  they  were  kept  there  without  trial. 
That  was  in  1682.  Now  to  send  Mr. 
Dillon  to  gaol  in  I B82  charged  with  no 
specific  offence,  and  to  keep  him  there 
without  trial  was  a  part  of  the  "re- 
snuroes  of  civilization?'  To  send  him 
to  gaol  in  1888  charged  with  a  spedfio 
offence,  tried  before  a  competent  tri- 
bunal—[Crwii./"  Oh,  oh!"]  Didhon. 
Gentlemen  deny  that  a  Coimty  Oourt 
Judge  was  a  competent  tribunal  ?  To 
eend  Mr.  Dillon  to  gaol  after  trial  by  a 
competent  tribunal  was  barbarism  and 


cose,  that  of  1B82,  Mr,  Dillon  was  sent 
to  gaol  under  the  auspices  and  with  the 
sanction  of  a  Liberal  Qovemment,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
In  1888,  he  was  sent  to  gaol  on  a  spsci- 
fio  charge,  tried  before  a  competent 
tribunal,  and  sentenced  under  the 
auspices  of  a  Conservative  Qovemment 
wiUi  Lord  Salisbury  at  its  head.  That 
was  really  the  only  difference  that  he 
could  see.  If  they  turned  to  the  Liberal 
Press  of  1382,  and  if  they  consulted 
the  Liberal  speeches  of  that  time,  they 
would  find  practical  unanimity  as  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
Government  and  vociferous  cheering  at 
Leeds  and  the  Guildhall  for  the  "re- 
vources  of  civilization,"    Bat  if  they 


turned  now  to  the  same  Liberal  organa 
and  to  liberal  speeches,  there  was 
nothing  but  weeping  and  wailing  and 
gnashing  of  teeth.  He  came  now  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  It  covered  a 
very  wide  area — \_Ironieai  ehteri] — what 
he  had  said  was  no  doubt  inconvenient, 
but  it  was  perfectly  relevant  to  the 
Motion.  It  was  not  for  him,  a  mere 
layman,  to  enter  on  the  subtleties  of  the 
law  of  conspiracy,  or  to  decide  whether 
RMident  Magistrates  had  always  been 
right  in  the  decisions  th^  had  given 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  There  was  a 
plentiful  crop  of  lawyers  in  the  House, 
who  in  such  a  diecussicn  would  be  in 
their  native  element,  and  he  would  cheer- 
fully leave  it  to  them  with  two  remarks. 
His  first  remark  was  that  magistrates 
and  Judges  were  not  infallible  either  in 
England  or  Ireland,  and  bis  opinion, 
as  a  layman,  was  that  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  because  the  decision  of  an 
inferiorCourt  was  reversed  it  was  neoei- 
sarily  incompetent.  So  far  as  he  bad  been 
able  to  observe,  much  of  the  trouble 
wbich  bad  arisen  prooeeded  from  the 
decisions  of  two  out  of  three  judges  of 
the  Exchequer  Court,  both  of  whom 
were  famous  lawyers.  As  he  under- 
stood  it,  the  point  was  whether  on  a 
hahtat  earpvt  Motion  there  was  an  appeal, 
on  which  question  there  were  eight  Irish 
Judges  against  two.  He  meant  to  go 
into  the  ease  of  Mr.  Dillon  more 
minutely,  and  he  hoped  to  show  clearly 
why  he  should  give  bis  vote  ogunst  the 
Motion.  He  had  no  personal  feeling 
whatever  against  Mr.  Dillon,  who  had  said 
many  things  of  him  in  Ulster  which 
were  utterly  untrue,  although  he  was 
sure  Mr.  DUlon  believed  them,  fiat  he 
had  sat  down  deliberately  in  view  of  the 
whole  case  to  investigate  it  on  its  merits 
OS  an  honest  juror  would  do.  He  did 
not  know  Lord  Massereeno,  nor  did  ha 
know  any  of  the  landlords  whose  estates 
were  under  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and 
if  he  could  urge  any  claim  for  interven- 
ing in  the  debate,  it  was  that  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  he  stood  indifferent  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  held  that  there 
were  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  would  not  challenge  his  contention. 
He  bad  studied  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  published  originally  in  Unittd  Ir»- 
land,  he  had  read  Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at 
Tullyollsn  on  the  6tb  of  April  lost,  pub- 
lished in  Tk»  FrMMan'i  Journal,  and  he 
had  read  his  speech  at  Keeoagh,  in  the 
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ooniit;  of  Longford,  vhich  served  ks  a 
kindofglosaarytothePlanof  CampaiKi; 
he  had  read  the  defence  of  Lord  Mae- 
sereene  offered  bj  his  liordehip'a  agent ; 
he  had  read  the  reparts  of  the  trial  of  Mr. 
Dillon  before  the  Kesident  MagiBtrcttes, 
and  also  of  the  appeal  at  Dundalk,  and 
he  bad  also  read  yards  of  leading  articles 
complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Govemmeat  and  challenging  the  action 
of  the  Court.  He  should  like  to  kaoir 
how  many  bon.  Members  had  done  as 
much,  few**  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  Pro- 
bably it  nad  not  been  done  by  many 
hon.  Members.  The  first  question  that 
he  submitted  to  himself  as  if  he  bad 
been  a  juror  in  the  case  vas  this — did 
Mr.  Dillon  in  hie  speech  at  Tullyallen 
adviee  and  advocate  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign f  Having  read  that  speech  as  a 
juror,  he  replied  that  no  honest  man 
conld  give  anything  but  an  answer  in 
the  affirmative  to  tb&t  query.  Mr.  Dillon 
had  shown  how  tha  Flan  of  Campaign 
had  succeeded  on  several  estates,  he 
spohe  of  the  unbrohen  story  of  success, 
which  was  not  entirely  consonant  with 


fact,  and  he  showed  with  great  power 
what  happened  to  people  who  were  un- 
faithful to  it.    He  (lb.  T.  W.  Bussell) 


was  not  going  to  take  any  meaning  out 
of  his  words  Buch  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  done  that  evening.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  often 
spohen  in  a  way  which  allowed  certain 
oonoluaiona  to  be  drawn.  In  1S8S  he 
declared  that  if  certain  cattle  were  put  on 
some  fields  they  would  not  prosper.  He 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Sussell)  knew  that  itvas  said 
that  this  might  bear  an  innocent  meaning; 
but,  he  repeated,  that  it  was  very  un- 
fortunate that  the  hon.  Member  should 
indulge  in  words  susceptible  of  two  con- 
structions being  placed  upon  them,  and 
it  was  especially  to  be  deplored  that  this 
was  done  upon  a  public  platform  in  Ire- 
land before  an  audience  of  peasants. 
While  Mr.  Dillon  was  speaking  on  that 
platform  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
aetually  in  operation,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely idle  to  deny  that  Mr,  Dillon  was 
advocating  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the 
Massereene  estate.  He  then  asked,  was 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  an  illegal  combiua- 
tioD,  and  was  it  an  offence  to  advocate  an 
illegal  combination  f  What  was  the 
Plan  of  Campaign?  He  would  define 
it  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  hon.  Members  would  be 
Ur.  T.  W.  ButuU 


able  to  cavil  at  his  definition  of  it.  lu 
the  midst  of  an  acute  crisis  a  rent  strike 
was  agreed  upon.  The  rents  upon  the 
property  were  either  fixed  by  judicial 
arrangement,  or  they  were  the  subject 
of  ordinary  contract.  The  landlord 
offered  an  abatement,  not  an  all  round 
abatement,  but  one  which  he  deemed 
applicable  to  each  case;  his  proposal 
was  refused  by  the  tenants,  who  made 
an  all-round  offer,  which  included  the 
well-to-do  farmer,  who  made  and  could 
pay  his  rent,  aa  well  as  the  poor  cottar 
who  had  not  made,  and  who  could  not 
pay  his  rent.  The  landlord  refused  this 
all-round  offer,  and  the  rent  offered  to 
the  landlord  was  paid  by  the  tenants  to 
trustees  into  a  sort  of  war-chest  to  be 
used  against  the  landlord  if  necessary, 
and  then  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was 
complete.  He  maintained  that  the  Plaa 
of  Campaign,  as  indicated  in  the  original 
document,  was  absolutely  indefenaible. 
In  the  first  place,  it  asserted  the  right 
of  one  party  to  a  contract,  or  arrange- 
ment to  vary  its  terms  at  his  pleasure ; 
and,  secondly,  it  asserted  that  a  well-to- 
do  farmer  who  had  made  hie  rent,  and 
was  well  able  to  pay  it,  should  not  pay 
it,  because  the  poor  cottar  had  not  made 
his  rent,  and  was  unable  to  pay  it.  These 
two  points  were  of  the  eeseuce  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
they  were  grossly  unfair  and  unjust. 
What  was  more  important  was  that  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  of  Ireland,  whom  ban. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  professed 
to  regard  as  an  unbiassed  Judge,  had 
held  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
absolutely  illegal,  and  that  every  meet- 
ing convened  to  advocate  it  Was  an  ille- 
gal meeting,  and  was  liable  to  be  dis- 
persed by  force.  That  was  not  a  pro- 
nouncement such  as  Mr.  JusticeCBrien's 
in  another  case,  it  was  a  solemn  and 
deliberate  judgment  which  had  been  up- 
held by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Moroney  s 
case.  For  his  part,  Ike  could  -  not  go 
behind  this  decision  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  The  result  was  that  he  found 
that  Mr.  Dillon  did  advocate  the  Plan 
of  Campaign ;  he  was  bound  by  the 
decision  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  an  illegal 
combination,  and  therefore  he  was  ob- 
liged to  find  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  advo- 
cated an  illegal  conspiracy.  He  then 
asked,  what  was  the  defence  which  had 
been  put  forward  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Dillon ;  and  here  be  came  to  the  real 
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germ  of  the  whole  qneation.  It  hod  been 
maintained  that  nig;ht  by  the  right  hun. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
that  when  Mr.  Dillon  Bpoke  at  Tullyallen 
the  county  of  Louth  had  not  been  pro- 
claimed under  the  Grimes  Act.  Hevished 
to  state  franklythatthatwasnot  a  defence 
that  had  been  pat  forward  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself.  Was  he  to  be  told  that  Idr. 
Dillon  was  only  going  to  advocate  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  places  where 
it  was  safe  for  him  to  do  so?  Ho  said 
that  Mr.  Dillon  at  Louth  gave  no  coun- 
tenance to  such  an  idea,  and  it  had 
nsver  been  put  forward  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself,  and  he  should  never  think  of 
imputing  to  hlr.  Dillon  that  he  was 
capable  of  putting  it  forward.  He  said 
that  no  man  who  respected  Mr.  Dillon 
could  possibly  put  forward  this  defence, 
that  it  would  only  go  into  a  county  where 
he  was  safe  to  advocate  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. Certainly,  he  should  not  think  of 
imputing  any  such  motive  to  him.  He 
now  came  to  the  case  of  the  Massereens 
tenants;  and  in  respect  to  them  the 
contention  was  that  their  case  was  a 
desperate  one.  He  had  no  donbt  that, 
with  regard  to  some  of  them,  they  were 
over-rented,  aal  was  the  case  on  many 
other  estates  in  Ireland.  But  he  desired 
that  the  facts  in  reference  to  the  Mas- 
sereene  tenants  should  be  put  fairly 
before  the  House.  He  must  first  ask 
whether  there  were  judicial  tenants 
upon  the  property,  and  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  only  two  of  the  judicial 
rents  as  fixed  by  the  Commisaioners  had 
been  appealed  againnt.  The  tenants, 
whose  rents  had  been  judicially  fixed, 
had  had  not  only  the  original  reduction, 
but  they  were  entitled  to  the  reduction 
under  the  Act  of  1887.  He  denied  that 
any  fair-minded  man  could  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  necessary  in  the 
case  of  those  tenants.  In  the  next 
place,  he  asked  whether  there  were 
tenants  upon  the  estate  who  held  their 
land  under  ordinary  leases?  He  had 
no  doubt  there  were,  and  the  door  of 
the  Land  Court  had  been  opened  to  them 
— a  door  which  had  been  opened  to 
them  by  a  Government  that  had  nothing 
but  a  coercive  policy  to  ofi'er  to  the  Irish 
people,  but  whioh  had  been  kept  oloaed 
by  right  boo.  Gentlemen  who  sat  upon 
the  Front  Bench  below  him.  It  was 
the  present  Government  which  had 
opened  the  door  locked  by  the  right 
yOL.  OOOXXVII.   r™™P8KK™eO 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian, 

Mb.  1.  P.  O'OONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) ;  It  was  opened  to  them  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  not  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  HCSSELL  said,  he  would 
t«U  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way  what  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  produced.  It  had  produced  toe 
Crimes  Act.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  had  obtained  a  temporary 
Plan  of  Campaign  but  a  permanent 
Crimes  Act  as  the  result  of  their  hercu- 
lean labours.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  contended  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  perfectly  justifiable,  in- 
asmuch as  there  were  £7,000  of  arrears 
of  rent  due  upon  the  estate.  But  he 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
perfectly  unjustifiable  in  the  caso  of 
those  tenants.  He  might  be  told  that 
those  arrears  constituted  a  reason  for  the 


Massereene  had  offered  to  do  freely 
what  the  Bill  of  this  year  intended  to  do 
— namely,  to  deal  with  the  arrears  upon 
the  same  basis  as  the  Commissioners 
bad  dealt  with  the  rents.  What 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  demand  ?  He  demanded  that, 
and  nothing  more ;  and,  therefore,  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  BuBsell)  repeated  that,  as 
far  as  arrears  were  concerned,  the 
application  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to 
this  estate  was  wholly  unjustifiable. 
His  next  inquiry  was,  were  there  per- 
petuity leaseholders  on  the  estate — 
holders  of  town  parks  and  demesne 
lands?  Ko  doubt  there  were,  and 
these  were  outside  the  Act.  It  might 
be  that  there  were  a  few  such  tenants ; 
but  would  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
few  such  tenants  justify  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  the 
whole  of  the  tenants  without  any  die- 
crimination  ?  He  said  no  man  could 
fairly  rise  in  bis  place  and  answer  that 
in  the  affirmative.  Now,  he  wanted  to 
show  the  House  what  soit  of  men  some 
of  the  tenants  on  this  eetate  were.  He 
could  understand  great  e£Forts  being 
made  in  the  case  of  poor  cottars,  who 
were  unable  to  live  on  the  land  they 
tilled  on  the  Western  seaboard  of 
Ireland ;  but  he  said  franklv  that  a 
good  deal  of  sympathy  would  be  wasted 
in  the  case  of  tenants  ( 
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about  to  describe.  He  had  a  dozen 
cases.  First  there  was  the  case  of 
Peter  Boohe,  who  was  described  in 
Th»  Brogheda  Ind*ptndt»t  as  "  OQe  of 
the  standard  bearers  of  the  Plan," 
who  held  two  large  farms  under  Lord 
Maasereene  and  a  third  on  a  neigh- 
bouring property.  This  man  held  SO 
shares  of  £10  each,  fully  paid  up,  in 
the  Dundalk  and  Newry  Steam  Packet 
Company,  13  of  which  were  seized  and 
sold  for  £57  14*.  3d.  in  satiafaotion  of 
his  rent.  Would  anyone  tell  him  that 
the  House  ought  to  stand  behind  a  man 
like  that?  He  asked  right  boo.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Front  Bench  below  him 
why  they  had  excluded  such  wealthy 
tenants  as  these  from  the  operation  of 
the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881  ?  It  was 
faeoause  they  felt  that  such  tenants  were 
able  to  take  care  of  tbemselres,  but  now 
"  old  things  have  passed  awa^  and  all 
things  have  become  new."  Did  any- 
body think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  justified  in  the  case  of  Boohe,  who 
had  other  property  probably  besides 
what  ha  had  mentioned?  There  was 
another  case  in  which  the  landlord 
seized  eight  head  of  cattle,  30  sheep, 
and36lambs.  Ibiswasapoorstruggling 
tenant  who  was  unable  to  pay  his 
rent !  But  it  was  only  fair  to  say  that 
the  rent  was  paid  after  all.  He  had 
heard  something  about  law  costs  to- 
night, and  be  stood  there  to  assure  the 
House  that  not  one  of  those  tenants  ever 
instructed  a  solicitor  to  take  up  their 
defence;  they  had  pleaded  that  they  had 
noTor  authorized  a  defence,  and  that  the 
law  costs  had  been  heaped  upon  them 
without  their  knowledge  or  sanction. 
He  voold  take  the  case  of  Michael 
Smith,  a  road  oontraotor  in  addition 
to  being  a  farmer,  who  assured  the 
agent  that  he  had  never  given  instruo- 
tionsforthe  defence  of  his  action,  and 
had  positively  told  the  solioitor  of  the 
League  that  that  was  the  course  he 
intended  to  pursue.  A  defence  was, 
however,  filed  by  the  League,  and  the 
result  was  that  Smith  was  made  liable 
for  £37  costs.  Lord  Masseieene,  hear- 
ing that  he  was  to  have  £8  from 
the  Qrand  Jury,  attached  the  money 
and  paid  himself,  and  Mr.  Smith  had 
to  pay  these  costs  simply  because  a 
defence  was  filed  by  a  solicitor  whom 
he  bad  never  seen  and  never  in- 
structed. [An  hon.  Meubbh  :  How 
did  he  get  the  nritf]  That  could  be 
Mr.  T.  W.  Butull 


very  easily  managed.  He  would  now 
take  the  case  of  James  Bum.  This 
tenant  was  evicted  on  the  4th  of  Ooto- 
ber,  1B87,  and  at  his  eviction  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shorsditch  (Mr.  Staart) 
was  present.  He  bad  been  foToaerly 
under  agent  on  the  Antrim  estate  of 
Lord  Massereene.  In  1864,  when  the 
particular  farm  became  vacant,  he  ob- 
tained it  on  a  lease  of  31  years,  at  a 
rent  which  was  £38  under  tne  Govern- 
ment valuation;  attaohedtothe  farm  were 
several  houses,  from  which  be  derived  a 
profit  rent  of  £42  a-year.  Ho  was  one  of 
the  6ret  to  take  up  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  other  tenants  soon  followed.  He 
refused  an  abatement  of  10  percent; 
it  subsequently  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  agent  that  he  was  the  sole 
owner  of  20  shares  in  the  Dundalk 
and  Newry  Steam  Packet  Company, 
which  were  attached,  and  on  the  last 
day  for  redemption  these  were  bought 
back  by  Bum,  who  received  the  abate- 
ment referred  to  for  which  he  had  pub- 
licly expressed  his  acknowledgments. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  Patrick 
Brannigan,  who  held  a  farm  under  a 
judicial  lease  at  a  rent  of  £126.  He 
did  not  reside  upon  the  estate,  but  he 
was  a  veryactive  campaigner  and  joined 
in  the  protest  against  the  rent.  It  was 
discovered  before  he  was  formally 
evicted  in  October  last  that  he  was  the 
holder  of  ten  £10  shares  fully  paid  up  in 
the  Dundalk  and  Newry  Steam  Packet 
Company,  besides  shares  in  another 
Company.  These  shares  were  attached, 
and  on  the  day  before  he  was  to  be 
evicted  he  came  to  Lord  Massereene's 
agent,  paid  the  full  amount  due,  to- 
gether with  costs,  and  was  restored  to 
his  holding,  being  forgiven  £10  in  costs. 
This  was  another  cose  to  which  they 
were  asked  that  evening  to  extend  their 
sympathy.  He  did  feel  for  small  ten- 
ants in  times  of  acute  agrarian  distress, 
but  he  could  not  get  up  to  the  altitude 
of  expending  much  sympathy  on  the 
holders  of  share  property  and  of  other 
property  of  this  kind,  and  who  had  forms 
of  such  a  size  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
ontheFrontOppo8itionBencbinlS70and_ 
1B61  thought  they  onght  not  to  bebrought 
under  the  Acts  at  all.  The  third  de- 
fence was  the  success  of  the  Plan.  He 
wanted  to  know  whethsr  success  was  to 
be  set  u^  as  the  testof  the  righteousness 
of  auTthmg.  But  he  challenged  this  so- 
called  success.  Ho  nbBOlutoly  challenged 
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tksstatement  HekoewithftdBuoceeded 
on  eatfttes  like  the  DUloa  estate,  where 
the  holdings  were  email  and  the  tenantry 
were  numerous;  but  he  denied  that  it 
had  Buooeeded  &t  Lugf^a-cumin,  at  Cool- 

freany,  on  the  O'Qrady  estate,  or  on  the 
oneoDby  estate.  On  the  contrary,  it 
had  failed  and  had  imposed  nameleaa 
hardahtps  on  the  people  who  had  suo- 
cumbed  to  it.  They  had  been  compelled 
to  etrip  their  farms  and  sweep  them  as 
clean  as  a  billiard  table.  People 
tenderly  reared  and  brought  up  and 
living  in  decent  houses  had  been  obliged 
to  herd  together  like  swine  in  ont- 
houaes.  This  Plan  had  laflicted  name- 
less horrors  and  disabihties  on  people 
who  declared  vheu  persons  went  to  visit 
them  that  they  had  been  forced  to  join 
it  and  wished  they  aav  the  end  of  it.  If 
hou.  Members  wished  proof  of  that  fact, 
and  proof  which  could  not  be  challenged, 
let  them  go  to  Mwray't  Maga%\n»  and  read 
in  the  article  by  Mrs.  Bishop,  a  lady 
who  visited  Ireland  the  other  day,  and 
who  was  not  of  the  same  way  of  think- 
ing aa  he  was,  what  she  had  to  say 
about  a  dosen  well-to-do  families  whom 
she  found  living  under  these  circum- 
stances, who  had  been  forced  out  of  their 
Gomforkablehomes,  who  bitterly  lamented 
it,  and  prayed  Qod  that  the  Plan  might 
soon  come  to  an  end.  He  did  not  care 
whether  the  Plan  had  been  suooessful 
or  not ;  be  was  not  going  to  stand  up  to 
vindicate  successful  villany.  The  next 
defenoe  was  the  most  potent  of  all ;  it 
was  found  in  every  Liberal  newspaper 
and  on  the  lip  of  every  separatist 
Liberal ;  it  was  that  Mr.  Dillon  should 
not  have  been  [condemned  bscause  he 
was  Mr.  Dillon.  He  'deeply  deplored 
the  fact  that  any  Member  of  that  House 
should  be  brought  into  such  a  position  ; 
it  betokened  a  diseased  and  disordered 
state  of  society.  \_Criet  of  "Oh!"] 
Why,  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  would 
not  challenge  that  statement;  but  until 
there  was  a  section  of  the  Orimes  Act 
declaring  that  that  Act  should  not  apply 
to  Mr.  Dillon  or  any  other  Member  of 
Parliament,  no  one  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  Mr.  Dillon  or  any  other 
nan  should  go  through  Ireland  inciting 
the  people  to  do  an  illegal  act.  He 
desired  to  make  his  position  entirely 
clear.  Parliament  had  placed  the  Grimes 
Act  upon  the  Statute  Book.  The  Go- 
vernment were  engaged  in  a  great  eSbrt 
by  its  means  to  restore  the  sovereignty 


of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  having  bad 
his  share  in  placing  that  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book,  and  he  avowed  it  and 
gloried  in  it,  he  would  be  no  party  to 
weakening  the  hands  of  the  Ooveroment 
in  their  resolute  effort  to  enforce  it.  They 
and  their  instruments  in  Ireland  might 
make  mistakes ;  it  was  only  an  Irish 
Parliament  that  would  not  make  mis- 
takes. Very  few  mistakes  had  been 
made;  but  he  should  be  no  party  to 
weakening  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  the  administration  of  that  Act.  He 
held  firmly  that  so  long  as  the  Act  in 
question  was  upon'  the  Statute  Book, 
it  wtu  quite  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  allow  the  Act  to  be  set 
at  naught.  Now  he  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Boycotting,  and  in  his  mind 
there  never  would  have  been  this  Grimes 
Act  had  it  not  been  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  Boycotting.  Now,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  relation  both  to  the 
Flan  of  Oampuign  and  to  Boycotting. 
As  a  Party  they  did  not  adopt  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  as  a  plank  in  the  Liberal 
platform,  nor  did  they  advocate  Boycot- 
ting as  a  part  of  the  Liberal  propaganda. 
The  time  was  not  yet  come  for  such  a 
thing ;  but  they  delighted  to  honour  the 
patentees  of  both  these  plans.  It  was 
one  of  those  oases  where  liberty  in  non- 
essentials was  lawful,  and  by-and-bye 
there  would  probably  be  subtiety  of 
intellect  enough  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  to  prove  that  these  Uiings 
were  not  only  admirable,  but  even 
Christian  metbode  of  political  warfare. 
They  had  not  come  to  that  yet,  hut 
they  might  by-and-bye.  It  depended 
on  the  necessities  of  the  position  en- 
tirely ;  there  was  nothing  too  strong  for 
a  Liberal  candidate  now.  When  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  came  to  speak  of 
Boycotting  he  did  not  mean  exclusive 
dealing,  butsomethlogelse.  Of  course, 
if  shopkeepers  combined  to  prevent  the 
police  or  obnoxious  people  getting  bread 
or  the  necessaries  of  life,  the  task  was  a 
very  difficult  and  a  very  delicate  one ; 
and  he  did  not  wonder  that  mistakes 
should  be  made  in  trying  to  enforce 
the  law.  He  wanted  to  show  Boy- 
cotting as  he  knew  it.  Take  the  case 
of  Dowling  as  it  appeared  before  the 
Judge  Curran  the  other  day.  Kb  said 
that  that  case  perfectly  illustrated  the 
whole  of  the  subject.  What  were  the 
facts  on  which  Dowling  was  convicted  ? 
»  R  2 
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Here  were  two  brothers  in  legal  poses- 
Bion  of  a  farm  in  the  Count;  of  Kerry ; 
they  were  joint  ownera,  one  paid  his 
share  of  the  rant  and  the  other  did.  not. 
The  landlord  evicted  them  both  in  order 
to  get  legal  possegeion  of  the  farm,  and  he 
put  back  into  the  farm  the  brother  who 
paid  the  rent.  The  League  deified  the 
brother  who  paid  no  rent,  but  the 
other  brother  who  did  pay  waa  Boy- 
cotted ;  from  the  day  he  paid  hla  rent 
to  the  day  of  his  death  he  lired  under 
the  protection  of  two  armed  polioemsn. 
Here  was  the  National  League  ahown 
in  all  its  beauty,  and  he  recommended 
the  conaideration  of  thia  matter  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newoaatle  (Mr.  John  Morley).  Let  them 
inquire  still  further.  This  man  lived  for 
lome  time  under  polise  protection.  At 
4  o'clock  one  morning  last  January, 
with  the  cold  moon  looking  dowu  on  the 
scene — \_Ironieal  laughter].  He  noticed 
that  not  only  in  the  House,  but  at  public 
meetings  be  was  in  the  habit  of  addreaa- 
ing,  membera  of  the  Party  which  aat  be- 
low the  Gangway  had  a  great  objection 
to  hear  of  this  case ;  he  could  not  under- 
atand  why.  On  a  January  morning  this 
old  man  got  up,  and  with  hia  daughter 
started  for  the  fair  at  Listowel.  The 
police  started  with  him,  but  he  told  them 
whentbeyhadgot  amileoraoon  theroad 
thattheymightgohaok.  Tbeywentback, 
and  in  a  few  minutes  afterwards  that  old 
man,  who  had  done  no  man  wrong,  hut 
had  atriven  to  be  an  honest  man,  was 
foully  and  cruelly  done  to  death  before 
the  eyes  of  his  own  daughter.  Here 
came  the  point  about  Dowling.  The 
trial  took  place ;  Norah  Fitzmaurice 
aware  at  the  trial  of  her  fatber'a  mur- 
derers that  she  was  afraid — and  he  asked 
the  Houae  to  listen  to  thia— that  ahe 
was  afraid  to  tell  her  prieat  that  ahe 
knew  the  men.  Could  anything  be  more 
eloquent?  The  poor  peaaant  girl,  broken 
hearted  and  bereft,  afraid  to  oonfer  with 
her  own  priest  on  such  a  matter.  Tea ; 
but  when  the  truth  came  out,  what  did 
this  reverend  gentleman  say  ?  He  (Mr. 
T.  W,  Buaaell)  quoted  from  the  evidence. 
What  did  the  priest  say  ?  This  man. 
Father  Sheehan,  who  ought  to  have 
comforted  and  ahielded  thia  brave  girl 
in  the  absence  of  her  murdered  father, 
sud  to  Norah,  "  You  will  get  a  deal  of 
bother  if  you  give  evidence.  There  has 
been  enough  life  lost  already."  This 
brave  girl,  he  thanked  God,  rose  to  a 
Mr,  T.  W.  Stiull 


hi  gher  altitude  than  that  of  her  spiritual 
adviser ;  ahe  did  give  evidence,  and  on 
her  evidence  her  father's  murderers 
were  brought  to  justice.  Let  the 
House  see  what  happened  immediately. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  fact  that 
after  the  trial  the  Judge  who  conducted 
the  trial,  and  who  sentenced  these  men, 
was  made  the  subject  of  furioua  tirades 
in  Th«  Frttnwn'i  Jeumal  and  TA«  Naiim, 
two  newspapers  owned  and  edited  by 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Gangway. 
This  girl's  father's  murderers  were  taken 
back  to  Tralee.  They  were  recuired, 
when  they  had  been  found  gnilty  and 
sentenced,  by  a  cheeriaz  crowd  of  people 
at  Tralee— these  people  to  whom  the 
Opposition  were  so  eager  to  submit  the 
interests  of  himself  and  men  like  him. 
How  was  Norah  Fit^maurioe  received 
when  she  went  back  ?  She  was  Boy- 
cotted, and  when  she  went  on  the 
first  Sunday  to  the  House  of  God  itself, 
this  man,  Bowling,  had  the  baseness  to 
attempt  to  empty  the  ohapel  with  the 
priest  at  the  altar.  He  triod  to  Boycot 
thebravegirlin  the  Houae  of  God.  That 
man  was  tried  by  two  Besident  Magis- 
trates;  a  Question  was  asked  on  the 
24th  of  April  in  the  House  as  to  Dow- 
ling's  sentence,  so  much  interest  was 
taken  in  him  as  all  that.  Dowling 
got  six  months  under  this  very  Crimea 
Act,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  told 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  that  he  was  proud 
that  be  had  helped  to  forge  the  weapon 
that  puniahed  him.  He  waa  denonncing 
Boycotting,  and  he  was  going  to  produce 
the  evidence  of  a  Nationalist  on  that 
very  point.  [^Jronieal  ehMn.']  Aye,  a 
Nationalistknowntohon.Memoersbelow 
the  Gangway,  and  as  pure  a  Nationalist 
as  lived.  He  was  not  founded  on  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  model  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Kuaaell)  admitted,  BtUl  he  was  a  Nation- 
alist of  the  purest  type.  In  a  public 
pamphlet  Mr.  Kolleston — [Dtrrnvtehetri^ 
— Yes ;  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way would  hear  what  he  said  about 
them  hy-and-bye.  Mr.  Rollaston,  in  a 
public  pamphlet,  and  he  asked  the  House 
to  listen  to  what  Mr.  Bolleston  said  in 
answer  to  a  Gentleman  who  once  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
naed  these  words — 

"  1  hMie  DO  right  to  leel  kn;  great  utoniib- 
mant  or  reprobation  >t  Mr.  Litng'i  poaition.  A 
liltia  more  than  two  ftart  iigo,  I  m^nir,  in  > 
p.1  ■>)□{[  nil Qiioq  l<>  till  lubject,  irntto  that  Bof- 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  might  cry  "  Oh,  oh  !  "  till  12 
o'clock,  if  he  liked ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Buasell)  said,  bo  far  bb  he  was  aware, 
and  he  thought  it  would  trouble  the 
bon.  and  learned  Oeutlemaa  to  find  any 
more ■ 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAXY  :  X  ear  they  have 
appointed  a  dozen. 

Mn.  T.  W.  BU8SELL  said,  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  the  tkoo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  able  to 
prove  what  he  said.  To  the  best  of  his 
judgment,  and  he  kept  a  pretty  strict  look 
out  on  Irish  politice,  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
ver nmeut  had  only  appointed  three 
Resident  Magistrates.  [  Vriet  of  ' '  Give 
us  the  names !  "]  He  was  going  to  give 
the  names.  Everyone  of  the  three  was 
a  highly  trained  and  competent  lawyer. 
The  first  was  Mr.  Hodder.  Would 
anyone  deny  Mr.  Eodder's  competency 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  a  magis- 
trate under  the  Crimes  Act?  Would 
anyone  deny  Mr.  Shannon's  capability? 
The  third  was  Mr.  Cecil  Bocbe.  He 
knew  all  these  gentlemen,  and  what  he 
had  to  say  was  that  they  all  had  very 
respectable  places  at  the  Bar.  [Crie» of 
"  No,  no  !  "3  Oh  ;  but  be  had  lived  in 
Ireland  30  years,  and  he  maintained, 
from  his  own  knowledge,  that  these  men 
had  all  respectable  poaitions  at  the  Iriah 
Bar,  and  were  entirely  competent  for 
the  work  they  had  to  do. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal) :  Shan- 
non never  practised  at  the  Bar. 

Me.  T.  W.  BU88ELL:  Well,  but 
there  were  lawyers  who  had  praotised 
that  were  not  worth  much.  Now,  what 
he  maintained  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had  been 
burdened  with  the  tools  Lord  Spencer 
had  left  behind  him ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleraan  had  these  gentlemen  on  his 
bands ;  and  the  tfaing  that  astounded  and 
aetoDished  him  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell) — he 
voulduot  get  over  it— was  that  these  men 
were  entirely  fit  to  administer  the  Crimes 
Act  in  1682.  But,  said  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Hareourt),  they  hnd  no  Iaw  of 
Conspiracy  to  administer.  Yes ;  but  the; 
bad  a  great  many  things  to  deal  with 
that  were  not  in  the  present  Crimea  Act. 
He  protested  against  the  persiatent  at- 


cotling,  bonever  illegal  it  might  be,  wm  inioanr 
catea  JuBtiSed  bj  the  magniludo  ofths  legnliaed 
crime  agninat  which  it  ia  dirtoted.  t  wroLa  aa  I 
bate  been  farced  lo  aee,  with  rarjr  imperfect  in- 
aight  Inlo  tba  aubjeot.  It  cannot,  howaTer,  be 
pleaded  Tor  Mr.  Laing  tbatha  haa  as  little.  1  am 
Ihataoreheieea  u1iltle»  I  did  then  the  intimate, 
the  neceasarj  ooDDectioD  between  Bojcotting  und 
rialent  crime.  Butbj  his  own  aecaunt  lie  aeea 
with  perfeot  cleameaa  what  1  did  not  lee,  or  fare- 
see — the  miDDer  in  which  Bofcotting  hna  been 
extended  to  puniah  Dot  onl;  thoaa  who  (rj  to 
b«DeBtbf  landlord  oppreiaion  at  their  neighbour'a 
expenae,  but  alio  nil  who  nre  in  aaj  wij  guiltj  of 
thinking  or  KOting  for  tbaiDaeliea.  A  tenant 
will  bo  bofcolled  ir  be  doee  not  join  the  Plan  of 
Campiign,  if  be  niakea  and  pa)!  hi  a  rent  for  bia 
own  farm.  Unilai  Ireland  callafor  the  Bojcot- 
ting ofjurjinen  who,  in  caiea  oF  diangraemeiit, 
deaire  to  conTioC  agrarian  priaonera.  Wiineaaes 
whogire  evidence  against  agrarian  criminal  a  are 
Bojeotled,  and  not  ane  Naliunaliat  leader  darea  lo 
riak  onpopulirilj  in  the  defenoe  af  theae  innooenl 
aofferera.  1  hare  known  a  man  rutbleaglT  Bo;- 
oolted  bj  a  whole  oountrr  side,  and  bia  life  at 
tempted,  aimpi;  for  taking  a  situation  from  whiob 
a  drunken  and  diahonest  bogranger  wai  dia- 
niasad,  who  naed  to  take  monc;  from  tba  neigh. 
hours  (O  let  their  cattle  break  in  upon  hii  maeler'e 
land.  The  Coercion  Act  aaied  that  man,  II« 
.at«od  to  hia  poat,  prosecuted  bia  enemiea  when- 
erer  he  conld.  At  laat  thej  got  tired  o1  il,  and 
he  ie  now,  I  believe,  rather  a  popular  person  in 
tbe  neighbourhood.  I  or  anj  other  man  would 
ten  timea  rather  bare  apent  six  months  in  Tulla- 
Diore  Gaol,  with  or  withoat  prison  olothea,  than  in 
the  atate  of  peraeeution  in  which  this  man  lived 
for  longer  than  ihat  time.  And,  meniuring  bis 
releaaa  agninat  Mr,  O'Brien's  impriaonment,  I  am 
not  prepared  Id  obII  the  Coercion  Act  a  purely 
(^resaive  meaaure." 

Was  it  because  a  magistrate  here  and 
there  might  have  made  mistakes,  might 
haveerred  in  administering  the  law — was 
it  because  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  with 
his  highly  trained  legal  intellect  could 
find  flaws  in  evidence  and  prooedurs 
which  were  not  even  visible  to  his  co- 
Judges  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  much  less 
to  the  miud  of  an  ordinary  man — was  it 
because  of  these  things,  that  he  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Bussell),  forsooth,  was  to  be  asked 
to  vote  for  a  Motion  of  Censure  on  Hi 
Majesty's  Government  ?  He  should  do 
nothing  of  the  sort.  Now,  as  to  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
What  was  the  contention  of  the  Opposi- 
tion ?  It  was  this — that  some,  at  least,  of 
the  B«sident  Magiatrates  were  incompe- 
tent. For  the  present  let  that  be  so. 
Hs  desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  fact,  that  since  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  came  into  Of&ce 
they  had  appointed  but  three  Besident 
Magistrates.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly  (Long- 
ford, N.) :  Oh,  oh !  Ob,  oh  J !  Oh,  oh !!  H 


tacks  upon  these  Besident  Magistrates, 
both  irom  below  the  Gangway  and 
from  above  the  Gangway.  These  attacks 
were  to    be  expected    irom    Membets 


1227. 

below  the  Gangway,  aod  no  one  was 
surprised  when  they  came  from  that 
■  quarter;  but  for  men,  who  bad  aat  at 
the  banqueting  table  with  Lord  Spenoer 
when  he  bore  tetttimony  to  the  serricea 
of  these  very  men,  to  join  in  any  snob 
attacks  was  something  little  abort  of  a 
scandal.  These  men  were  performing 
difficult  and  dangerous  duties  under  the 
most  trying  and  disadvantageous 
oumstances,  and  it  was  not  censure  but 
high  praise  they  deserved  at  the  hands 
of  this  House.  A  good  deal  had  been 
said  in  the  country  about  the  conduct  of 
Dr.  Webb  and  Mr.  Hickson,  County 
Court  Judges,  in  inoreasing  sentenoes 
on  appeal  in  certain  oases  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  A  Betum  bad  been  laid 
on  the  Tablft  giving  some  information 
upon  the  subject.  He  did  not  care  one 
straw  for  that  fietum,  or  for  what  it 
might  contain.     What  he  asked  waa, 

-  had  these  County  Court  Judges,  who 
were  not  removable,  a  legal  right  to  act 
as  they  acted  ?  That  was  the  question 
he  wished  to  put.  The  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, the  favourite  Court  of  hon.  Oentls- 
men  below  the  Gangway,  had  decided 
that  these  men  had  a  legal  right  to  act 
aa  they  did  act.  Yery  welt,  that  being 
BO,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Kewcastle,  these 
County  Court  Judges  having  a  legal 
right  to  increase  sentences,  what  right, 
legal  or  otherwise,  had  the  Oovemment 

-  to  interfere  with  them  t  He  maintained 
that  the  fanotions  of  the  Courts  of  Law 
in  this  oountry  through  a  not  inglorious 
past  had  been  to  stand  between  the 
people  and  the  Grown,  and  if  the  Oh>- 
vernment  bad  dsred  to  interfere  with 
these  County  Court  Judges  he  said  tbat 
then  the  House  might  have  passed  a 
Tote  of  Censure  upon  the  Government 
for  their  interference.  These  Judges  had 
a  legal  right  to  act  as  they  did,  and  the 
Government  had  no  legal  right,  no  moral 
right  to  interfere,  and  they  would  have 
been  worthy  of  censure  if  they  bad  in- 
terfered, and  the  House  had  no  manner 
of  right  to  challenge  the  notion  of  the 
Government  for  the  conduct  of  men  with 
whom  they  had  no  business  to  inter- 
fere. He  should  vote  against  this 
Motion,  because  he  did  not  believe  any 
one  of  its  propositions.  He  honestly 
believed  there  was  more,  and  not  less, 
respect  for  law  since  the  Grimes  Act  was 
enacted ;  he  believed,  indeed,  that  it 
might  have  still  further  estranged  the 

Xr.  T.  W.  Ru»»tU 
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minds  of  evil-doers,  but  he  also  bsliered 
it  had  made  life  possible  and  enjoy- 
able for  many  thousands  of  honest  men. 
He  did  not  believe  it  to  be  injurious  to 
the  common  interests  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  great  function  of  law 
was  that  it  shonld  be  a  terror  to  evil- 
doers, and  a  protection  to  those  who  did 
well ;  the  law  was  for  the  transgressor, 
not  for  the  righteous.  Addressing  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland,  the  other  day  the  Moderator  of 
the  Irish  Assembly  assured  his  Scotch 
brethren  that  not  one  of  the  600,000 
Presbyterians  in  Ireland  was  one  whit 
the  worse  for  this  tyrannous  code.  The 
same  thing  could  he  said  for  every  law- 
abiding  citizen  in  Ireland,  and,  after  all, 
they  were  not  in  such  a  wretched 
minority  oa  people  thought.  This  law, 
and  the  manly  resolution  which  bad 
been  displayed  in  its  enforcement,  had 
affected  all  those — and  he  asked  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  this — it 
had  affected  all  thoee  who  did  not 
pursue  political  ends  by  fair  Consti- 
tutional means,  but  who  resorted  to 
the  compulsion  of  their  neighbours  aa  a 
fair  means  of  political  warfare.  It  cer- 
tainly did  interfere  with  them.  Did 
they  doubt  what  he  said,  because,  if  ao, 
he  appealed  again  to  a  witness  who  was 
not  on  his  side.  He  asked  the  House 
to  listen  to  what  Mr.  BoUeston  bad  to 
say  upon  the  point — 

"  And  vhen  Noriih  Fitimsarles,  on  herretuTD 
to  Karrj,  la  Barael;  bajeottcd,  iiiid  two  of  h«r 
pernBautori  Mnt  ti>  gaol — miwrMoti  proiad  lo 
be  guilCf  of  aomethinf  sTcn  baser  Uun  mnrder 
il»eir— B  Parnellils  Member  geta  up  in  I'arlia- 
ment,  wilb  Iho  tacit  approTftl  of  hia  Parly,  to 
prottat  ngainit  tha  ijrcrilj  of  their  lentrnop.  t 
hava  atriien  long — perhapa  too  \oag — to  roaiac 
ihs  etiilsnna  of  for  tfai)  loUdaTilT  of  Vt'uae.  I 
can  reiiat  it  no  tongsr.  1'oo  olear  it  ia  to  me 
that  appi'ovnl  or  aupport  of  tbe  Iriili  Nationni 
l.cngua  me.inaa  oonient  to  iniquitiea  thanwiiich 
the  ohronielra  of  ths  world'a  wont  oanaea, 
bloodier  Ihoagb  thejp  aomeliinee  b«,  oao  abow 
nothing  nioro  abomlnablj  vilo." 
That  was  from  a  man  who  believed  in 
"Ireland  a  Nation,"  but  who  did  not 
quite  so  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  going  to  make  her  one.  So  long  as 
he  (Mr,  T.  W.  Eussell)  had  health  and 
strength  he  should  protest  against  what 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the  as- 
sassination of  free  political  thought  in 
Ireland.  He  said  to  Irish  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  in  all  candour — 
"  You  wish  an  Irish  Parliament;  I  do 
not."     But  that  was  neither  here  nor 
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there.  He  agreed  to  fight  it  out,  but 
let  hoc.  Members  wage  their  tight  as 
all  honest  political  fights  had  been 
waged  in  the  past.  This  House  was  free, 
they  oould  go  to  the  Bovereign  people 
of  this  country ;  they  bad  the  people  to 
go  to — [CA^ef*]—  and  he  could  go  t«o. 
Let  them  go  to  that  sovereign  people ; 
let  them  carry  their  plans  if  they  could, 
bnt  he  protested  against  an  Irish  Par- 
liament being  secured  at  the  expense  of 
character,  at  the  expeoae  of  the  free- 
dom of  those  who  honestly  difi'ered  from 
them.  It  was  not  thus  that  Irish  pa- 
triots fought  in  the  olden  times ;  at  least 
he  did  not  read  Irish  history  in  any  such 
way.  It  certainly  required  a  great 
stretch  of  imagination  to  picture  Thomas 
Davis  defending  the  Ffan  of  Campaign, 
and  it  was  a  great  demand  on  the  ima- 
gination to  fancy  honest  John  Martin 
claiming  the  right  to  Boycott  his 
neighbour  beoanse  he  did  not  agree 
with  him.  He  conceded  the  rij^lit 
of  hon.  Members  to  get  whatever  they 
could  by  fair  means  in  that  House,  but 
he  denied  their  right  to  punish  people 
who  did  not  agree  with  them,  and  who 
thought  that  hon.  Members,  in  trampling 
down  all  free  thought,  and  in  oblite- 
rating the  dtfFerence  between  right  and 
wrong,  were  the  enemies  and  not  the 
friends  of  Ireland.  He,  for  one,  most 
heartily  rejoiced  that  there  was  an  Act 
of  Parliament  which  declared  in  the 
clearest  terms,  that  if  hon.  Members 
would  do  these  things,  they  should  and 
they  must  take  the  oonsequeacee  of 
their  action. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  thought  he  should  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
he  confined  himself  mainly  to  one  topic, 
and  dealt  chiefly  with  Mr.  Dillon's  trial 
and  the  Massereene  tenants.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who 
claimed  to  speak  impartially,  evidently 
knew  nothing  at  all  of  the  case  of  the 
tenants  on  that  property.  He  (Mr. 
Sbaw  Lefevie)  was  present  at  the  trial 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  and  he  was  proud  to  stand 
beside  him  on   that  occasion.    It  was 


the  more  he  had  seen  of  him  the  more 
he  had  been  impressed  by  the  nobility  of 
his  character,  by  his  patrotiem,  and  by 
his  deep  human  sympathy.  This  opi- 
nion did  not  materially  dififer  from  that 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who. 


speaking  at  Battersea,  not  long  ago,  said 
that  Mr.  Dillon  was  able  and  eloquent, 
and  of  high  honour  and  character.  Yet 
this  man  of  high  honour  and  character 
was  to  be  sent  to  prison  as  an  ordinary 
eriminal  without  trial  by  a  jury.  It 
was  that  of  which  they  complained. 
Being  in  Ireland  he  was  strongly  urged 
by  the  tenants  of  Lord  Massereene'a 
property  to  visit  them.  Ho  did  so,  and 
heard  their  story  and  also  the  story  of 
Lord  Massereens  from  his  late  and  from 
his  present  agent.  He  also  heard  the 
story  of  the  priest  of  the  district,  nnd  ho 
thought  he  was  now  in  possession  of  tho 
whole  of  the  facts,  which  ho  believed 
were  each  as  would  convince  many  hon. 
Members  who  disliked  the  Pfan  of 
Campaign  that  there  was  much  to  be 
said  for  the  course  advocated  by  Mr. 
Dillon  in  the  speech  for  which  he  was 
prosecuted.  What  were  the  facts  ?  In 
1886  there  was  a  general  fail  of  prices, 
and  Lord  Maesereene's  then  agent,  Mr. 
Wynne,  advised  his  Lordship  that  all 
the  rents  of  the  property  ought  to  be 
reduced,  and  recommended  a  reduction 
of  IS  percent  in  the  case  of  non-judioial 
rents  and  of  10  per  cent  in  the  case  of 
judicial  rents.  He  gave  the  same  advice 
to  other  owners.  Lord  Massereene 
refused  to  make  any  reduction  at  all. 
What  was  more,  he  dismissed  his  agent 
for  his  leniency  to  the  tenants  and  for 
giving  such  advice.  The  tenants  then 
met  in  a  body  and  sent  a  deputation 
to  Lord  Massereene,  who  declined  even 
to  receive  them  or  to  make  any  reduc- 
tion Whatever.  The  tenants  then  entered 
into  the  combination  known  as  the  Flan 
of  Campaign.  They  refused  to  pay 
their  rents  unless  abatements  were  con- 
ceded to  them  of  26  per  cent  in  the  case 
of  non-judicial  rents  and  20  per  cent 
in  the  case  of  judicial  rents.  He  had 
often  said  in  public  that  there  were  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  features  which  be 
disapproved  and  disliked ;  but  he  had 
also  said  that  the  essence  of  the  Plan 
was  combination,  and  that  combination 
was  necessary  and  important  in  tbe 
circumstances  which  ho  bad  described. 
It  WBB  indeed  tbe  only  way  in  which 
the  tenants  could  meet  such  men  as 
Lord  Massereene  and  Lord  Clanricatde. 
The  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  desperate 
remedy  for  a  most  desperate  evil.  There 
never  would  have  been  a  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign if  tho  Government  in  1 886  had, 
in  answer  to  the  demand  of  86  out  of 
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101  Iriili  Membeia,  proposed  legislBtion 
to  deal  with  the  agrarian  crisis,  and 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  would  have  dis- 
appeared last  year,  or  even  this  yeax,  if 
the  Government  had  dealt  with  the 
question  of  arrears  in  response  to  the 
umoBt  universal  demands  of  the  Irish 
Members.  When  the  tenants  entered 
on  the  Plan  of  Oampaign  Lord  Mas- 
sereene  put  his  affairs  into  the  hands 
of  the  firm  of  well-known  Dublin  solioi' 
tors,  Messrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emerson, 
whose  function  it  was  to  put  down 
oombinatioDs  by  proceeding  iu  a  manner 
which  they  were  familiar  with.  They 
took  law  proceedings  of  the  most  ex- 
pensive character  against  the  tenants 
of  this  property,  and  loaded  them  with 
law  suits  of  every  kind.  It  appeared 
that  about  130  tenants  originally 
adopted  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  Out  of 
these  about  36  settled  at  various  times. 
But  these  solioitore  issued  47  writs  of 
summons  in  March  last  year  in  the  Su- 
perior Courts,  37  in  June,  47  in  Sep- 
tember, and  24  in  April  of  this  year. 
They  instituted  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy in  nine  oases,  and  io  70  cases 
they  issued  ejectments  in  the  County 
Courts.  Besiaee  that  there  had  been 
numerous  seizures  which  the  firm  had 
carried  out  themselves.  By  proceedings 
of  this  kind  they  harassed  the  tenants 
with  law  costs — in  one  case  where  the 
rent  was  £130  the  costs  of  the  ejectment 
had  amountedto£l24.  In  another  case 
of  bankruptcv,  in  which  the  tenant  owed 
£43  rent  and  there  was  only  one  other 
creditor  for  £5,  the  costs  amounted  to 
£120.  Ten  tenants  in  all  were  evicted, 
and  their  farms  were  now  derelict.  In 
one  case  where  there  was  resistance  10 
persons  were  sent  to  prison  under  the 
Coercion  Act  for  various  periods  with 
hard  labour.  More  recenWy  the  solici- 
tors of  Lord  Maesereenehad  endeavoured 
to  draw  away  the  people  from  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  by  offering  more  favour- 
able terms  than  before.  In  many  cases 
of  tenants  on  Lord  Massereene's  property 
the  Land  Commission  bad  given  their 
judgment  on  fair  rents  ;  in  other  cases 
the  Land  Commission  had  given  their 
decision  under  the  Act  of  last  year  with 
respect  to  judicial  rents.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Land  Commission  had  made 
very  large  reductions  of  rent  in  many 
cases  to  an  extent  greater  than  was 
originallj  asked  for,  the  average  reduc- 
tion being  23  per  cent,  while  under 
3fr.  Siaw  Le/ivrt 


the  Aot  of  last  year  the  judicial  rents 
had,  on  an  average,  been  reduced  15 
per  cent.  Under  the  advice  of  his 
present  agents  Lord  Maeeereeae  bad 
recently  offered  to  make  his  tenants  the 
same  abatement  of  arrears,  both  in  re- 
spect of  original  and  judicial  rents,  as 
the  Land  Commission  bad  given.  There 
could  not  be  a  doubt  that  if  this  offer 
had  been  made  two  yeara  ago  instead  of 
being  kept  back  to  the  present  time, 
there  would  have  been  no  combination, 
no  ejectments,  and  no  trouble  whatever ; 
but  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  uot 
existed  he  would  never  have  oSered 
these  terms,  and  to  that  extent  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  had  been  successful.  At 
that  moment  there  was  no  longer  any 
difference  between  Lord  Massereene  and 
hia  tenants  on  the  subject  of  abatement; 
but  there  still  remained  two  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  settlement — 
namely,  the  costs  which  had  been  piled 
up  by  Lord  Massereene's  solicitors  and 
the  re-instatement  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
Unless  those  two  questions  could  be 
settled  amicably  between  Lord  Masse- 
reene and  his  tenantry,  there  could  be  no 
teace  on  the  property.  He  had  often 
card  it  stated  that  there  would  have 
been  a  settlement  upon  the  property  if 
Mr.  Dillon  had  not  gone  down  and  made 
a  speech.  He  ventured  to  say  that  that 
was  not  the  fact,  and  he  could  prove  it  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House.  The  offer 
to  which  he  had  just  adverted  was  made 
by  Lord  Maesereeoe  through  the  parish 
priest.  Father  Toofe,  who  was  one  of  the 
two  priests  in  the  district  not  favourable 
to  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  Father  Toofe 
consulted  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh  on 
the  subject,  and  in  reply  his  Grace  sent 
a  letter,  which  presented  the  oase  of  the 
tenants  in  as  calm  and  unprejudiced  a 
manner  as  possible,  and  showed  the  real 
difficulties  now  standing  in  the  way  of  a 
settlement.     The  Archbishop  wrote — 

"  I  am  Boiry  to  saj'  I  can  see  in  the  proposal 
made  but  vory  alight  reSBona  to  hopo  for  n 
aatiaFactory  settlement.  It  Appears  tliat  at  this 
stage  oC  the  dispute  the  amouDt  of  reduction  is 
a  secondary  oonaidoration.  The  costs  seem  to 
me  to  he  one  main  olwtacle.  From  what  I  have 
heard  1  believe  that  the  tenants,  with  the  hcst 
will  in  (he  world  to  do  so,  would  not  he  able  te 
meet  their  costs  or  anything  approaching  to  the 
amount.  True,  the  solicitors  say  that  their 
costs  have  been  swelled  hy  the  useless  defences 
taken  by  the  tenants.  From  the  intormation  I 
could  gather  I  am  led  to  hplieve  that  thass  costs 
have  been  piled  up  to  such  enoimons  fignres  by 
vexatious  actions  taken  in  the  Superior  Courts 
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whils  the  decreei  of  &  Oouatj  ConH  would  have 
served  all  pnoticabla  purpoiea  equ&llf  well. 
But,  a^HTt  from  the  many  gneationa.  I  wa  ia 
the  Bohcitora*  letter  iudicatiooB  of  an  inteolioa 
which,  if  cajried  oat.  would  render  ao  amicable 
Mttlement  of  the  dispute,  aud  one  that  would 
lead  to  permaneiit  peace,  impouibla — (1)  It 
appear*  from  the  letter  that  Lord  Maaaereene 
wiehet  to  deal  with  the  tenanta  individually. 
That  ineaas  war,  not  a  peaceable  settlement. 
(2)  It  appears  his  Loidship  iotandi  te  make 
vicUiDB,  and  I  am  very  much  mistaken  if  that 
intention  doei  not  shut  the  door  against  all 
amicable  arrangement.  He  may  perhaps  suc- 
ceed in  patching  up  some  kind  of  lempocary 
aiTHogement  on  theae  terms;  hut  it  will  leave 
an  amoDDt  of  imouldering  discontent  which  is 
likely  to  break  out  into  a  fresh  flame  of  still 
greater  violence." 

That  letter  very  ooeurately  deBcribfid  the 
present  condition  of  tbini^B,  ftiid  pointed 
out  rery  clearly  tha  difficulties  in  the 
wayof  a  settleineiit.  He  had  since  seen 
Sfessrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emeraon  on  the 
subject,  and  had  done  his  very  atmost 
to  bring  about  a  Battlement.  H«  Jm- 
presaed  upon  them  his  belief  that  Lord 
HaBsereene  must  give  way  on  the  ques- 
tion of  costs  and  the-re-inetatement  of 
evicted  tenants,  but  he  was  sorry  to  s^y 
that  Messrs.  Dudgeon  and  Emerson 
stated  that  Lord  Maseereene  was  in- 
esorable  on  the  subject  of  evicted  ten- 
ants. It  was  under  those  circumstances, 
and  knowing  the  facts  he  had  msn- 
tioned,  that  Mr.  Dillon  made  the  speech 
complained  of.  He  took  it  that  that 
speech  meant  that  the  tenants  should 
stand  by  tbe  evicted  tenants.  Mr. 
Dillon  considered  that  they  were  bound 
in  honour,  having  entered  into  combina- 
tioD,  to  etand  by  those  who  had  suffered 
for  their  cause,  and  he  begged  them  not 
to  come  to  an  agreement  unless  the; 
could  make  an  agreement  affecting  all 
of  them.  With  that  view  of  the  case  he 
entirely  agreed.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Dillon  was  acting  rightly  in  giving  that 
advice,  though  he  did  not  undertake  to 
father  all  the  speech  Mr.  Dillon  made. 
It  was  true  there  were  some  expressions 
ofarathet  doubtful  character,  and  though 
be  would  rather  not  have  used  them  he 
did  not  agree  with  the  interpretation 
that  bad  been  placed  on  them  by  the 
Ohancellorof  the  Exchequer.  Substan- 
tially he  agreed  that  after  what  had 
taken  place  the  tenants  on  Lord  Masse- 
reene'a  property  were  bound  as  honour- 
able men  not  to  come  to  a  setUemeat 
unless  it  dealt  with  the  case  of  the 
evicted  tenants.  He  would  illustrate 
this  by  what  occurred  on  his  visit  to  tbe 


property.  He  met  12  ol  tbe  poorest  of 
the  tenants  on  tbe  property,  who  were 
miserably  poor  people,  all  holding  land 
under  £8  a-year.  They  had  joined  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  two  years  ago,  and 
were  now  three  years  in  arrear.  Only 
two  months  ago  the  Land  Commis- 
sion reduced  their  rents  by  more  than 
the  abatement  they  originally  asked — 
namely,  by  27  per  cent.  Lord  Maese- 
reene's  eolicitore  had  offered  to  make 
them  the  same  abatement  for  arrears  as 
the  Land  Commission  had  mads  in  re- 
spect for  rent  if  they  would  abandon  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  and  pay  their  rents. 
They  said  they  were  very  well  satisSed 
with  the  terms  offered  them.  To  his  in- 
quiry whether  they  were  going  to  agree 
to  the  terms  they  said — "  No  ;  we  mean 
to  stand  by  tbe  I'lan  of  Campaign,  we 
mean  to  stand  by  the  evicted  tenants." 
He  would  ask  hon.  Members  opposite 
what  advice  he  should  have  given  these 
men.  Should  he  have  told  them  that 
he  disOpprored  of  their  conduct  and  re- 
commended them  to  abandon  the  evicted 
tenanU  ?    [Mr.  W.  H.  Skith  made  a 

gesture  of  assent.]  If  the  right  hon. 
entleman  thought  so,  he  disagreed 
with  bim  on  the  point  of  honour.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  then  know  the 
facts  of  the  case ;  but  with  the  know- 
ledge he  now  had,  he  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  tell  these  tenants  that  they  were 
bound  as  men  of  honour  to  stand  by  the 
evicted  tenants.  He  did  not  know 
whether  that  declaration  would  bring 
him  within  the  Criminal  Law  ;  but  be 

S resumed  that,  if  the  law  were  as  laid 
own  by  the  Judges  in  Mr.  Dillon'scase, 
had  he  spoken  in  that  sense,  he  would 
have  brought  himself  within  the  Cri- 
minal Law.  He  was  quite  ready  to  go 
back  to  Ireland  and  make  a  speech  in 
that  sense  to  those  tenants  only  subject 
to  this— that  ho  should  be  tried  by  a 
jury.  He  was  convinoed  that  no  jury 
in  tbe  United  Kingdom  would  convict 
him  of  crime  for  giving  advice  of  that 
description.  No  jury  could  have  been 
found  in  Ireland  which  would  have  con- 
victed Mr.  Dillon  of  tbe  offence  with 
which  be  was  charged.  The  Govern- 
ment bad  shown  they  knew  that  by 
the  pains  th^  had  taken  to  procure  bis 
trial  before  Besident  Magistrates.  That 
showed  that  the  Government  was  per- 
fectly aware  that  they  could  get  no  jury 
in  Ireland  to  convict  Mr.  Dillon,  and  it 
would  have  been  equally  difficult  in  any 
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other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
TTftB  the  prOTiQce  of  jurieB  to  temper  the 
Criminal  Law  in  such  cnaeG  as  this,  and 
to  distingutsli  between  what  were  poli- 
tical and  what  were  criminal  ofFenoes. 
Their  belief  was  that  if  it  were  any 
offence  at  all  it  wae  a  political  offence, 
and  a  polilical  offender  ou^ht  to  have 
been  tried  before  a  jur^r  and  not  sent  to 
prieon  like  an  ordinary  criminal.  One 
main  complaint  they  bad  to  make  againat 
the  Coercion  Act,  especially  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  waa  that  men  who  had 
been  convicted  of  purely  political  offences 
had  been  treated  by  the  Qovemment  aa 
ordinary  criminals.  It  was  the  first 
time  in  history  that  a  Qovernment  had 
treated  their  political  opponents  as  ordi- 
pary  criminals.  There  was  not  in  the 
history  of  the  country  a  precedent  of 
that  kind.  Many  references  bad  been 
made  to  the  Coercion  Act  of  1 B82,  and  it 
was  said  that  Mr.  Dilios  and  others 
vere  sent  to  priaoa  under  it.  Yes,  but 
they  were  not  treated  as  ordinary  pri- 
eonera,  but  as  political  prisoners.  If  we 
conld  imagiae  the  two  great  antagonists 
in  this  case — the  Chief  Secretary  and 
Mr.  Dillon — side  by  aide,  and  could  take 
the  verdict  ol  the  country  upon  their 
cose — if  the  question  could  be  put 
which  of  the  two  was  the  real  patriot 
and  the  benefactor  of  Ireland,  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  by  a  considerable 
majority  the  verdict  would  be  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Dillon.  The  same  majority, 
however,  would  not  desire  to  treat  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  the  manner  in  which 
he  treated  hia  political  opponents;  its 
desire  would  be  that  his  only  punish- 
ment should  be  the  contemplation,  in 
retirement,  of  the  wreck  and  destruction 
of  his  Irish  policy. 

OoLOMEL  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  he  thought  he  could  congra- 
tulate the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  on  taking  a  more  rosy 
view  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  Apparently,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  of  oiiinion  that  the 
House  would,  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, approve  of  the  action  of  Mr. 
Dillon  and  disapprove  of  the  action  of 
the  law  and  of  the  Government.  He 
imagined  that  to-morrow  night  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  no  longer 
be  of  that  opinion.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  the  House 
Jfr.  Shaw  Ltftvn 


bow  the  Government  ought  to  have 
acted  in  settling  the  Irish  Question ;  he 
said  that  if  they  had  consulted  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  people  there  would 
have  been  no  more  difficulty  at  all.  Well, 
but  what  part  of  the  Irish  people  did 
be  mean  ?  He  certainly  did  not  mean 
that  part  of  the  Irish  population  whioh 
he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  the  honour 
to  more  or  less  represent.  He  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  could  quite  conceive  that 
if  they  did  away  with  immunity  from 
crime  they  would  have  no  more  cri- 
minals. There  were  a  section  of  the  Irish 
people  who  held  certain  views  and  who 
had  adopted  certain  courses,  and  ha 
eould  quite  understand  that  if  their  ad- 
vice had  been  followed  they  would  haTS 
been  perfectly  satisfied,  and  they  would 
not  have  adopted  those  courses  wbiob 
the  Govemment  and  the  law  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  time  were  confronting. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  maae 
some  very  brave  statements  as  to  his  in- 
tentions. Why  did  he  not  make  those 
speeches  in  Ireland  t  He  said  he  was 
ready  to  make  them,  but  he  never  did 
make  them  over  in  Ireland.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  sympathised 
with  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  views,  why 
did  he  not  get  ap  in  Lonth,  when  he 
was  over  there,  why  did  he  not  get  up 
at  Woodford,  when  he  was  over  thwe, 
and  boldly  state  that  he  sympathized 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  with 
the  resistance  which  a  certain  section  of 
the  Irish  people  were  offering  to  the 
law  of  the  landf 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFETRE  said,  he 
spoke  at  Woodford  in  precisely  the 
same  sense  as  he  had  spoken  in  the 
House  that  night. 

Coi^MBL  SAUNDERSON  said,  be 
did  not  exactly  know  in  what  sense  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  spoken.  Cer- 
tainly the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
was  ready  to  make  the  same  speech 
in  Ireland,  but  with  a  very  remarkable 
reservation  :  he  must  have  the  choice  of 
a  jury.  He  did  mot  find  so  much  fault 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  hia 
visit  to  Louth  ;  but  he  did  find  great  fault 
with  bim,  considering  the  knowledge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  possessed  of 
the  affairs  in  Ireland,  for  his  viait  to 
Woodford.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  perfectly  well,  he  must  have 
known,  from  his  well  known  intelligence, 
the  condition  and  the  character  of  the 
neighbonrhood  of  Woodford,  to  whioh 
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gave  them  two  more  jears  of  life.  He 
thought,  from  the  speeches  he  had 
heard,  and  from  the  articles  he  had  read 
in  newspapers,  that  his  Partj  was  on 
the  point  of  disruption,  that  a  General 
Eleotion  vaa  in  the  immediate  future, 
but  now  they  found  that  they  had  two 
more  yean  of  life.  He  ventuTed  to 
prophecy  that  this  QoTemmeot  and 
this  nnioniat  Party,  with  two  years  of 
life  yet  before  it,  would  have  ample 
time  to  settle  for  many  a  long  year  this 
Irish  Question.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  made  use  of  one  extraordinary 
argument— he  attacked  theOoremment 
for  locttiag  up  Mr.  Dillon;  and  why? 
Because  he  aaid  Mr.  Dillon  was  a  man 
of  vast  power,  ability,  and  popularity. 
Well,  ho  never  in  hie  life  heard  suah  an 
argument  as  that  for  not  looking  up  a 
man  who  broke  the  law.  Was  it  pos- 
sible that  in  the  19th  century — which 
was  supposed  to  be  a  century  of  oiTili- 
Eation — that  because  a  man  had  'suc- 
ceeded, no  matter  how,  in  gaining  power 
and  attaining  to  popularity,  which  was 
really  a  very  evanescent  property,  he 
might  with  impnnity  defy  the  law  of  the 
land.  Surely  the  right  hou.  Qentlmnan 
could  not  have  been  serious  when  he 
made  that  the  ground  of  attack  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  shutting 
up  Mr.  Dillon.  The  right  hon.  Qentle* 
man  had  gone  on  to  ask,  how  could  you 
shut  up  a  man  who  is  received  by  de- 
putations and  Boards  of  Quardians,  and 
as  a  culminating  point,  as  a  mark  of 
power  end  popularity,  has  had  the  un- 
preoedented  honour  of  reoeiving  an 
address  signed  hy  1 50  Members  of  Par- 
liament. 

An  hon.  Mehbeb:  No  Irish  Member 
signed  that. 

CoLoirax  8AUNDEBS0N  said,  he 
was  afraid,  with  all  due  respect  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway, 
that  he  must  discount  these  150  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  Eighty-five  were 
bound  to  sign  when  they  were  told. 
[  Cri«  of  "  No,  no  !  "1  Did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen deny  that?  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  deny  that  they  bad  to  sign 
the  pledge ?  [Criti  of  "  No,  no !  "] 
Besides,  Mr.  Dillon  did  unquestionably 
represent  the  policy  of  the  Separatist 
Party  ,  and,  therefore,  even  if  no  Irish- 
man signed  the  address,  he  could  quite 
understand  any  Separatiat  Member  sign- 
ing  it,  because  Mr.  Dillon  was  the  great 
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ha  went  to  throw  oil  upon  the  fire,  to 
incite  as  far  as  he  could — at  least  that 
was  how  he  read  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speeches — to  incite  the  tenantry 
to  continuereeistance  to  what  be  [Colonel 
Saunderson)  believed  to  be  the  law  of 
-the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  known,  when  he  went  to 
Woodford,  that  in  that  neighbourhood, 
in  the  course  of  seven  years,  nay,  a 
little  over  six  years,  there  had  been  11 
agrarian  murders,  54  violent  outrages, 
seven  oases  of  firing  into  dwellings,  49 
oases  of  threatening  letters,  and  that 
there  were  95  persons  wholly  Boycotted, 
1 19  persons  partially  Boyootted,  and  81 
-happy  Irishmen  under  police  proteotion. 
That  was  what  they  called  in  Ireland  a 
hot  neighbourhood.  Knowing  this 
perfectly  well,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  done,  ho  went  over 
there  and  backed  up  the  efi'orte  whioh 
were  made  by  Irish  agitators  to  hound 
on  this  inflammable  and  criminal  popu- 
lation to  further  reaietanoe  of  the  law. 
He  left  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
judgment  of  every  right-thinking  man 
in  the  House  of  Oommons  and  the 
country.  He  would  now  proceed  to  say 
a  word  or  two  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  hod  had  ample 
preparation  for  the  task  he  had  to  per- 
form. Not  only  was  he  a  gentleman 
of  great  talent  and  ability  and  re- 
markable ingenuity  of  intellect,  but  he 
had  also  the  assistance  of  86  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  who  were  as 
sharp  as  needles,  who  read  every  speech 
— especially  his  (Colonel  8  aund  arson's) — 
who  lost  nothing  that  took  place  at  any 
Petty  Sessions  Court  in  Ireland,  who 
examined  with  the  keenest  interest  all 
the  proceedings  of  the  magistrates  of 
whom  they  were  so  fond  ;  and  yet,  with 
all  the  ability  which  undoubtedly  did 
exist  below  the  Gangway,  and  with  his 
own  acumen,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  out  the  very  weakest  case  that 
had  ever  been  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  him  to  be  a  just  man 
labouring  under  difficulties  in  hot 
weather.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  aay  that  in  1890,  when 
an  appeal  was  made  to  the  country,  the 
result  would  be  the  same  as  in  18B0. 
He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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exponent  of  the  policy  that  the  Separ- 
atiet  Fartj  had  adopted.  So  he  did  not 
at  all  wonder  at  the  Address.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  on  to 
say  that  there  had  beea  a  great  deal  of 
loose  talk  about  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
and  had  defended,  ao  far  as  he  (Colonel 
Sanderson)  had  underetood  him,  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  on  thia  ground— he 
eatd  the  reduction  proposed  hy  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  in  many  instances  had  not 
been  so  large  as  the  reductions  granted 
by  the  Land  Court.  Now,  theobjeotion 
to  the  Flan  of  Campaign  by  himself 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  and  his  Friends  was 
not  that  the  reductions  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  proposed  were  in  excess 
of  the  reductions  granted  by  the 
Land  Court.  That  was  not  the  ground 
they  had  taken  in  opposing  it ;  cer- 
tainly not.  He  wae  not  now  saying 
whether  the  reduotions  proposed  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  were  greater 
or  whether  th^  were  less  than  those 
granted  by  the  Land  Court.  Ashe  said, 
uiose  were  distinctly  not  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  opposed  the  Flan. 
They  opposed  the  Flan  of  Oan^aign 
because  they  submitted  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  that  no  organization 
had  a  right  to  force  upon  them  what 
the  law  did  not  decree.  They  refused 
absolutely  to  be  bound  by  any  organiza- 
tion in  Ireland,  whether  it  called  itself 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  or  whether  it 
called  itself  the  National  League,  and 
that  was  their  objection  to  the  Flan. 
The  Flan  of  Campaign  had  now  been 
declared  to  he  illegal  by  the  Judges  of 
the  land ;  it  had  even  been  declared  to 
be  immoral  by  the  Fope.  [^Ironical 
ehMri.l  Fancy  living  to  see  the  day 
when  tion.  Qentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  would  deride  the  Fope  'i 
Why,  ne  ventured  to  say  that  a  very 
short  time  ago,  it  he  had  ventured  to 
laugh  at  the  authority  of  his  Holiness, 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  would 
have  risen  at  once  and  have  said  that  he 
was  insulting  their  religion, 
they  were  the  first  to  deride  him  when 
he  found  that  their  policy  was  opposed 
to  the  Ten  Commandments.  Those 
were  the  reasons  why  they  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  had  taken 
objection  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  him 
the  honour  to  quote  a  speech  he  had 
made  at  Ayr,  and  he  was  very  glad  tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  go,  he- 
Cohnet  Sawtdtrton 


cause  he  thought  that  was  rather  a  good 
speech.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had 
made  a  statement  in  that  speech  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  men- 
tioned. He  had  not  made  that  state- 
ment in  the  heat  of  the  moment,  because 
he  generally  spoke  with  great  delibera- 
tion. He  had  stated  bis  oelief  that  the 
settlement  of  this  question  would  never 
ultimately  be  reached  until  they  had 
their  heel  upon  the  necks  of  these 
people,  and  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said — and  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
was  sure  that  he  believed  absolutely 
what  he  did  say — that  in  saying  that  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  referred  to  the 
Irish  people.  He  had  never  meant  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  had  meant  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site. [An  hon.  Heusek  :  It  is  the  same 
thing.]  He  had  made  that  statement  in 
answer  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Dillon 
himself.  Mr.  Dillon,  in  a  speech  he 
had  made  in  Dublin,  had  declared  that 
this  was  "  a  life  and  death  struggle  out 
of  which  only  one  party  would  come 
alive."  Well,  if  anyone  came  alive  out 
of  this  struggle,  he  (Colonel  Saunderson] 
meant  to  be  the  man — that  was,  if  he 
could.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  gone  on  to  attack  the  action  of  the 
police  in  Ireland  in  what  he  had  called 
these  "got  up  oases."  Bat  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  perfectly 
well,  if  he  knew  as  much  about  Ireland 
as  he  ought  to  know,  having  been  Chief 
Secretary  in  that  country,  tbat  no  man 
could  come  forward  in  Ireland  to  estab- 
lish a  Boycotting  case,  except  at  the 
peril  of  his  life,  and  that  the  only  course 
that  could  have  been  adopted  was  to 
break  up  this  conspiracy  hy  the  action 
of  the  police,  and  by  making  those  pro- 
secutions ;  and  whether  the  action  of  the 
Government  had  been  a  success  or  not 
he  left  the  House  to  judge  from  a  tele- 
graphic despatch  which  he  bad  just  re- 
ceived to  the  effect  that  Judge  Ourran,  in 
addressing  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  County 
of  Kerry— a  county  which,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  had  had  the  worst  reputation- 
had  said  that  —  "  Moonlighting  had 
almost  disappeared,  and  Boycotting  was 
a  thing  of  the  past."  Well,  he  musteay 
— and  he  thought  he  spoke  for  every 
hon.  Member  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House — that  he  hailed  with 
unbounded  satisfaction  the  Motion  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  had  placed  on  the  Paper, 
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deraon)  ooald  not  oonceive  that  that 
definition  of  the  word  "liberty"  would 
find  permanent  aocesa  to  the  minds  of 
the  English  people.  Then  they  dia- 
a{!^eed  altogether  as  to  the  meaning  of 
"legal  obligation."  He  and  his  Friends 
had  always  nnderstood  that  "legal  obli- 
gation "  meant  the  obligation  of  every 
oitizen  of  this  oountry,  or  indeed  any 
other  civilized  country,  to  obey  the  law 
until  that  law  was  changed.  But  ao- 
oording  to  the  deBnition  of  "  legal  obli- 
gation," which  they  had  learned,  eape- 
cially  from  the  Front  Opposition  Benoh, 
if  a  law  was  a  bad  law  its  badness 
was  to  be  decided,  not  by  the  House, 
but  by  the  various  persons  in  the  coun- 
try with  whom  the  law  interfered,  and 
they  were  perfectly  juatiSed  in  breaking 
it  and  setting  it  at  defiance.  Crime  was 
to  be  paoished  with  the  utmost  severity 
— even  the  right  hoc.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  would  agree  with  that— so  long 
as  it  was  free  from  the  garments  of  Irish 
Nationality;  that  was  to  say,  so  longaa 
it  waa  invisible.  If  they  could  only  dreas 
up  crime,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
Nationalista  or  Land  Leaguer  it  was  to 
be  altogether  above  the  law  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemao  the 
Member  for  Derby  spoke  of  the  Na- 
tional Iieague  as  a  perfectly  legal  com* 
bination.  How  could  any  man,  how 
oould  any  Member  of  the  House  who 
had  held  the  position  of  responsibility 
which  had  been  held  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  hold  for  a  moment  and 
have,  be  might  say,  the  audacity  to 
state  before  an  intelligent  audience,  that 
this  National  League  was  a  perfectly 
legal  combination  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  an  Aot  of  Parliament  passed  by  the 
British  Parliament  had  declared  it  to  be 
illegal.   The  National  League  had  been 

firoclaimed,  and  in  many  parts  of  Irs- 
and  it  had  been  suppressed,  and  yet 
they  found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  defending  the 
action  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  other  Members 
of  the  Party  below  the  Gangway  who, 
when  they  got  down  to  parts  of  Ireland 
where  the  Land  League  had  been  sup- 
pressed and  made  apeechea  there,  advo- 
cated their  action  and  said  that  the 
combination  waa  a  perfectly  legal  one. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  he  must  say, 
adopted  methods  in  his  attack  npon  the 
Goremment  without  parallel  in  the  his' 
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He  hailed  it  for  this  reason,  that  this 
debate  would  have  the  effect  of  crystal- 
lizing and  putting  into  a  permanent 
shape  the  policy  of  their  opponents. 
He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  spoken  a 
good  deal  about  the  country,  sometimes 
with  snocesa  andeometimea  with  the  re- 
verse ;  but  the  difficulty  he  had  always 
found  waa  to  dreaa  up  and  place  before 
the  people  the  policy  o f  their  opponenta. 
He  used  the  words  "dress  up  "advi- 
sedly, because  their  opponents  never 
supplied  them  with  any  clothes  of  their 
own.  Their  policy  changed  from  day  to 
day.  They  were  a  abort  time  ago  wild 
about  the  Home  Bule  policy,  but  they 
had  learned  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  that  for  the  time 
being  Home  Bule  waa  a  thing  of  the 
paat,  and  that  a  new  iaaue  altogether 
had  been  placed  before  the  country. 
Therefore,  they  had  hitherto  found 
great  difficulty  in  enforcing  upon  the 
people  of  the  country  that  there  were 
two  policies  placed  before  them,  and  that 
they  bad  to  choose  between  them.  He 
thought  this  debate  would  make  the 
issue  clear  and  distinct.  fChttn  and 
Laugkttr.']  He  waa  extremely  glad  that 
he  had  at  last  said  something  with 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  could 
agree.  [An  hon.  Meubeh  :  You  are 
always  funny.  1  He  and  hie  Friends 
difi'ered  from  non.  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  the  proper  understanding  of  funda- 
mental principles.  They  differed  alto- 
gether as  to  what  the  word  "liberty" 
meant.  \_ChetrK}  Yes,  absolutely,  he 
admitted  that.  He  admitted  that  he  held 
old-fashioned  views.  He  believed  that 
"liberty"  meant  what  he  always  un- 
derstood it  to  mean — what  the  Liberal 
Party  as  well  as  the  Conservative  Party 
in  former  times  held  it  to  mean — 
namely,  that  it  was  the  right  of  every 
man  in  this  country  to  do  what  he 
pleased  within  the  boundary  of  the  law, 
and  that  to  allow  a  man  to  do  what 
he  pleased  outside  the  boundary  of  the 
law  was  not  "liberty,"  hut  license. 
Now  the  Separatist  Pwty  held  entirely 
different  views  aa  to  what  liberty  meant. 
So  far  as  he  understood  them,  liberty, 
in  their  mioda,  meant  that  a  man  might 
do  what  he  pleased  even  outside  the 
boundary  of  the  law  so  long  as  he  hap- 

Ced  to  be  either  a  Nationalist  Mem- 
of  Parliament  or  a  Member  of  the 
National  League.    He  (Colonel  Sann- 
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hov  it  was  that  Gentlemen  who  liked 
the  vintage  of  1681  and  1882  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ueoiber  for 
Derby  could  ewallow  and  digest  and 
smack  their  lips  otbf  the  vintagQ  of 
leee.  He  would  ask  the  House  to  Uatea 
for  one  moment  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Kfember  for  Derby  said 
about  Mr.  Dillon  and  his  orgauizatioii 
this  House  in  1881.    He  said — 

"  Wb  bare  heard  the  dootrine  of  the  Land 
Lea^s  sxpUined  by  a  num  who  has  authority 

that  was  to  say,  Ur.  Dillon — 
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tory  of  Parliameatary  warfare.  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say — 
what  did  be  aay  the  other  day  at  Stock- 
port? Why,  he  informed  his  audience 
that  the  ri|;ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  imprisoning  Mr. 
Dillon  was  doing  it  simply  out  of  spite 
to  revenge  himself  for  the  blow  Mr. 
X>ilIon  gave  him  at  Ayr.  [  Chetn.'\  He 
could  quite  understand  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  cheering 
that.  That  was  also  their  opinion  ;  but 
he  ventured  to  say  that  no  statesman  iu 
this  country  had  ever  yet  adopted  so 
mean  a  method  in  trying  to  injure  a 
political  opponent.  It  was  not  hie 
(Colonel  Saunderaou's)  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  caused  the  imprison- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon;  it  was  caused  by 
Mr.  Dillon  himself;  it  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  chosen  to  state 
it  as  his  deliberate  intention  to  go  on  de- 
fVing  and  breaking  the  laws  whiah  this 
Parliament  had  passed.  Hewouldsay  this 
for  Mr.  Dillon,  that  he  was  above-board 
in  his  statements.  He  had  some  respect 
for  an  enemy  who  openly  stated  what 
his  intention  was  and  carried  it  out,  and 
he  would  say  this  for  Mr.  Dillon,  that  he 
had  been  very  dear  and  distinct  as  to 
what  his  intentions  were — namely,  to 
defy  the  Government  and  to  defy  this 
Coercion  Act  which  Parliament  had 
passed.  It  was  because  Mr.  Dillon  had 
thus  deliberately  violated  the  lav  of  the 
land,  and  not  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ire- 
land had  any  spite  against  him,  that 
Mr.  Dillon  now  found  himself  in  an 
Irish  gaol.  But  these  were  not  always 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  about  Mr. 
Dillon  and  about  the  organization  of 
which  he  was  one  of  the  chiefs.  He 
(Colonel  Saundeison)  did  not  like  to 
weary  the  House  with  quotations. 
[CrtM  0/"Goonl"J  He  meant  to  go 
on,  for  it  would  be  a  pity  to  lose  any 
of  the  refreshing  eloquence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  taken 
some  trouble  with  the  ^eeohes  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  had  arranged  them  in  years — he 
kept  them  in  bios,  like  port 
had  them  in  various  vintages  which  he 
occasionally,  as  circumstances  required, 
decanted,  and  he  had  tried  to  disoover, 
bat  had  absolutely  failed  in  dieooveriDgt 
Coiontl  8»\md§non 


doctrine  o{  treason   acd 

morrow  the  oirilized  woild  will  pi 

jadgmenton  this  vile  conspiracy. 

That  was  the  vintage  of  1881,  and  now 
he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  would  pour  out 
a  little  of  the  1888  vintage.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  To-morraw  the  OoTernment  ware  going  to 
send  to  prison  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  man  who  had 
done  more  to  defend  the  poor  and  the  oppressed 
in  Ireland  than  any  other  man." 

Here  thsy  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
standing  up  before  Qie  House  of  Com- 
mons, a  man,  according  to  the  best  an- 
thority,  in  whose  veins  coursed  the  blood 
of  the  Flantagenets,  deliberately  adopt- 
ing as  the  policy  of  his  Party  the  doc- 
trines of  treason  and  assassination.  He 
could  understand  any  man  changing  his 
mind.  It  was  done  every  day.  They 
had  a  right  to  change  their  minds  as 
often  as  they  liked ;  but  he  maintained 
that  they  had  no  right  whatever  to  ex- 
pect others  to  follow  them  in  that  change 
unless  they  gave  a  logical  account  of 
how  that  change  had  taken  place ;  and 
never  yet  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
either  in  the  Rouse  or  at  any  of  the 
many  meetings  which  he  had  addressed 
from  time  to  time,  stated  be  had  altered 
in  one  iota  the  view  he  had  entertained 
of  the  organization  he  now  employs  as 
one  of  the  chief  engines  of  his  policy. 
He  was  ^lad  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  the 
main  subject  of  this  debate,  and  that  it 
was  hie  imprisonment  which  had  oalled 
forth  this  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  Mr.  Dillon  waa  the  chief 
exponent,  the  principal  embodiment, 
and  the  very  life-blood  of  the  Ifatlonal 
League.  They  could  not  disassociate 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Louth  from  th« 
speeches  which  he  had  made  at  other 
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plocei.  The  right  hon.  G-entleman  the 
Member  for  Neiroastle  said  he  thought 
that  probably  Mr.  DUloQ  regretted,  or 
might  regret,  the  words  he  had  reoentl; 
luedin  Ireland.  HecouldaBsura  the  right 
hoa.  Oenttemaii  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  this  belief.  The  reason  he  said  so 
was,  that  he  happened  to  hold  in  his 
hand  three  separate  speeches  delivered 
bj  Ifr.  Dillon,  in  which  he  iterated  and 
re-iterated  the  same  sentiments.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  against  m.en  ol 
this  kind  that  the  Grimes  Act  had  been 
directed,  sod  ought  to  be  directed,  if 
Ireland  was  to  beoeme  a  civilized  cuun- 
try,  and  was  not  to  be  handed  ovnr  to  a 
criminal  agitation  which  was  sapping  its 
very  life-^ood.  What  did  Mr.  Dillon 
sa;  at  the  Botunda  last  year,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  actios  he  intended  to  employ  ? 
He  said— 

"  If  thaie  ii  B  man  in  Ireluid  ban 
to  back  down  and  tum  hii  baoh  on  tl 
DOW  coercioD  ii  pa«wd,  I  pled^  mymll 
face  of  this  meeting  that  I  will  denounca  him 
from  pnblic  platlonni  by  name,  and  I  pledgo 
myaelt  to  the  Ooremment  that,  let  that  man  be 
who  he  maj,  hit  life  will  not  be  a  happy  one  in 
Iceland  oi  acron  the  teaM.  I  know  perfectly 
well  what  I  mean,  and  yon  know  what  I  mean. 
He  should  rather  think  they  did. 
Making  a.  man's  life  not  a  happy  one  in 
Ireland  had  already  been  exemplified  by 
the  case  offitzmaurioe,  and  now  by  the 
cose  of  his  daughter,  and  by  hundreds 
of  others  who  had  been  persecuted  and 
tormented  by  the  nefarious  organisation 
which  it  was  the  bounden  duty  and 
which  be  believed  it  would  be  the  ulti- 
mate honour  of  this  Oovernment  to  des- 
troy. But  immediately  afterwards,  in 
the  fallowing  month,  Mr.  Dillon  went 
down  to  Limerick,  and,  showing  bow 
this  subject  dwelt  in  his  mind,  said — 

"I  aay  that  the  man  who  itaadaaaide  in  suoh 
drcoEutaoeea  ia  a  dattard  and  a  coward,  and 
be  and  his  ohildieo  after  him  will  be  temem- 
bered  in  the  days  that  are  near  at  hand  when 
Ireland  will  be  a  free  nation." 

What  a  happy  country  Ireland  would 
be  when  she  was  a  free  nation,  when  a 
man,  because  be  dared  to  follow  his 
own  wishes  and  opinions,  was  denomi- 
nated as  a  dastard  and  a  coward,  and  was 
held  up  to  public  execration  and  was 
hounded  on  to  death  and  destruction. 
But  he  found  that  the  same  idea  rankled 
in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Qentleman,  and 
in  a  speech  which  hs  made  in  Kildare 
OQ  tha  2Bth  May  last,  it  appeared  that 
be  held  the  eame  ofiinions.  This  system 


of  intimidation  had  always  been,  and 
would  always  be,  the  backbone  of  ths 
policy  of  the  National  League. 

"  Da  we  not  know  perfectly  well  ?  "  said  the 
boo.  Uember,  "that  we  tried  erery  means. 
Thoae  who  went  before  us  tried  good  mea&i 
and  thef  tried  bod  means,  a  good  many  of 
them,andthey  didnotaucoeed ;  and  there  nerer 
waa  the  alighteit  bit  of  lacceaa  nntil  we  hit 
upon  the  dodge  of  making  ib  hot  for  the  man 
who  took  hie  neigbbonr'a  land." 
The  right  ban.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  need  not  therefore  believe 
for  a  moment  that  the  words  that  he 
had  condemned  were  words  that  had 
sprung  unbidden  to  the  lips  of  ths  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo.  They  were  the 
words  which  accurately  described  now 
OS  they  had  described  all  along  the  only 
means  by  which  hon.  Members  below 
theQangway  and  the  organization  which 
they  led  had  carried  on  their  work  in  Ire- 
land. Then  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  weet  down  to  Louth.  In  one 
instanee,  which  he  should  quote  to  the 
House,  they  would  find  that  this  prin- 
ciple of  intimidation  dogged  the  steps, 
or  did  dog  the  steps,  of  Mr.  Dillon  until 
he  was  put  out  of  the  way.  This  was  a 
case  that  occurred  on  the  estate  of  Lord 
Massereens.  Within  the  last  few  days 
a  tenant  on  the  estate  at  Cnllen,  who 
had  permitted  the  time  for  the  redemp- 
tion  to  expire,  paid  his  rent  and  was 
restored  to  his  holding,  the  sum  of  £12 
being  aooepted  to  cover  outlay  in  the 
action.  Matthews's  rent  was  paid  by  his 
son,  James  Matthews,  vice-preeident  of 
the  local  branch  of  the  Natiooal  League. 
On  being  questioned  by  the  agent,  he 
said  his  father  had  paid  one  year's  rent 
into  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  He  was 
asked  to  whom  he  paid  it,  and  he  re- 
plied that  he  did  not  know,  as  his  rent 
was  paid  through  a  window  in  a  place 
in  OuUen,  and  his  father  could  not  see 
to  whom  he  paid  it.  On  being  interro- 
gated as  to  whether  he  got  a  receipt,  he 
said  that  he  did,  but  there  was  no  name 
to  it.  That  was  a  Land  League  receipt. 
It  merely  said  that  the  sum  was  sub- 
scribed to  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Matthews  was  aocompanied  by  another 
tenant  on  the  same  estate,  named  Gal- 
lagher, who  bad  been  served  with  a 
civil  bill  process  to  appear  for  judg- 
ment at  the  Drogheda  Quarter  Sessions 
last  Monday.  Gallagher  also  paid  his 
rent.  The  movements  of  these  two  men 
were  watched,  and  they  were  summoned 
to  appear  before  the  local  branch  of  the 
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Kational  League  on  Sunday,  June  10. 
QallBehei'  denied  and  Matthews  ad- 
mitted the  payment  of  the  reat.  The 
ohairman  then  said  "  You  are  a  eecond 
Jamee  Oarey  " — a  man  whose  fate  the 
House  waa  no  doubt  well  acquainted 
with.  That  waa  the  way  a  man's  life 
was  made  uncomfortable  for  him  "  even 
beyond  the  sea."  Would  thia  House, 
would  this  country,  when  they  under- 
atood  the  real  iaaue  before  them  and 
the  nature  of  thia  organization,  con- 
demn the  Government  because  they 
endeavoured  to  secure  for  poor  men 
like  Qallagher  and  Matthews  that  they 
might  live  in  Ireland  without  the  dan^r 
of  meeting  with  the  same  fate  as  Jamea 
Oorey  ?  He  did  not  believo  the  country 
would.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  £aat 
Hayo  was  not  alone  in  his  determina- 
tion to  hound  to  death,  if  poasible,  a 
man  who  might  disobey  the  decrees  of 
the  organization.  He  eaw  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  in  hia  place,  and  that  hon. 
Member  had  made  a  apeech  in  which  he 
Bpoke  of  the  claaees  he  meant  to  destroy 
in  Ireland.  On  the  29th  Hay  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

"  It  it  now  or  never,  now  and  for  evar  that 
we  are  called  upon  to  make  a  stand  for  tbe 
llbertiea  of  our  citizens  and  for  the  undying 
causs  of  Ireland.  We  will  obs7  Borne  to  the 
death  in  religiaoa  mattern,  but  ire  wilt  not 
otMy  Rome  in  politica.  We  will  rtiok  to  the 
Flan  of   Campaign  until  some  more  effectual 

Slan  malcas  ita  appearance  ;  we  will  atick  to 
loycottiaK,  and  we  will  continue  to  regard 
•very  land-grabber  and  every  exterminator  aa 
a  public  peet  and  a  public  enemy,  more  d^- 
geroDs  to  Bodety  tban  a  leper, ' ' 

That  was  to  eay,  if  any  unfortunate 
Iriahman  happened  to  "  back  down,"  or 
to  resist  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-Eaat  Cork,  he  was  to  be  treated 
as  8  pest  and  a  leper.  Would  the  coun- 
try venture  to  sanction  such  a  policy  aa 
that  ?  The  more  these  things  rang  in 
tbe  ears  of  the  people  of  England  tbe 
more  thoy  would  find  them  rallying  to 
tbe  support  of  a  Government  whose 
object  it  waa  to  render  such  things  in 
Ireland  impossible.  There  was  recently 
a  banquet  at  which  were  gentlemen  who 
had  earned  the  approval  of  their  coun- 
trymen by  breakiog  the  law,  and  being, 
in  consequence,  imprisoned ;  and  at  this 
banquet  the  polio;  of  the  separatista 
was  clearly  defined-  If  he  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  IVont  Opposi- 
Colotul  SawuUnm 
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tion  Benches,  he  should  not  apply  for 
information  to  them,  but  to  those  who 
dictated  tbe  policy.  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  made  a 
speech  of  hia  usual  eloquence  at  the 
banquet.  He  said,  speaking  of  the 
Separatist  Party — 

"Tbey  had  won  th«  extended  fiancbite  for 
Ireland,  bj  the  uae  of  which  they  had  aCtached 
to  the  Iriah  cauae  the  Liberal  Party.  It  waa 
not,  it  appeared,  becauae  the  Iriah  cauae  waa 
just,  but  because  the  extended  tiancbise  bad 
enabled  the  Irish  Party  to  return  85  Mamben 
that  tbe  Liberal  Party  had  adopted  that  cauae." 
And  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  Bay — 

That  they  had  secured  for  the  tenants  of 


were  oonverted  from  tenants  at  will  into  legal 
joint  owners  of  the  soil." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  continued  to  say — 
"  Bnch  a  vast  change  had  never  before  bean 
achieved  in  the  history  of  the  world  in  ao  short 
a  time,  except  by  means  of  an  armed  revolu- 

And  yet  hon.  Members  would  go  about 
the  country,  and  perhaps  to  the  Isle  of 
Thanet,  and  tell  the  electors  that  they 
were  defending  the  cause  of  tbe  op- 
pressed  tenants  in  Ireland,  whom  tbs 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  had  had  gifts 
conferred  upon  them  unparalleled  iu 
any  country  in  the  world.  To  adopt 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  of  former 
years,  the  Government  were  not  fighting 
against  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  they 
were  fighting  to  deliver  them  from  a 
tyrannical  yoke.  Thia  woe  the  teak 
which  they  had  taken  in  hand,  and  in 
which  they  believed  tbey  would  ulti- 
mately  succeed.  At  the  banquet  in 
question  many  atatements  were  made; 
but  there  waa  one  very  signal  omiasian, 
the  health  of  Her  Majeaty  the  Queen 
was  not  drunk,  and  the  toast  of  the 
evening  was  "Ireland  a  nation."  In 
the  many  apeechea  which  had  been  de- 
livered by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
they  had  heard  do  word  of  "  Ireland  a 
nation."  He  should  like  to  hear  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  get  up  and 
state  that  "Ireland  a  nation"  was 
the  polioy  for  whiob  they  were  fight- 
ing. But  "  Ireland  taking  her  place 
among  the  nations  of  the  world,  free 
from  outside  control,"  waa  the  aen- 
timeut  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
a   few  years   aB;o.     That  polioy   bad 
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been  oontinuously  carried  on,  and  the 
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words,  if  they  meant  anything;,'  meant 
the  disruption  of  the  Empire.  He 
Dould  not  feel  a  doubt  for  a  moment 
that,  though  the  QoTernmeut  miKht  lose 
bye-electiona  on  false  issues,  when  the 
people  of  the  country  were  brought  face 
to  face  with  the  reality  of  the  policy 
presented  by  the  Opposition,  they  would 
not  hestitate  to  decide  in  1690,  or  when- 
ever a  General  Election  took  place,  that 
the  policy  of  the  Unionist  Party  was  the 
one  which  they  should  adopt.  It  was 
his  wish  that  that  policy  should  sucoeed, 
because  he  trusted  to  the  respeot  for  the 
law  which  existed  in  this  country.  This 
he  believed  to  be  the  backbone  of  the 
country,  because  upon  it  were  founded 
its  greatness,  its  freedom,  and  its  pros- 
perity ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  when 
right  hoQ.  Qentlemen  opposite  con- 
fronted the  people,  they  would  find  at 
the  end  of  their  path — which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  believed  to  be  a  path  of 
shame  and  dishonour— the  condemnation 
of  the  British  people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jfr. 
Wiiiiam  O'Sriett,) — put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Debate  aijotwntd  till  To-Morrow. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 

WATS  AND    MEANa.— COMMITTEE. 

Watband  MKAHS—eofwtiJtfrftf  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  towardi  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majeitj  for  th&  urrice  of  the 
yearendioft  on  tbeSlit  day  of  March  1889,  the 
■urn  ol  £2.366.400,  he  grunted  ont  of  the  Con- 
■olidatadFondof  theUnited  Kingdom." — (Jfr. 
Jatkim.) 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  it  was  somewhat  remarkable  that 
at  such  an  hour  the  Government  should 
attempt  to  press  Business  of  that  nature 
without  any  kind  of  explanation.  Still, 
perhaps  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
the  Vote  being  taken,  if  it  was  known 
what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
with  the  other  Business  down  on  the 
Paper,  in  the  short  time  that  still 
remained. 

Thb  8E0EETABT  to  thb  THBA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  ITaokson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  only  asked  the  Committee  to  take  the 
Besolution  in  regard  to  two  Votes  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  which  were  taken 

YOI*.  CCOXXVn.     [^THIfiD  eEEIEB.J 
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the  other  night,  and  as  to  which  there 
was  general  consent,  thatthere  should  be 
no  opposition.  He  deferred  those  Votes 
upon  which  it  was  'agreed  opportunity 
should  be  given  for  discussion.  The 
money  was  urgently  required,  and  he 
hoped  no  objection  would  be  now 
raised. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)8aid,  he 
must  move  to  report  FrogTcss,  as  a  pro- 
test against  what  was  growing  to  be  a 
systematic  practice  of  taking  important 
Business  at  such  an  hour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Dr. 
Tan»»r.) 

The  first  LORD  ox  thb  TBEA< 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  insist  on  that  Motion 
against  what  had  always  been  regarded 
as  purely  formal  BuginesB,  and  which 
was  in  fulfilment  of  obligations  already 
entered  into  by  the  House.  No  new 
Vote  was  asked  for;  this  was  merely 
following  the  formEd  procedure  with 
which  all  Members  of  experience  were 
familiar,  and  which  required  the  con- 
firmation in  Ways  and  Means  of  a  Vote 
agreed  to  in  Committee.  There  really 
oould  be  no  reason  or  motive  for  opposi- 
tion to  a  stage  always  agreed  to  as  a 
matter  of  oonrse. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  would  not  Members  have  been 
entitled  to  move  Motions  on  the  QuestioB 
of  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  replied  in   the 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  an  explicit  answer, 
and  shown  that  he  was  merely  conform* 
ing  to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  do  well  not  to  press  his 
Motion.  It  was  agreed  that  one  Vote 
for  the  Army  and  Navy  should  be  taken, 
and  no  advantage  was  being  taken  by 
the  Government ;  and  his  hon.  Friend, 
with  hie  usual  generosity,  would  surely 
not  persist.  If  he  did,  his  Frieniu 
would  be  under  the  necessity  of  voting 
against  him;  and,  after  that,  they  might 
''  expect  the  deluge." 

Da.  TANNER  said,  he  would  not 
have  attempted  to  oppose,  were  it  not 
that  the  Government  were  ready  on 
every  potuible  occasion,  no  matter  what 
the  hour,  to  try  and  obtain  Totee  for 

29 
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Mb.  OONTBBAIIE   nuiotoinod  Us 
objeotton. 
It  beiDK  Uidnigbt,  the  Debate  stood 


large  sums  of  money  without  anj  dis- 
oasBion.  But  there  ought  to  be  discos- 
siou ;  the  country  ought  to  know  what 
the  money  was  for.  The  other  night, 
when  another  Vote  came  under  discua- 
sion 

Ma.  CONTBEAEE  [Oorawall,  Cam- 
home)  said,  he  was  sorry  to  interrupt 
hie  hon.  Friend,  but  he  begged  to  be 
allowed  to  claim  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  CHAIBDfAN^  withheld  hia  assent, 
and  declined  then  to  put  that  Queation. 

Dr.  TANNER  proceeded:  If  he  quite 
understood  that  tue  risht  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  follow  the  bad  precedent 
which  had  had  its  eEFect  on  the  present 
occasion,  of  applying  the  Closure,  and 
checking  discusBion  when  a  Mon^  Yote 
WBB  asked  for— if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  amend  his  ways  in  the  future, 
and  appreciate  these  remarks,  he  (Dr. 
Tanner)  would  show  himself  amenable 
to  reason,  and  withdraw  the  Hotion.  He 
did  so,  however,  on  the  diitinot  under- 
standing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  behave  himself  well  in  the 
future. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teithdraum, 

Mb.  OONTBEAIIE  felt  he  owed  a 
word  of  apology  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
hia^  impatient  intermption,  and  reoog- 
nised  tbo  impartiality  of  the  Chairman. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ayrMi  to. 


a?, 


r  endiDs  on  tha'sirt  daj  cf  Marcli 
1B8V,  the  mm  of  £9,866,400,  be  muled  out  of 
theCouolidated  Fond  of  the  TJoited  Kingdom. 

Beaolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon   ffW- 

8UPPLT.— BBPOHT. 

Besolutions  [21st  June]  nporitd. 

First  Kesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  wiUi  the 
Committee  in  the  First  Eeeolution." 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  there  were  several  things 
in  connection  with  the  Vote  upon  which 
both  himself  and  other  Members  were 
desirous  of  addressing  the  Honse. 

The  SEOHETART  to  thb  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackbor)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  only  related  to  the  two  Votes  he  had 
referred  to. 
Z>r.  Tanntr 


adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  Th-morrov. 

BAIL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— [Bill  286.] 

[TAt  Lerd  AdtmeaU,  Mr.  BoUeitor  Otnerai,  lit. 

Solicitor  OeiuT«l/or  SeotUtud.) 

C0RsmX&l.TIOII. 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  it,  under  the  temporary  suspen- 
sion of  the  Midnight  Rule,  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  any  of  these  Bills  ? 

The  secretary  to  thk  TREA- 
8URT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  do  so. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  d4ftrrtd 
till  To-morretP. 

WALTHAM  ABBEY  GTJNPOWDEK  FAO- 

TORY  BILL.— [Bax  273.] 

[Xr.  Brodrict,  itr.  Sttntmy  Slmhof.) 

SBOOND  RKASOrG. 

Order  for  Beooud  Reading  read. 

Thb  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Beodbiok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  if  the  House 
would  agree  to  take  the  aeoond  reading 
of  this  Bill,  he  would  then  propose  its 
reference  to  a  Select  Committee.  It  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  public  es  well  as 
of  the  War  Department  that  the  quea- 
tion should  be  settled. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  ob- 
jected. 

Second  Reading  dt>/trredti]\  To-morrow. 

COBONEBS*  ELBOnONB  BILL. 

(Mr,  WtettM  Iiaaonn,  Mr.  Ooiirle]/,  Ur. 

AmAmt,  Celond  SmglUt.) 

[buj.  I78.J    SBOoim  BBADma. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney]  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  agree  that  the  Bill  should  not 
apply  to  Ireland ;  but  in  England  the 
Bill  was  much  needed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  would  advise  the  hon.  Member 

move  the  disoharge  of  the  Bill,  and 
bring  in  an  amended  Bill;  he  would  be 

exactly  the  same  position. 

Second  Reading  dt/tmdtill  Tomorrow. 
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MOTIONS, 


LEGAL  BUSINESS   OF  THE  GOVERN- 
MENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 
"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copy 

ot  the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed   03 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  miut  object  to  thia,  unless  the 
Irish  information  were  inoluded .  Surely 
it  vas  very  important  to  Irish  Uerobere. 

The  SEORETAEY  to  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoeson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  rather 
misunderBtood  the  Motion.  This  was  a 
Departmantallnquiry  held  into  the  Legal 
Department  of  the  Treasury.  The  Com- 
mittee, after  holding  many  meetings, 
had  made  their  Beport,  and  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  this  Heport 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table,  so  that 
hon.  Members  interested  might  see  it. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Copy  prMmfmf  accordingly;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No.  239.] 


)  (UKTBOCOLia)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitmore,  Bill  to  restriot 
the  height  of  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  to  be  broagat  in  by  Mr.  Whitmore, 
Mr.  Tattoo  Egerton,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick, 
Ur.  Lavion,  and  Mr.  Forrest  Fulton, 
Bill  jVMMbiJ,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  305.] 

INTOXIOAtUia  UqUORS  (hew  LIOXHOES) 
SILL. 
On  Motion  of  Bir  William  Hooldivorth,  Bill 
to  snipend  the  grant  of  new  Licences  for  the 
sale  ot  latoiicatin?  Lii^uora,  ordtnd  to  lie 
brouRhl  in  by  Sir  William  Honldswotth,  Mr. 
W.  F.  Lawrence,  Colonel  Bridseman,  Mr.  Hoh- 
honw,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 
BOlprtunttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  306.) 

TBBFEIUITT  LEASES  (iKELAIID)  BILL. 

Qd  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  Rostell,  Bill  to 
enable  the  Lsiaees  of  Perpetoitj  and  other 
Leaaea  eicludinr  from  "  The  L^nd  Law  (Ire- 
land) Aot,  18S7,'°  to  pnrcbaae  the  interetta  in 
their  holdings,  trdertd  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  T.  W.  RuMBll,  Mr.  Lea,  and  Mr.  W.  P. 
Sinclair. 
Bill  j>r«Mfi  tn^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  307.] 


ADJODRNMBNT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Jfr.  Jatiion.) 


Me.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  wished  to  ash  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson),  in  the 
absence  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  whether  the  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill,  set  down  for  Wednesday, 
would  really  be  taken  on  that  day?  It 
had  been  postponed  irom  day  to  day, 
in  GODsequence  primarily  ot  the  contro- 
versy that  had  arisen  in  referenoe  to 
to  Salvation  Army  processions  at  Tor- 
quay. In  that  question  he  did  not 
profess  to  take  any  interest ;  but,  un- 
fortunately for  bim,  Tralee  was  mixed 
up  in  the  same  Bill  with  Torquay.  He 
suggested  that,  instead  of  taking  the 
Bill  on  Wednesday,  the  interval  before 
Publio  Business  on  an  ordinary  Sitting 
should  be  utilized,  and  all  temptation 
to  Members  to  protract  discussion  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  next  Business  of 
the  day  would  be  avoided.  The  ques- 
tion be  had  to  raise  ooncemed  an  expen- 
diture of  £5,000  at  Tralee,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  hear  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  giving  traders  of  the  tovn 
a  seat  on  the  Harbour  Board.  But  he 
only  desired  now  to  know  if  the  Bill 
would  really  be  brought  on  on  Wednes- 
day, or  perhaps  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  answer  at  the 
next  Sitting  of  the  House? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackboh)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  was  unable  to  give  uie  hon.  Member 
the  information  ;  but  he  would  answer 
the  question  later. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  the  intereri  of  Torquay  in 
the  Bill  was  great,  if  it  could  not  vie 
with  Tralee,  and  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  there  would  be  long  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill,  67  Amendments 
having  been  given  Notice  of.  Possibly 
much  of  the  mscusaion  might  be  avoided 
by  another  postponement. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 


HOUSE      OF      LOKDS. 
TuMday,  26th  Jutu,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Billb— JlVrt  S^uiing-^ 
Beformatory  Schools  Act  (ISSfl)  Amend- 
ment •  (178)  t  High  Oouria  in  India  •  (18«). 
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SttoHil  Stadint^BaSmguii,'  Nomination  (176)  ; 
Companiei  Claasei  Consolidation  Act  (I84S) 
Ainendinent(170);  Distreia  for  Ront  (Dub- 
lin)(17l). 

Cvmmittef — Factory  and  WorltBhopa  Act  (1878) 
Amendment  (Bcotkod)  (76). 

PxoviBioxAL  OaDKa  Bills — Fint  Siadiag  — 
DraiDage  and  ImproTemsnt  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land)" (179);  Qas  (No.  1)»  (180);  Local 
Government  (No.  0)  •  (ISl) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  9)  ■  (182) ;  Lorad  GoTemment 
(No.  12)"  (193). 

ZULnLAND-BECENT  DltJTUBBANCES. 
QUEBTIOK. 

TbeEablofKIMBEBLET:  Seeing 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea 
in  his  place,  I  wish  to  aak  whether  he 
has  received  any  recent  news  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Zululand  f 

The  SECHETAKT  of  STATE  for 
THB  COLONIES  (Lord  Kmdtspord): 
Having  Been  different  reports  ia  the 
newspapers  from  time  to  time,  Z  tele- 
graphed yeaterdaj  to  Sir  Arthur  Have* 
look,  O^iremor  of  Natal,  asking  for  in- 
formation, and  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
received  from  him  thia  moming  the 
following  telegram : — 

"  Yoor  tdogram  of  yeiterdaT.  TTubmin 
and  foUowen  were  attaclied  and  defeated  by 
Uintiia  near  Ivnna  23Td  June  ;  it  baa  conae- 
ijiienU  J  been  found  advisable  to  withdraw  police 
office  at  Ivuna,  which  was  attacked  at  the  same 
time.  Diibepn  took  refuge  with  police.  No 
CMualtiM  among  police.  Force  sent  from 
Nkonjsni  safely  retmned  yesterday,  hronght 
bank  a]l  from  Ivuna,  including  Usibepa  and 
tamiliei,  women  and  woonded  of  his  tribe. 
Have  jiut  conferred  with  Lieoleiuuit  General, 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  as  to  snfficient  nnmber  for 
foroe.  Us  reserves  opinion  until  arrival  in 
ZololMid,  whither  he  proceed*  to-tnotrow." 

FACTORT  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  (1B78) 

AUENDUENT  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Tht  Emrl  af  AifrlUm.) 

(no.  76.)      OOWIIITEB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

OUnse  1  (Short  title)  agr§»d  to. 

Clause  2  (Application  of  Aot). 
'  Lobs  BALFOUR  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
that  it  could  hardly  pass  as  it  stood,  be- 
cause the  clause  said  that  the  Bill  should 
come  into  operation  on  the  1st  of  April, 

Thb  Easl  op  ABERDEEN  said,  his 
attention  had  already  been  called  to  the 
point,  and  he  proposed  to  substitute  the 
Ist  of  September,  1868,  as  the  dat« 
when  the  Bill  should  take  effect. 


Amendment  made. 

Clause,  08  amended  agraad  to. 

Clause  3  (Amendment  of  Factory  and 
Workshops  Aot,  1B78). 

LoBD  BALFOUB  observed  that  be 
had  given  Notice  of  certain  Amend- 
ments, all  of  them  having  the  same  pur- 
pose in  viev,  which  was  to  secure  that 
those  employed  in  factories  in  Tural 
parishes  should  not  be  put  in  a  worse 
position  than  those  so  employed  in 
faut^hs.  In  the  hope  that  his  Amend- 
menta  would  be  accepted,  he  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  argnments 
upon  them. 

Thb  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  remarked 
that  the  Amendments  in  question  were 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  scope  and 
purport  of  the  Bill,  and  would  be 
welcomed  by  him.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  hie  noble  Friend  would  agree 
with  him  in  regard  to  the  aubiect  to  which 
one  of  the  Amendments  referred,  that 
theabolitionofFostDays  which  prevailed 
in  the  burghs  had  not  yet  extended  to 
the  country  districts,  except,  perhaps, 
in  a  few  special  cases.  It  was  somewhat 
unusual  to  anticipate  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment the  growth  of  public  opinion  in 
any  particular  direction,  however  desir- 
able such  growth  of  public  opinion 
might  be.  There  was  one  other  con- 
sideration of  a  practical  character,  and 
that  was  that  they  must  be  satisfied  with 
what  they  could  get.  In  other  words, 
he  had  doubts  oa  to  how  far  the  accept- 
ance of  the  noble  Earl's  Amendment 
might  endanger  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  the  other  House.  He  would 
suggest,  therefore,  that  the  Amendments 
should  not  be  pressed  at  this  stage,  but 
should  be  brought  up  on  Report  after 
there  had  been  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting those  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion. 

LoBD  BALFOUR  said,  his  experience 
differed  from  that  of  the  noble  Earl,  as, 
in  the  rural  districts  which  he  waa 
familiar  with,  the  Fast  Days  had  been 
to  a  great  extent  given  up.  He  would, 
of  course,  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  understood  that  if  he 
brought  up  the  Amendments  again  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  form  of 
them. 

Thb  Earl  or  ABERDEEN :  Neithw 
to  the  form  nor  the  principle. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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BemBining  Clauses  agretd  to. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendmeiite  to  be 
received  on  TAuriday  the  5tA  of  July 
aext. 

PARLIAMENT— EVIDENCE  BEFORE  SE- 
LECT COMMITTEES-OBSERVATIONS. 
Lord  CLINTON,  in  callinf  attention 
to  the  conditions  under  which  evidence 
was  pTen  before  Select  Committees  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  in  certain 
oases,  said,  he  was  extremely  sorry  to 
have  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  this  subject,  especially  as  he  had  to 
do  BO  chiefly  on  account  of  a  personal 
matter.  He  thought  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  private  affairs  of  in- 
dividuals and  their  conduct  in  reference 
to  the  management  of  their  property 
should  be  brought  before  Select  Com- 
mittees without  any  previous  notice 
being  given  to  them,  and  without  their 
knowledge,  and  that,  when  such  evi- 
denae  had  been  given,  the  persons  cou' 
oerned  should  have  no  right  to  see  it. 
A  Committee  had  lately  been  sitting  in 
"another  place"  on  "  Town  Holdings," 
with  the  object,  he  believed,  of  inquirinf 
into  the  terms  upon  which  leases  of  lam 
were  granted  to  persons  for  building 
purposes.  He  heard,  by  chance,  that  his 
own  name  bad  been  very  freely  used 
before  that  Committee.  Witnesses  had 
come  forward  and  made  certun  state- 
ments with  reference  to  the  management 
of  his  property  in  the  town  of  Hedruth 
in  Cornwall,  and,  among  other  things,  it 
had  been  suggested  that  in  consequenoe 
of  the  agitation  on  the  subject  of  the 
Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill  be  bad 
granted  leases  for  long  terms  of  years 
instead  of  on  lives.  This  was  contrary 
to  the   fact;   it    had   never    been    his 

fractice  to  give  leases  for  lives,  though 
e  had  succeeded  to  many ;  he  altered 
the  system  long  before  the  above  agita- 
tion was  heard  of.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  his  conduct  being 
made  the  subject  of  public  inquiry  if  it 
served  any  useful  public  purpose ;  but 
what  he  did  object  to  was  this— that 
such  an  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
behind  his  back,  and  that  when  he 
asked  to  see  the  evidence  he  should 
be  told  he  could  not  see  it  until  it  was 
too  lato  to  take  steps  to  refute  it.  Of 
course,  the  witnesses  might  have  spoken 
in  the  moat  perfect  good  faith,  and  with 
•s   mvA  tkaeaxmej  as   witnesses   who 


gave  evidence  of  the  business  and 
motives  of  another  man  could  pretend  to; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  might  have 
had  a  particular  object  in  view,  and 
coloured  their  evidence  accordingly ;  or 
they  might  have  a  grievance  against  the 
person  about  whom  they  gave  their 
evidence,  and  it  was  only  by  cross-exami- 
nation and  the  opportunities  of  reply 
that  the  value  and  credibility  of  such 
evidence  could  he  tested.  He  would 
submit,  also,  that  when  inquiries  were 
made  as  to  private  property,  the  agent 
who  managed  that  property  should  he 
called  among  other  witnesses,  and  that  a 
Committee  should  sot  rely  merely  on 
what  he  must  be  permitted  to  call  for 
this  purpose  second-hand  evidence.  As 
soon  as  he  heard  that  the  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  Committee  he  directed 
his  agent  to  ask  for  leave  to  be  examined 
before  the  Committee  and  to  see  so 
much  of  the  evidence  as  affected  him 
(Lord  Clinton).  In  reply  to  that  appli- 
cation the  Committee  clerk,  on  the  12tb 
of  June,  said — 

"I beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  year 
letter,  and  to  mfoim  yon  that  it  hat  been  laid 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Town  Uoldinga. 
The  evidenns  talcen  before  a  Belect  Committee 
is  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Committee  only 
until  it  hai  heen  reported  to  the  Honse." 
Some  persons  might  have  been  dis- 
couraged by  this  reply,  accepted  it  aa 
final,  and  submitted  patiently  to  what 
would  have  been  an  injustice.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  think 
he  was  unduly  impatient  when  he 
said  that  he  was  not  contont  with  that 
reply.  At  all  events,  on  the  I4th  of 
June,  he  addressed  the  following  letter  to 
the  Committee  clerk : — 

"I  am  not  awaro  whether  I  am  to  consider 
your  letter  as  a  definite  refosal  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  to  altaw  this  portion  of  the  evi- 
dence to  he  seen  ;  but,  if  so,  I  would  respect- 
fully request  the  Committee  to  reoonuder  their 
decision.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  general 
rule  which  yoa  quote,  and  which  a  laid  down  by 
both  Houses  of  Ferliament,  hut  I  cannot  think 
that  that  rule  is  intended  to  he  strictly  applied 
in  a  caso  where  the  conduct  of  an  individual 
baa  bean  called  in  quostion,  and  nhere  evidence 
haM  been  received  which  might  reflect  upon  his 
character.  I  understand  that  evidence  has  been 
given  as  to  the  manner  in  which  my  property 
in  Redruth  and  in  other  parts  of  Cornwall  has 
been  managed,  and  this  has  been  done  without 
any  notice  whatever,  and  my  agent  knows  no- 
thing of  the  natoTO  of  the  evidence  given  except 
what  he  hae  been  able  to  gatUpi  from  news- 
paper reports.  It  ie  a  serious  mnlter  for  any- 
one to  be  placed,  as  it  were,  on  his  trial  before 
such  a  tribunal  as  a  Committee  of  the  Hotue  o( 
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impugned.  Itwaanotin  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  juetice  and  the  spirit 
of  English  law  that  charges  should  bo 
made  and  no  opportunity  should  be  af- 
forded to  meet  and  refute  them.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  difioult  to  find 
a  remedy.  Witnesses  who  intended  to 
attack  individuals  should  be  ashed  if 
they  had  given  notice  of  their  intention, 
and  if  they  had  not,  their  evidence 
should  be  postponed  until  they  had  done 
so ;  the  person  concerned  should  have 
access  to  the  evidence  which  affected 
him,  and  should  have  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  explanation  and  defence. 

Thb  Eaei.  of  KIMBERLET  said, 
he  was  almost  in  the  same  position, 
though  not  quite,  as  the  noble  Lord. 
He  had  no  personal  complaint  to  make 
of  the  Committee  of  tue  House  of 
Commons.  But  be  might  mention  that 
he  saw  in  the  newspapers  a  summary 
of  a  statement  made  before  the  Com- 
mittee  in  rea-ard  to  his  property  in 
Cornwall,  ana  be  took  steps  to  see  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  that  bad  been 
given.  He  found  that  evidence  fuU 
of  inaccuracies,  but  as  the  matter 
was  not  one  of  much  consequence  he 
took  no  further  notice  of  such  evi- 
dence. The  witness  who  gave  evidence 
as  to  the  management  of  his  property 
'informed  the  Committee  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recent  agitation,  the 
granting  of  leases  for  lives  had  been 
discontinued.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
practice  of  granting  such  leasee  was 
relinquiabed  40  years  ago.  He  did  not 
tbink  that  the  witness  desired  to  be 
inaccurate,  but  he  certainly  was.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that, 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  privat«  in- 
dividuals, but  in  the  public  interest, 
where  charges  against  individuals,  es- 
pecially if  they  related  to  personal 
character,  were  made,  those  individuals 
ought  to  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  those  oharges  before  the 
Committee  drew  up  its  Keport.  He 
did  not  like  to  lay  down  an  absolute 
rule,  but  he  hoped  that  a  Committee 
of  neither  House  of  Parliament  would 
be  likely  to  neglect  so  obvious  a  duty. 

The  secretary  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow)  said, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  proceedings 
which  had  recently  taken  place  before 
Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment had  given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
just  dissatisfaction.    A  number  of  pri- 


Commona  without  «ny  notice  «nd  withoat  hii 
knowledge,  and  it  is  Barely  nnjost  that  the  evi- 
denoe  should  be  withheld  from  him  nntii  the 
Committee  bKTO  agreed  upoa  their  Report  Aod 
his  opportanity  oi  reply  and  explanation  has 
pftMed  away.  I  think  I  may  therefore  fairly 
appeal  to  the  Committee  to  allow  my  agent  to 
know,  throagh  the  official  report  of  tho  pro- 
ceedings, what  has  been  said  which  aS'ecta  me, 
and  a.Wi  that  he  may  have,  if  necessary,  the 
opportunity  of  tepljiog  to  it," 

On  June  15  the  Committee  clerk  replied 
to  the  effect  that  a  copy  of  that  portion 
of  the  evidence  which  affected  him 
{Lord  Clinton)  would  bs  sent  to  his 
agent  at  Devonport.  Their  liordships 
would  observe  that  there  was  no  answer 
to  his  request  to  be  beard,  though,  by 
the  favour  and  courtesy  of  the  Committee, 
he  was  allowed  to  see  the  evidence.  He 
did  not  ptopoae  to  comment  on  the  evi- 
dence that  had  been  given  with  regard 
to  his  property  and  his  oonduot.  ^  That 
was  not  the  time  or  {dace  for  doing  so. 
He  would  only  say  that  the  evidence  con- 
tained many  inaccurate  statements,  and 
inferences  were  drawn  from  them  and 
motives  suggested  which  were  elthi 
false  or  misleading.  It  was  most  unfair 
that  upon  such  evidence,  uncontradicted 
and  imknown  to  the  person  most  con- 
cerned, the  Committee  should  base  their 
Report.  Several  of  their  Lordships  had 
much  the  same  complaint  to  make  as 
himself.  There  were  Lord  St.  Levan, 
Lord  Bobartes,  The  Lord  Steward,  and 
also  Sir  Redvers  Buller.  Under  the 
present  system  individuals  might  be  put 
on  their  trial  before  a  Committee  and 
not  even  know  that  they  bad  been  tried 
until  the  case  had  been  summed  up,  the 
verdict  given,  and  the  Court  by  whom 
the  case  was  tried  had  reported  to  the 
House  which  had  directed  the  inquiry. 
Ha  made  no  charge  against  the  Commit- 
tee, buthe  thought  that  what  had  occurred 
in  this  case  showed  the  necessity  of  some 
alteration  in  the  rules  and  regulations 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  Select 
Committees.  The  practice  of  their  Lord- 
ships' Committees  was  the  same  as  that 
of  &e  other  House.  An  inquiry  into  the 
sweating  system  was  now  going  on 
upstairs.  As  a  Member  of  that  Commit- 
tee he  would  not  divulge  what  had  taken 
place ;  but  it  was  well  known  that  serious 
charges  had  been  brought  against  long- 
eatablished  firms  and  individuals— one 
of  whom  was  a  Member  of  the  other 
House^and  no  notice  had  been  given  to 
them  that  their  eonduot  was  about  to  be 
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Tate  individuala,  each  as  the  noble  Lord, 
and  rarious  firms  had  beea  attached, 
and  their  reputatioo  to  eoma  extent 
endangered ;  out  he  did  not  suppose 
that  any  Conunittee,  either  of  this 
or  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
vould  for  one  moment  wish  to  refuse  to 
those  individuals  or  to  those  firms  a  full 
opportunity,  if  the;  souffht  it,  of  justi- 
^ing  their  character  and  of  defending 
themaelTss.  In  the  case  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  before  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  he  might 
say  that  that  Committee  at  ones  took 
steps  to  place  themselres  in  oommuni- 
oation  with  the  persons  against  whom 
charges  were  made,  to  furnish  them 
with  the  CTidenoe  gireu  against  them, 
and  as  soon  as  the  evidence  ag^ainst 
them  was  oonoluded  gave  them  the 
earliest  opportnni^  of  ooming  forward 
to  repudiate  the  charges  which  had 
been  made  against  them.  He  had 
great  confidence  in  the  tribunal  of  public 
opinion,  and  he  did  not  believe  that 
onargee,  if  refuted,  would  do  any  per- 
manent injury  to  the  character  of  the 
SirsOD  against  whom  they  were  made, 
n  the  contrary,  great  sympathy  would 
be  excited  for  such 'person.  Similar 
things  occurred  in  Courts  of  Justice. 
Charges  were  made  and  circulated  and 
remained  unref uted  for  some  time ;  but 
by-and-bye  the  turn  of  the  party  at- 
tacked urived,  and  the  verdict  justified 
him  and  dispelled  the  charges.  No 
doubt,  great  inconvenience  was  often 
oansed  by  the  pnblicatien  of  partial 
Seports  and  by  the  comments  made 
upon  them  in  the  Press  and  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  refer  to  a  matt^  affeding  himself,  as 
it  illoatrated  in  a  striking  way  the  in- 
convenience attending  the  present  prac- 
tice of  publication.  An  hon.  Uembar 
in  "  another  place  "  had  lately  referred 
to  a  Beport  of  the  proceedings  before 
one  of  their  Lordships'  Committees,  and 
had  characterised  tlie  course  taken  by 
him  in  croee-examining  a  witness  as 
"  one   of   the  meanest  and  shabbiest 


tricks  ever  played."    He  thought  that 
if  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  and  not 


very  different  view.  The  witness  in 
question  was  introduced  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  a  gentleman  who  took  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  inquiry,  and  who 
oballenged  anyone  to  show  Uiat  he  had 


brought  forward  witnesses  of  blemished 
character.  The  question  which  he  put 
to  the  witness  was — "Were  you  not  re- 
duced to  the  ranks  by  court  martial  on 
one  occasion?"  and  the  reply  was — 
Yes ;  for  not  obeying  orders  and  telling 
a  falsehood."  He  thought  that  he  was 
acting  well  within  his  right  in  chal- 
lenging the  credit  of  the  witness,  and 
he  was  confirmed  in  his  belief  that  the 
course  which  he  took  was  not  wrong  by 
the  fact  that  actions  for  perjury  against 
witnesses  who  had)been  Drought  in  the 
same  way  before  the  Committee  were 
contemplated.  It  was  note  satisfactory 
practice  that  reference  should  be  made 
in  one  House  to  proceedings  before  a 
Committee  of  the  other  House,  those 
who  were  ooucemed  not  having  the 
power  of  immediate  reply.  Some  people 
thought,  perhaps,  that  it  would  be  well 
to  lay  down  the  rule  that  all  Committees 
should  hear  evidence  with  closed  doors. 
That  would  be  a  course  which  he  eould 
not  favour,  because  the  publicity  given 
to  evidence  was  likely  to  result  in  this 
and  other  cases  in  a  considerable  amelio- 
ration of  the  condition  of  the  parsons 
whose  unfortunate  lot  wan  the  subject 
of  inquiry;  and,  therefore,  however  great 
might  be  the  inconvenience  to  Members 
of  their  Lordships'  House  of  this  practice 
of  partial  publication,  it  must,  he  thought, 
beauffered.  He  trusted  that  Select  Com- 
mittees would  never  consent  to  take 
Eersonal  evidence  without  affording  the 
iillest  opportunity  to  those  who  were 
attacked  to  reply. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  thk 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ceahbbook)  said, 
he  thought  that  Committees  ought  to  be 
very  cautious  about  hearing  evidence 
which  impugned  a  person's  character. 
Where  such  evidence  was  given  inci- 
dentally the  person  concerned  ought  to 
be  apprised  of  the  fact  without  a  mo- 
ment  e  delay.  He  did  not  quite  sgree  - 
that  the  oose  was  like  an  action  or  pro- 
ceeding in  a  Court  of  Law,  where,  if 
evidence  was  given  impugning  a  man's 
character,  the  witness  could  be  cross- 
examined  at  once,  and  the  issue  eould 
be  dealt  with  there  and  then.  But  in 
Committees,  when  damaging  evidence 
was  given  incidentally,  the  same  prompt 
steps  could  not  be  taken,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  the  duty  of  a  Committee  to 
restrain  a  witness  who  proposed  to 
tender  such  evidence.  The  advantage 
of  sitting  with  open  doors  was  that  evi- 
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denoe  aftectiDg  a  man's  oharaoter  could 
be  published  in  the  Press,  and  the  man 
was  thus  made  avare  of  the  attack 
made  upon  him.  If  Committees  sat 
vith  closed  doora  great  injustice  might 
be  done  to  persons  placed  in  the  un- 
fortunate poaition  to  which  he  was  al- 
luding. 

SUFFRAGANS-  NOMINATION  BILL. 

(Ti*  Lard  CAanetUer.) 

(no.    176.)      SECOND  BEADtNO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
HALBBnKY),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  its 
object  was  to  remedy  certain  defeota  in 
a  previous  measure  on  the  same  subject. 

Hovtd,  "ThattheBillhenotfreadfi'." 
—{TTii  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agrted  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thurtiay  next. 

COMPANIES  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 

ACT  (1846)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(Tht  Earl  of  Soubiry.) 

(m.  170.)    .ECo™  .1U1.I1.0. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

ThbEarlofRGSEBEET,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
Baid,thatits  ob j  ectwasto  enable  pro  vi  dent 
and  industrial  societies  having  invest- 
ments in  Companies'  funds  to  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Boards  of  those  Com- 
panies by  such  of  their  members  as 
were  not  ordinary  shareholders.  The 
measure  had  passed  through  the  other 
House. 

ifovM;,  •'ThattheBiUbenowread2\" 
—{Tkt  Earl  of  RoteUry.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

BIGH  OOVBTS  IN   INDIA  BILL  [a.L.} 
A  Bill  to  conititate  and  »lto  to  extend  tbe 

inriidiotion  of  High  CourU  of  Jadicatare  in 
adia->Wu  preienUd  by  Thfl  Viscount  Cross  ; 
read  1*.     {No.  181.) 

Houie  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  qoarter  put  Ten  o'clock. 


Vueouht  Oranhrotk 
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ISutday,  2&th  Junt,  18B8. 


MINUTES.]— PtTBLic  Bills— /'ir.(  RtadiKj^ 

Auf^entaUon  of  Beueficei  Act  Ameodment  * 

[308]. 
Third  Amrfin;— Comolidated    Fund   (No.   2), 

debalt  a^etimtd. 
Fkotibional  OaDEH   Biti.8 — Seemd  Riading — 

Local  Oovemmeut   (Ireland)   (Ballymoney, 

&o.)  •  t302]. 
Third  Rttdity — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 


QUESTIONS. 

MUNICIPAL  BOROUGHS    (IRELAND)— 

THE  BALLINASLOB  AaBICULTUBAL 

HALL. 

Mb.  HARRIS  (Oalway,  £.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lientenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Ballinasloe  Agricultural  Hall,  a 
building  ereoted  far  public  purposes  and 
in  part  oy  public  money,  is  at  present 
let  at  an  annual  rent  of  less  than  £40, 
which  if  capitalized  at  10  years'  purchase 
would  amount  to  £400 ;  whereas  a  Town 
Hall  of  like  proportions  and  suitability 
cannot  be  built  for  less  than  £3.000 ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  would 
the  Qovernment  suirgest  some  means  by 
which  the  present  Hall  could  be  trans- 
ferred  on  equitable  terms  from  Lord 
Clanoarty  to  the  Town  Board,  and  by 
so  doing  save  the  town  of  Ballinasloe 
this  unnecessary  expenditure  of  a  large 
amount  of  publio  money  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  The  Town 
Clerk  of  Ballinasloe  states  that  the 
Agricultural  Hall  was  erected  by  means 
of  money  raised  by  the  issue  of  shares, 
which  he  believed  were  bought  up  by  the 
late  Lord  Ctancarty.  He  also  states  that 
the  HsU  is  let  to  a  tenant  for  £30  a-year. 
The  Local  Govemnient  Board  cannot  say 
what  the  cost  of  a  Town  Hall  of  like 
proportion  sand  suitability  would  amount 
to.  They  have  no  statutory  power  to 
interfere  between  the  Commissioners 
and  the  owner  of  the  Agricultural  Hall 
in  the  manner  suggested,  that  being  a 
matter  of  private  agreement  altogether. 
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As  already  stated,  the;  vill  give  atten- 
tioa  to  aa;  applioation  made  to  them  by 
the  Town  Commisaionere  to  sanction  a 
loan  to  providn  a  buildiog. 

Ma.  HABHIS  asked,  agaio,  if  the 
Local  QoTeromeat  Board  would  hare  no 
power  to  take  over  this  Hall  f 

Mb.  madden  :  Ko ;  that  would  be 
a  matter  of  priTata  agreement. 

H0U8B  OP  COMMONS— VENTILATION 
OF  THE  LADIES'  GALLERY. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Panoras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  it  has  come  to  his  knowledge 
that  the  ventilation  of  the  Ladies' 
Gallery  of  this  House  ie  defeotive ;  whe- 
ther the  present  grill  in  front  of  that 
QalletT  is  so  oonstiucted  as  to  render  it 
difficult  for  those  sitting  in  the  seoond 
and  third  rows  to  either  see  or  hear ; 
and,  if  he  proposes  to  have  that  Qollery 
further  ventilated,  and  to  substitute  for 
the  present  grill  one  of  a  less  obstructive 
character  ? 

Thb  first  commissioner  (Mr. 
Plumket)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  some  years 
ago  there  were  frequent  remonstrances 
on  account  of  the  inadequate  ventila- 
tion of  the  Ladies'  Gallery,  and  that 
it  was  then  enlaced  and  completely 
remodelled,  and  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  ornamental  grill  was 
removed ;  and  he  was  told  that  since 
then  there  had  been  comparatively  few 
complaints  upon  the  subject.  As  to 
seeing  and  hearing  what  was  going  on 
in  the  House,  the  ladies  on  the  back 
Benches  had  not  as  good  opportunitiee 
as  those  in  front ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  this  disadvantage  was  caused  by 
the  grill,  nor  did  he  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  mend  the  matter  much  in 
that  way,  except  by  removing  the  grill 
altogether,  and,  so  f ar  ae  he  could  as- 
certain, that  alternative  would  not  be 
generally  popular. 

WAR  OFFICE— EMPLOYMENT  OF  RE- 
TIKED  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
number  of  retired  medical  officers  are 
now  re-employed  ;  what  additional  num- 
ber it  is  proposed  to  re-employ;  and, 
whether,  subject  to  good  oebaviour, 
Buoh  officers,  when  re-employed,  have 


daim  to  serve  till  65  years  of  age,  the 
limit  of  age  fixed  by  Regulation  f 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAifHopx)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
oastle) ;  Forty-sjx  retired  medical  officers 
are  at  present  employed.  The  question 
of  extending  the  system  of  re-employ- 
ment  is  at  present  under  consideration. 
Such  officers  are  re-appointed  for  five 
years,  and  if  they  continue  to  be  required 
and  are  still  efficient  the  term  may  be 
extended  till  they  reach  the  age  of  65 
years. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
NATIONAL     SCHOOL     TEACHERS  — 
EXAMINATION  OF  CANDIDATES. 
Mk.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  candidates 
for  first  division  of  first-class  of  National 
teachers,  Ireland,  will  be  examined  nest 
July  on  a  special  set  of  questions  ;  and, 
if  so,  what  percentage  of  answeringwill 
be  required;    and,  whether  any  credit 
will  be  given  for  length  of  efficient  ser- 
vice further  than  is  obtained  from  being 
admitted  to  the  examination  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr  Maddeh)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  Sir,  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
state  that  the  reply  to  the  first  inquiry 
ie  in  the  affirmative.  An  answering  of 
65  per  cent,  which  ie  the  same  as  last 
year,  will  be  required.  In  answer  to  the 
second  paragraph,  I  am  informed  that 
no  credit  will  be  given  other  than  is 
obtained  from  being  admitted  to  the 
examination. 


Mb.  BRYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forugn 
Afiairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called 
to  tbe  arrest  more  than  two  months  ago 
on  some  supposed  political  ground  of  a 
number  of  Armenians  in  Constantinople, 
several  of  whom  are  teachers  in  schools 
supported  by  the  Armenian  community ; 
whether  these  persons  were  detained  in 
prison  for  some  weeks,  no  formal  charge 
having  been  brought  against  them ; 
whether  they  have  now,  having  never 
been  tried  nor  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  proving  their  innocence,  been  shipped 
off  to  Tripoli,  where  they  are  at  preeent 
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kept  in  buiiabment ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  considering  not 
only  the  violations  of  justiue  involved  in 
su(^  arbitrary  impriaonment,  but  also 
the  irritation  which  such  proceedings 
produce  in  the  minds  of  the  Axmenian 
subjects  of  tlie  Sultan,  and  the  oonse- 
qaent  dangers  to  the  peace  of  Asiatic 
Turkey,  will  endeavour  to  obtain  either 
the  release  of  these  persons  and  permis' 
sion  for  them  to  return  to  their  homes, 
or  at  least  a  fair  and  open  triat  for 
them  ? 

Ths  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaxeb  Feroussoit)  Uan- 
cheater,  X.E.) :  Our  information  is  ne- 
cessarily imperfect  on  these  matters ; 
but  suspicions  of  treasonable  practices 
have,  rightly  or  wrongly,  besQ  enter- 
tained by  the  Imperial  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment, and  there  have,  oonsequently, 
been  arrests.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  do  their  utmost  to  assist  any 
persons  who  may  have  been  arrested 
without  cause  or  wrongly  punished 
whenever  they  are  able  to  ascertain  that 
that  such  wrongs  have  been  inflicted. 
But  the  mode  of  representing  any  such 
case  to  the  Government  must  be  left  to 
the  judgment  of  Her  Majesty's  Ilepre- 
sentatives  on  the  spot,  and  be  regu- 
lated by  diplomatio  usage. 

Mr.  BBYCE  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  the  Gkivemment 
would  make  inqniriee  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  this  was  a  particular  case 
for  interference  by  representation  ? 

Sin  JAMES  FERGTJSSON  :  I  have 
no  doubt  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
will  endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

ROYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY  —  IN- 
STEDOnONS  AS  TO  THE  ADMISSION 
OF  THE  PUBLIC  TO  COURT-HOUSES, 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Cliief  SeoretaiT  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant 
of  Ireland,  If  any  instructions   have 
recently  been  issued  to  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary limiting  or  interfering  with 
the  ordinary  right  of  the  general  public 
to  admission  into  public  Court-houses  in 
Ireland  within  the  limits  of  reasonable 
aocommodatioD ;    whether  he  is  aware 
that  within  the  past  nine  months  the 
Constabulary  have  frequMitl^  debarred 
the  public  £rom  enjoying  this  right  of 
access ;  if  he  is  awane  that,  at  a  public 
Jfr.  Srt/ce 
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trial  on  Wednesday,  the  20th  instant,  at 
Liscarroll,  County  Cork,  a  respectable 
trader  of  Eanturk,  Mr.  Thomas  Ltnehan, 
and  several  other  parties,  were  denied 
admission  to  the  Court,  which  was  at 
the  time  not  half  filled ;  and,  in  venturing 
to  assert  his  rig^t  to  admission,  Mr. 
Linelian  was  assaultad  by  a  constable  to 
the  knowledge  of  a  District  In^Kctor; 
and,  if  he  will  give  directions  to  the 
Police  Authorities  as  to  their  duty  in 
this  matter? 

Thk  SOtlOITOB  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  {Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  Sir,  th« 
Inspector  General  of  Constabnlary  re- 
ports that  no  instruotions  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  have  been  issued.  In  the 
particular  case  mentioned  the  Conn^ 
Inspector  reports  that  the  police  ar« 
ordered  not  to  allow  the  Court  to  be 
overcrowded.  Orders,  however,  wave 
given  that  the  friends  of  the  defendants 
should  be  admitted.  He  also  ordered 
that  Mr.  Linehan  ahoald  he  admitted ; 
but  every  seat  was  then  occupied.  Mr. 
Linehui  afterwards  complained  to  the 
County  Inspector  that  he  had  been  as- 
saulted by  a  eonstable.  It  is  not  the 
case  that  the  alleged  assault  was  com- 
mitted to  the  knowledge  of  the  District 
Inspector;  on  the  contrary,  none  of  the 
officers  present  on  dn^  witnessed  it. 

Mr.  FLYNN  asked,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  aware  that  Mr. 
Linehui  had  asked  the  County  In- 
spector to  give  him  the  name  of  the 
constable,  whom  he  pointed  out  u 
having  assaulted  him,  and  that  it  was 
refused ;  and,  if  not,  would  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  make  further 
inquiries  into  the  matter  7 

Mb.  MADDEN  replied  tiiat  as  to  the 
specific  matter  alleged  he  had  no  infor- 
mation ;  but  if  t]he  hon.  Gentleman 
required  him  to  supplement  the  infor- 
mation he  ahoald  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    {1RELASD)-C0M. 

PLAINT  AQAINST  RESIDENT  UAGIS. 

TRATE8. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  du^  devolving  on  Resident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland,  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Frooedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,  of  stating  a  case  for  the 
Superior  Courts  where  the  application 
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of  tbe  defendant  or  bia  legal  adviser 
is  not  a  frivolous  one,  Whether  be  has 
any  knowledge  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Patrick  Corcoran,  foreman  printer  to 
The  Cork  Examiner,  who  waa  tried  on 
January  9  last  by  Uesere.  Gardiner 
and  Bedmond,  and  sentenoed  to  two 
montha'  imprisonment,  baing  two  terms 
of  one  month  each ;  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  the  magistrates  refused  to 
increase  the  sentence  to  allow  of  appeal 
or  to  state  a  case  for  the  Superior 
Courts,  though  application  was  made 
by  the  defendant  s  counsel,  Ur.  Gar- 
diner BayiDg,  in  reply  to  the  said 
counsel,  Uiat — 

"Thej  vera  not  dispoied  to  (tete  a  oaw  for 
tbe  Superioi  Court,  for  the  Bimpla  tesBon  that 
it  thej  tliongiit  the  caie  vu  a  frivoloiii  one 
thoy  would  have  lUted  w  at  once ;  " 
if  he  18  aware  that  the  counsel  theie- 
n^on  retired  from  the  case,  and  de- 
clined to  defend  his  client  upon  tbe 
second  charge ;  and,  if,  in  view  of 
these  facts,  he  will  make  inquiry  into 
the  fitness  of  these  two  Besident  Magis- 
trates to  adjudicate  in  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act? 

The  80LTCIT0B  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Madden)  ^Jublin  TTni- 
Tersity) :  It  appears  that  Patrick  Cor- 
coran was  tried  on  the  9th  of  January 
last,  before  Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Bed- 
mond,  upon  two  separate  and  distinct 
charges,  and  was  sentenced  to  a  term 
of  imprisonment  of  one  month  on  each 
of  the  charges.  An  application  wae 
made  to  tbe  magistrates  to  inorease 
the  sentence,  whida  they  refused,  being 
of  opinion  that  the  sentence  imposed 
br  tnem  was  the  proper  one.  An  ap- 
pUoation  to  state  a  case  was  refused, 
not  on  tbe  ground  stated  in  tbe  Ques- 
tioD,  but  on  the  ground  that  the  ap- 
plication was  frivolous.  It  appears 
from  the  Report  before  me  that  the 
counsel  for  the  accused  left  the  Court 
before  the  second  charge  was  proceeded 
with.  I  see  no  necessity  for  making 
any  inquiry. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL (Donegal,  8.):  Are 
Dot  Messrs.  Gardiner  and  Redmond  the 
same  magistrates  who  tried  tbe  Killeagh 
prisoners,  and  are  they  not  both  ez- 
polioemen  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  They  are  the  same 
ma^strates. 

Ma.  MAG  NEILL:  Are  they  not  both 
ex- policemen  ? 
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Mb.  madden  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  state  that  myself;  but  the  informa- 
tion will  appear  on  the  Return  which 
has  been  furnished  to  the  House. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  FEMALE 
TELEGEAPH  LEARNERS,  DUBLIN- 
EXAMINATION. 

M».  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Hov 
long  ago  the  last  examination  for  female 
telegraph  learners  in  Dublin  was  held, 
and  how  soon  the  next  will  be  held; 
and,  whether  there  ie  any  foundation  for 
the  impressios  that  the  system  of  com- 
petitire  examination  by  which  these 
offices  are  distributed  in  England  and 
Scotland  has  been,  or  will  be,  dispensed 
within  Ireland? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Oambridge  University) :  The 
last  open  competition  for  the  situation 
of  female  telegraph  learners  in  Dublin 
wae  held  on  March  4,  1885.  Since  that 
date  vacancies  have  been  filled  by 
transfer  from  Provincial  offices  in  Ire- 
land, and  there  are  still  a  small  number 
of  applicants  for  such  braosfer  whose 
claims  have  to  be  considered ;  but,  sub- 
ject to  such  occasional  exceptions,  it  is 
proposed  to  adhere  to  the  rule  to  ap- 
point by  open  competition. 

RIOTS,  ftc.  (IRELAND)— THE  AFFRAY 
AT  MITCHELSTOWN  IN  SEPTEMBER 
LAST— COMPENSATION  TO  A  POLICE- 
MAN. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.B.) 
asked  the  Chief  SeoretMV  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  ia .  tbe  attempt  to  collect  the 
£1,000  ordered  to  be  levied  off  tbe 
barony  of  Condons  and  Ctongibbon  as 
Gompeneation  to  tbe  policeman  injured 
on  the  oooarion  of  the  fusillade  at 
Mitob^town,  the  Sheriff's  bailiff  seized 
a  mare  and  foal  valued  at  £30,  the 
property  of  a  small  farmer  named 
Kenealy,  at  Araglin,  to  satisfy  a  claim 
for  18«.  county  cees  with  £1  costs,  and 
that,  although  a  jennet  valued  at  £10 
wae  proffered  in  satiaf action  of  tho 
claim,  the  bailiff  insisted  on  driving  the 
mare  and  foal  a  distance  of  seven  miles 
to  Fermoy,  and  sold  them  there  ;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  legal  proceed- 
ings being  taken  by  the  owner  for  ex- 
oeseiveand7iudiotiTesei«Bre,theQoTeni- 
ment  will  interfere  1 
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The  SOLIOITOB  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.MADDEN)  (Dublin Uni- 
verBity)  (who  replied)  eaid :  The  Qo- 
vernment  bare  no  knowledge  ae  to  the 
matters  of  fact  referred  to  in  this 
Question,  county  cess  not  being  an 
Imperial  charge  over  whieh  they  hare 
control.  Nor  would  they  have  any  title 
to  interfere  in  the  circumstances  referred 
to  in  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  give  an  undertaking 
that  the  Goremment  will  not  protect 
these  bailiffs  for  any  illegal  seizures 
they  may  make ;  and  that  the  British 
taspajer  will  not  erentually  hare  to 
pay  this  oompeneatiou  F 

Ma.  MADDEN  said,  he  coidd  give 
no  undertaking  of  the  kind. 

Me.  T.  M.  he  alt  (Longford,  N.): 
Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
say,  as  a  matter  of  faot,  that  the  bailiffs 
will  not  be  defended  by  the  Government 
in  any  legal  proceedings  that  may 
arise  t 

Mb.  MADDEN :  Each  case  will  be 
considered  on  its  merits  as  it  arises. 

Ma.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  Government  have  defended 
and  paid  the  law  expenses  of  bailiffs  and 
police  who  have  acted  illegally  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  illegality  has  arisen  in  this 
matter,  and  eaoh  case  as  it  arises  will 
be  considered. 

ARMT(IHELAND)-AUXILIARrFORCES 
-8L1G0  AETILLF.BT  MILITIA- 
EQUIPMENTS. 

Ms.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  the  following  report  in  The  Irith 
Timet  of  June  IB,  from  its  military 
correspondent,  is  a  correct  description  of 
the  equipment  of  the  "Duke  of  OoU' 
naught's  Own  Sligo  Artillery  Militia":— 

"  Alltheanni,1niapiack»,Mid  great  costs  of 
the  ganDera  were  obanlete,  the  two  latter  limplf 
rotten  and  quite  unaerviceablc,  whilst  the  cac- 
bincBof  the  oldest  pattern  were  many  groovden 
and  all  unbrowned.  Eren  on  parade,  it  ttsb 
stated,  sotne  knapsaeba  in  the  Brigade  (iraued 
before  the  Crinieaa  War  to  the  then  BUgo  Kiflea) 
fell  off,  so  rotten  were  atrsps,  hucklea,and  canvaB, 
The  great  coats,  also  relics  of  ante-Crimesn 
days  (1852  their  date),  liternll;  hoDejcomlx.-t 
with  moths,  of  unpleasnat  odour,  of  many  pat- 
terns,  with  capes  and  without  them,  and  nearly 
all  unable,  apparently,  to  retain  even  the  weight 
of  a  button,  BO  many  were  deScient  of  theee 
necessary  connectiBg  links,  were  totally  uuGt 
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and  should  have  been  condemned 
years  ago,' 

0,  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  give  this  regiment  a 
proper  equipment  r 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) 
asked  whether,  in  view  of  the  unsatia- 
factory  state  of  Militia  equipment 
and  organization  generally,  and  the  sug- 
gestions which  were  put  before  the 
War  Office  Committee,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  collecting  more  evidenoe  from 
ofBoers  of  experience  in  the  force  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stashofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaetle): 
I  should  like  to  have  Notice  of  the 
latter  Question.  As  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  is  aware,  the  calling  of  evidence 
before  that  Committee  is  not  within  my 
control.  As  to  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  I  have  received  Reports  from  the 
officer  commanding  the  Brigade  and 
from  ilia  Inspecting  Of&cer  of  Royal 
Artillery.  One  hundred  and  forty-eight 
of  the  great-coats  are  old,  though  not 
so  old  as  stated  in  the  Question ;  and 
they  have  not  yet  been  used  for  the 
regulated  number  of  trainings,  and  can 
be  made  use  of.    The  great-coats   at 

S resent  in  use  are  of  the  Bifle  pattern ; 
ut  I  will  consider  whether  Artillery 
great-coats  might  not  be  issued.  The 
arms  are  in  serviceable  condition;  they 
are  browned  every  «x  years ;  and  this 
happens  to  be  the  year  for  browning 
after  the  training. 


Ma.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Philip  Ma- 
guire,  a  publican  in  Miltowu  Malbay, 
applied  a  second  time  for  a  licence  for 
premiaee  built  by  himself  at  Lahinch, 
and  was  refused,  at  the  Ennis  Quarter 
Sessions  now  sitting,  being  opposed  by 
Captain  Walsh  and  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche, 
Resident  Magistrates,  on  the  ground 
that  he,  with  others,  conspired  to  refuse 
refreshments  to  the  police;  and,  whe- 
ther, on  the  occasion.  Captain  Walsh 
Btatod  that  the  licences  of  all  the  Mil- 
townMalbaypublicanswould  be  opposed 
at  the  next  Sessions? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madbbn)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  It  is  the  case 
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that  Philip  Maguire  applied  three  times 
unsucoeaaf  ully  for  a  lioenoe  for  the  pre- 
miaeB  mentioned  in  the  Question  at  three 
euccesaive  Quarter  SeBsions  at  Eunis. 
At  the  recent  Ennis  Quarter  SessioDB 
eight  maeistrates,  including  the  Chair- 
man, decided  that  the  application  ehoiild 
not  be  entertained  until  the  LiceDsing 
SeeeionB  in  October.  I  have  no  infor- 
mation aa  to  the  ground  on  which  their 
deciaion  was  baaed.  It  ie  the  fuot  that 
the  Resident  Magistrates  mentioned  in 
the  Question  aiated  that  the  police  would 
oppose  the  renewal  of  licences  held  hy 
any  publicans  who  were  proved  to  have 
joined  a  Bojootting  oonspiracy  existing 
in  the  district  referred  to. 

LOCAL  GOVEHNMENT  (ENQLATTO  AND 
WALES)  BILL— CLAUSE  120,  SUB-SEC- 
TION 2— MAIN  ROADS  {METROPOLIS). 
Mb.  CHEMEH  (Shoreditoh,  Haggers- 
ton)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  Paragraph  ii.  Sub-section  2, 
of  Clause  120  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  shall  apply  to  the  Metropolis ;  if 
eo,  whether  the  main  roads  referred  to 
therein  are  only  those  roads  which  were 
dieturnpiked  between  the  years  IS70 
and  I67S,  and  what  oompensatory  allow- 
ance, if  any,  will  in  that  case  be  made 
to  those  districts  of  the  Metropolis  in 
whieh  sueh  "main  roads"  do  not 
exist? 

Tra  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  EitohibI 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Q-eorge's):  It  is 
intended  that  during  the  current  finan- 
cial year  payment  shall  be  made  to  the 
Yeetriea  and  District  Boards  in  the  Me- 
trepolia  as  heretofore  in  respect  of  roads 
diatumpiked  since  1870.  It  is  also  in- 
tended that  the  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  of  the  parishes  and  districts  in 
the  Metropolis  in  which  there  are  no 
such  roads  should  reeeive  a  share  of  the 
balance  referred  to  in  Paragraph  4  of 
Sub-seotion  2  of  Clause  1 90  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Bill.  The  clause  of  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  the  provisional 
arrangement  as  to  the  grant  in  respect 
of  roads  in  the  Metropolis  for  the 
current  year  may  require  some  alight 
modiGoation  to  diow  more  clearly  what 
is  contemplated,  and  this  will  receive 
attention  when  the  daose  ie  reached. 

WAE  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)— ARMY 

ACC0DTEEMEHT8. 

Mb.  OHEUER(ShaTeditch,Haggere- 

ton)  asked  the  Seotetar;  of  State  for 


War,  Whether  any  order  has  been  re- 
cently given  for  Blade  Wallis  accoutre- 
ments; and,  if  eo,  to  whom  the  order 
was  given,  and  what  quantity  was 
ordered;  whether  the  order,  although 
given  to  Captain  Slade  Wallia,  was  exe- 
cuted by  Alexander  Boss  and  Company, 
of  Orange  Boad,  Bermondeey,  who,  in 
March  last,  were  struck  off  the  list  of 
Army  contractors;  and,  whether  600 
seta  of  such  accoutrements  are  to  be 
delivered  at  Woolwich  during  the  pre- 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
Six  hundred  pouches  of  this  pattern  were 
ordered  from  Mesara.  Rosa  and  Company 
before  that  6rm  was  struck  off  the  list 
of  contractors.  Another  order  has  been 
given  to  Colonel  Slade  Wallia,  who  is 
responsible  that  the  supplies  are  equal 
to  pattern.  I  have  no  knowledge  whence 
he  obtains  hie  materials. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  aaked, 
whether  the  War  Office  admitted  the 
right  of  one  contractor  to  hand  over  the 
work  to  be  performed  by  another  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  Qo- 
vernment did  all  in  their  power  to  deal 
directly  with  the  contractor ;  but  they 
could  not  always  be  certain  as  to  who 
made  the  articles. 

Mb.  GREMER  aaked,  if  the  Depart- 
ment would  teoeive  evidence  on  this 
subject  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  would 
be  glad  to  consider  any  evidence  that 
might  be  submitted  to  him. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
THE  KOYAL  NORMAL  SCHOOL  OF 
SCIENCE— THE  PHYSICAL  LABORA- 
TORY. 

Sir  HENBY  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  he  ii  able  to  state  that 
steps  have  been  taken  to  make  provision 
for  the  temporary  accommodation  for 
the  Physical  Laboratory  at  the  Boyal 
Normal  School  of  Science,  imperatively 
demanded  by  the  requisition  of  the  site 
of  the  present  building  by  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Imperial  Institute? 

Thb  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
PLinrKW)  (Dublin  University) :  After 
consultation  with  the  Treasury  and  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  it  has  been 
agreed  to  provide  accommodation  for  the 
Physical  Laboratory,  A  large  room  ' 
will  be  erected  for  this  purpose  on  the 
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S^>aDd  now  in  the  posMssion  of  the 
avemment  to  the  north  side  of  the 
conidor  leadliiK  fi^ni  Exhibition  Boad 
to  the  Soience  Qalleries. 


Sib  BDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
Bshed  the  Seoretarj  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  as  the  Imperial  fortrese  in 
the  Uid- Atlantic,  Bermuda,  remaioB 
still  vithout  cable  oommunioation  with 
the  rest  of  Her  Majeatj's  DominionB,  he 
has  considered  that,  in  case  of  unex- 
pected war,  the  Oovemor  of  Bermuda 
would  be  without  information  of  a 
sudden  attack  ;  and,  whether,  cocsider- 
ing  that  the  cost  of  a  cable  between 
Bermuda  and  Halifax  would  be  com- 
paratively trifling,  and  might  be  re- 
couped by  the  commercial  meesa^B  of 
tradere  and  others  baring  business  with 
the  Island,  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  lay  the  cable  7 

Thk  postmaster  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
BjUkks)  (Oambrid^e  University)  (who 
replied)  said :  I  mvited,  and  on  the 
30th  of  April  received,  tenders  for  the 
laying,  working,  and  maintenanoe  of  a 
cable  between  Halifax  and  Bermuda. 
These  tenders  are  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Oovemment. 

Sir  EDWABD  WATKIN :  This  is  a 
greatqaestionof  national  defence.  Oould 
not  the  work  be  poshed  on  in  a  bueinesa- 
like  way  ? 

Mb.  BAIKES:  The  work  wUl  be 
pushed  on  when  the  Government  has 
approved  of  the  tender. 

COUMISSIONEKS  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS- 
TOBY     ISLAND      LIGHTHOOSB  — 
TELEGRAPHIC      COMMUNICATION 
WITH  THE  MAINLAND. 
SiE  EDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
What  further  ateps,  if  any,  have  been 
taken  in  the  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty to  connect  the  improved   Itght- 
houaes  on  Ton  Island  by  electric  cable 
with  the  mainland? 

The  president  of  thx  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohafi,  Hioks-Bxaob) 
(Bristol,  W.)  (who replied)  said,  he  had 
reason  to  know  that  Lloyds'  were  in 
oommunioation  with  the  Postmaster 
General  on  the  aubjeot  of  telegrapbio 
communication  with  Tory  Island,  and 
Mr.Pimht 


added  that  Uoyda'  Signal  Stadon  Bill 
was  still  before  Parliament. 


8m  UGHTEED  KAT-SHUrTLE- 
WOETH  (Lanoaahire,  Clitberoe)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  What  is  the  total  amount  which 
it  is  estimated  will  be  received  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  in  Lancashire 
(inoluding  the  oounty  boronghs),  from 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax ;  and,  whether 
statistics  on  this  subject  will  be  distri- 
buted to  Members  before  the  House  is 
called  upon  to  discuss  in  Committee  the 
clauses  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
relatiog  to  main  roads  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
total  amount  which  it  is  estimated  will 
be  raised  in  England  and  Wales  from 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax  is  £168,000, 
and  from  the  Horse  Tax  £S40,000,  or 
£700,000  in  all.  No  accurate  estimate 
can  be  given  of  the  yield  of  the  tax  in 
Lancaslure  or  any  other  oounty  taken  by 
itself. 

PUBLIC  OFFICES— THE  EECEIVEB  AND 
ACCOUNTANT  GENBBAL'8  OFFICE- 
ANNUAL  LEAVE. 

Ma.  FICKEE8GILL  (Bethnal  Qreen, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
What  period  of  annual  leave  is  autho- 
rized by  the  Treasury  for  the  clerks  in 
the  Eeoeiver  and  Accountant  General's 
Office  r 

TtnPOBTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiebb)  (Cambridge  TTniverrity) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Queation,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  period  of  leave 
enjoyed  by  the  clerks  in  the  Receiver 
and  Accountant  General's  Office  is  one 
month  in  the  course  of  the  year.  In 
this  privilege  hitherto  a  share  has  not 
been  granted  to  five  officers  who,  though 
called  olerks,  have  never  been  employed 
on  clerical  duties.  But  as  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  perpetuate  what  may  be  thought 
an  invidious  distinction,  I  have  directed 
that,  in  future,  the  same  privilege  shall 
be  extended  to  these  officers. 


Mb.  W.  EEDMOND    (Fermanagh, 
N.}  asked  the  Seoretarr  of  State  for  liie 
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Home  Deportment,  Whether  hia  atteo' 
tion  has  oeea  called  to  the  folloving 
&ot8  in  regard  to  the  treatmeat  of  a 
man  in  Coins;  Hatch  Afl7luin : — 

"John  Stickle^,  an  old  man  of  18,  wu  rft 
moT«d  to  the  tuylum  Uut  Btiturday  (rom  Ham- 
meiuDith  Police  Court.  lie  wm  tbee  in  a  teebli 
condition  and  perfectly  i^aiet.  On  Monday  hit 
friends  were  iedormed  that  ha  was  leiiouBlj  ill, 
and  on  Tuesday-  he  wag  dead.  At  the  time  of 
hii  deatli  he  bad  a  broken  jaw  and  had  loat  a 
tooth,  and  the  jury  find  that  his  deaOi  was 
accelerated  hj  these  injoriei  ;  " 
whether  there  is  any  eridenoe  to  prove 
vbetherthe  injuries  were  caused  after 
the  man  entered  the  aejlum ;  and, 
whether  the  Oovemment  will  order  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  matter? 

Thb  SEOEETART  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthzwb}  (Birmingham,  K.) :  Thefaots 
are  stated  with  subBtantial  accuracy  in 
the  hon.  Ueraber's  Question.  The  jury 
found  that  Btickley's  injuries  were  re- 
ceived after  he  entered  the  asylum.  The 
Lunacy  Gommiasioners  inform  me  that 
the  Oommittee  of  Yisitore  of  the  Oolney 
Hatch  Asylum  have  intimated  to  them 
their  intention  to  hold  a  searching  in- 
quiry into  all  the  Diroumstances  attend- 
ing the  death  of  this  patient.  The  in- 
qniry  is  to  begin  on  Friday,  and  the 
Oommissioners  have  requested  to  be  at 
once  informed  of  the  result. 

ABMT— PKBLIMIWAEY  EXAMINATIOHa 
— ERE0R8  IN  EXAMINATION  PAPESa. 
CoLOMXL  DUNCAN  (Finsbuiy,  Hol- 
born]  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  a  faot  that,  at  the 
reoent  Army  preliminarr  examination 
held  on  the  13th  and  14th  of  June,  there 
was  an  error  in  the  17th  question  in  the 
arithmetio  paper,  inasmnoli  as  one  num- 
ber was  written  with  two  decimal  points 
i'  13'56  grains)  ;  that  in  the  examination 
or  admission  to  the  Boyal  UiUtary  Aca- 
demy, Woolwich,  held  on  the  20th  of 
June  and  the  following  days,  there  were 
two  mistakes  in  the  algebra  paper,  inas- 
muoh  aa  in  Question  8 

1  « 

(4  +  /T6)   +  (4  +  Vie) 
was  inserted  instead  of 

_  i  _* 

{i+^U)    +(4-Vl6) 
as  it  should  probably  have  beta  written ; 
and  in  Question  12  :  "  Is  the  sum  of  the 
first  r  oo^ffloienta  in  the  expan«i<Hi  of 
(1  — *)— n,  ftc"  instead  of  "Is  tbe  oo- 


t  Tmn  36,  1 888 )  {TrtUni).  \  ST8 

effloient  of  xr    in    the    expansion   of 


(1  — x)~u,  &o. ;  "  that  the  supply  of 
papers  in  the  trigonometry  examination 
was  insufficient  to  acoommodate  the 
number  of  candidates  who  presented 
themseivee,  in  oonaequence  of  which 
some  papers  had  to  be  torn  in  half,  so 
that  while  some  candidates  had  the  op- 
portunity of  seeing  at  the  same  time  all 
the  questions  proposed,  others  had  not 
the  same  advantage ;  and,  whether  the 
Civil  Service  Coaunissioners  will  take 
these  irregularities  into  due  oonsidera- 
tion  before  publishing  the  results  of 
those  examinations,  and  will  take  steps 
to  prevent  their  recurrence  in  future  ? 

The  SECEETART  (Mr.  Jaoksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  With  regard  tb  the  double 
decimal  point,  the  error  arose  in  striking 
off  oopiea,  the  proof  having  been  correct. 
No  candidate  would  suffer,  at  it  was 
immaterial  which  point  was  taken,  and 
either  answer  would  be  accepted  as 
correct.  As  regards  the  Woolwich 
paper,  Question  8  as  printed  was  unob- 
jectionable, and  those  who  worked  it 
correctly  obtained  full  marks,  while 
those  who  assumed  it  to  be  misprinted 
and  worked  it  correctly  on  that  assump- 
tion also  obtained  full  marks.  There 
wae  prsotioally  no  difference  or  difficulty 
between  the  two  forms  of  the  question- 
There  was  no  mistake  in  Question  13, 
which  was  perfectly  correct  as  it  origi- 
nally stood ;  but  notice  was  given  in  the 
examination  room  before  tbe  oandidatea 
began  to  work  the  paper  of  a  alight 
alteration  introduced  in  the  interest  of 
the  candidates  to  make  it  easier.  As 
regards  the  deficiency  in  the  number  of 
examination  papers,  only  six  oandidatea 
were  affected.  A  slight  allowance  of 
time  was  offered  them  in  compensation, 
of  which,  however,  only  three  availed 
themselves.  I  need  only  add  that  I  am 
Borry  that  mistakes  of  this  kind  have 
arisen,  because  this  is  twice  within  a 
week  that  I  have  had  to  answer  Ques- 
tions of  this  kind.  I  have  requested 
that  greater  care  ehall  he  taken  in 
futsre. 

THE   MAOI8TBA0Y    (IRELANDj-RESI. 

DENT      MAGISTRATES  —  APPOINT- 

MBNT8. 

Me.  T.  M.  HBALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  many  Sesi- 
dent  Magistrates  have  been  appointed 
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rule  of  law  vrhich  would  praTont  a  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  or  a  County  Treasurar  from 
acting  an  an  election  agent.  The  Olerk 
of  the  Peace,  however,  being-  charged 
with  certain  important  funotions  in  oon- 
neotion  with  the  registration  of  Totare, 
could  not  properly,  in  my  opinion,  act  in 
any  way  as  an  agent  in  Uie  Keviaion 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDDBE 
(lEELAND)  ACT,  1887-JUDGMENTS 
IN  THE  EILLEAGH  CASE^BHORT- 
HAND  WBIl'BB'8  TSOTES. 

Hk.  T.  U.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  oaa  state 
the  reason  why  the  GoTemmant  have 
refused  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of 
the  shorthand  writer's  notea  of  the 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  the  Killeagh  habeas  corpus  oasea, 
seeing  that  a  copy  of  the  Chief  Baron's 
address  10  the  j  ury  in  "  Blunt  o.  Balfour  " 
has  been  laid  upon  the  Table ;  whether 
the  Qorernment  will  reconsider,  in  the 
light  of  the  Killeagh  decision,  the  cases 
of  suoh  prisoners  as  the  Uilltown  Ual- 
bay  men,  whose  sentenose  for  refusal  to 
supply  goods  have  been  confirmed  on 
appe^,  and  who  are,  therefore,  deprived 
of  further  legal  remedy ;  would  it  be 
possible,  under  the  County  Courta  Acts, 
for  Rules  to  be  framed  by  the  County 
Court  Judges,  so  that  the  oonvictiona 
tbey  affirm  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  should  in  all  oases  refer 
to  the  evidence  on  which  the  conviot ions 
were  grounded,  so  that  it  may  be  pos* 
sible  for  prisoners  under  sentence  uter 
appeal  to  test  the  legality  of  their  im- 
prisonment by  habeas  corpus  ;  will  any 
steps  be  taken  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  last  year 
reported  in  Bantard,  vol.  815,  p.  284, 
as  follows  :— 

"  There  will  bs  on  appeal  in  «Tery  wm  to  t. 
County  Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  Itigal  tecbnt- 
calitiei,  the  County  Court  Judge  it  Mijeotad  to, 
the  QoverDmaut  nill  be  prepared  to  oouiider  a 
for  giving  an  appeal  in  cases  in  which  a 
difficul'  '       ■       '     ■   ■  -■■" 

higher  tribun 

and,  if  he  can  state  how  many  persons 
ore  still  confined  under  sentences  con* 
firmed  on  appeal  for  conspiracy  to  com- 
pel and  induce  others  to  do  or  abstain 
&om  doin^  certain  aotaf 


stnoe  the  present  Government  took 
Office? 

Thb  SOLIOITOIt  GENEHAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said  :  Ten  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  have  been  appointed 
since  the  present  Government  succeeded 
to  Offlos. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  RuBsell)  came  to  say  last  evening 
that  there  were  only  three  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

ULSTER    OANAL    AND  TTEONE 
NAVIGATION   BILL. 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Ulster  Canal  Bill,  as  revised 
by  the  Select  Committee,  will  be  taken 
on  the  Report  stage;  are  the  Govern- 
ment inchargeof  the  Bill;  if  not,  who  is; 
and,  what  opportunity  will  be  given  for 
preparing  and  discussing  Amsndmenta 
to  it? 

Thx  secretary  [Mr.  Jaoesos) 
(Leeds,  N.)  in  reply,  said,  he  believed 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Bill.  He 
thought  it  would  be  unusual  to  give  any 
Opportunities  for  discussing  Amend- 
ments beyond  those  that  usually  occur. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  intend  to  put 
down  a  great  number  of  Amendments  ; 
and  as  there  will  be  a  Morning  Sitting 
on  Friday  for  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  that  would  be  an  inconvenient 
time.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  prevail  on  the  promotors  to  post- 
pone the  Bill  to  next  week  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  suggested  that  the 
Amendments  should  be  put  down  im- 
mediately. 

PARLIAMENTABY  ELECTIONS— FAETT 
AGENTS-ELIGIBILITY  OF  CLERKS 
OF  THE   PEACE  OR  COUNTY   TREA- 


Me.  p.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbuiy) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  or  County  Treasurers,  being 
public  servants,  are  entitled  to  act  as 
party  agents  in  the  Revision  Courts  or 
as  candidates'  agents  at  Parliamentary 
elections  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthxws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  statutory  provision  or 
Mr.  T.  U.  Btulj/ 
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Tkk  80LI0IT0R  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkn)  (DubUn  TJni- 
verBity)  (nho  replied)  eaid  :  It  would  be 
obviouBly  neither  possible  nor  ezpedient 
to  lay  on  the  Table  oopiea  of  the  Judg- 
ments in  all  the  caseB  which  come  before 
the  Courts  under  the  Act  of  last  year. 
There  is  an  obvious  distinction  betweea 
the  Charge  of  the  Chief  Boron  in  the 
case  of  "Blunt  e.  Byrne,"  which  has 
general  application  to  the  combination 
known  as  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  the 
Judgments  in  the  Killeagh  kabeai  eor- 
piu  case,  which— except  so  far  aa  they 
dealt  with  legal  questions  of  hAbea*  cor- 
pui  and  arliorari — were  only  applicable 
to  the  particular  parts  of  the  case  before 
the  Court.  In  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that  the  de- 
cision in  the  £illeagh  oases  does  not  af- 
fect the  Qaeea  of  the  prisoners  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  The  facts  of  the  cases 
were  entirely  different,  and  the  pri- 
soners have  availed  themselves  of  the 
right  of  appeal.  It  would  not  be  within 
the  power  ol  the  Court  and  Judges 
to  adopt  the  oonrse  anggeeted  in  the 
third  paragraph.  The  matter  referred 
to  in  the  first  paragraph  has  already 
been  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
man  when  this  Question  appeared  first 
on  the  Paper.  There  are  at  present,  so 
far  as  can  be  ascertained  from  the  re- 
cords at  head  quarters,  10  persons  con- 
fined under  sentence  for  conspiracy  con- 
firmed on  appeal.  There  are  also  four 
persons  confined  for  inciting  to  con- 
spiracy. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by 
whose  desire  the  Paper  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  Honse  of  Commons  oon- 
taining  the  Judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  in  "Blunt v.  Byrne;"  and  I  wish 
to  ask  him  was  it  not  a  decision  at 
Jfiii  Priui  binding  practically  ou  no- 
body ;  and  was  not  that  decision  in  the 
case  of  the  Killeagh  prisoners  a  decision 
in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  final  so  far 
as  they  were  oancemed,  and  so  far  ae 
any  Court  was  oonoemed ;  and  why  a 
decision  that  was  binding  on  nobody 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
while  the  Government  refuse  to  give  us 
an  authoritative  decision  in  regard  to  a 
very  great  matter  of  public  interest  P 

Ma.  MADDEN  eaid,  that  if  the 
Judge's  Charge  in  "  Blunt  v.  Byrne  " 
was  binding  on  no  onst  he  oould  only 
express  his  astonishment  that  it  was 

YOL-  OOOXXVII.   [;thibd  sBaiEs.] 
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moved  for  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  hays 
said  binding  on  any  Court. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAR0OURT(  Derby): 
The  Solicitor  General  is  not  asked  a 
Question  ae  to  why  the  Judgment  in 
"Blunt  V.  Byrne"  was  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  but  he  is  asked  wh^  the 
Judgment  in  the  Eilleagh  case  is  r»> 
fused? 

Mk.  madden  said,  in  his  previous 
answer  he  stated  distinctly  that  in  the 
Charge  of  the  Chief  Barou,  the  general 
combination  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam< 
paign  was  dealt  with,  and  that  was  a 
subject  of  the  greatest  public  import- 
ance; whereas  in  the  Killeagh  cases 
the  judgments  so  far  as  they  went  out- 
side the  legal  questions  of  hah»a»  eorput 
and  Mrtiorari—\}£.T.  T.  M.  Healt  : 
Oh  !] — were  only  applicable  to  the  facta 
of  the  particular  case  before  the  Court. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOUET  asked, 
did  not  the  Killeagh  cases  deal  with  the 
questions  of  exclusive  dealing,  and  the 
principles  applicable  to  that  case  and  the 
evidence  proper  to  support  it  1 

Mr.  madden  said,  no  general  prin- 
ciples were  laid  down;  and  thejudgments 
were  easily  accessible  to  the  public, 
for  th^  were  fully  reported  in  the 
public  Press;  and  they  did  not  deal 
with  the  conspiracy  known  as  Boycot- 
ting in  the  sense  in  which  the  Judgment 
in  "Blunt  c  Byrne"  dealt  with  the 
combination  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  did  not  the  Judgment  in  the 
Killeagh  cases  lay  down  what  were  the 
proper  rules  to  be  observed  in  charges 
of  conspiracy  and  esolusive  dealing 
under  the  Grimes  Act;  and  whether, 
under  those  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  it  important  to  make 
public  the  solemn  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Exoheq  uer  f 

Hr.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir.  It  lays 
down  no  general  rules  on  that  branch 
of  the  case ;  it  simply  deals  with 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  nek 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
will  tell  the  House  what  is  the  objection 
to  lay  the  notes  upon  the  Table ;  and  I 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  at  the  public 
expense,  because  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  harmony  with  the 
deoision  in  "Blunt  v.  Bi^four,"  the 
notes  of  the  Judgment  were  laid  on  tb9 
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Table,  and  why  he  objects  to  follow 
the  same  coarse  in  the  Killeagh  oaae, 
vhioh  was  no  more  amplj  reported  in 
the  newspapers  than  was  the  Blunt  and 
Balfour  case ;  and  if  the  hou.  and 
learned  O-entleman  refaees  to  laj  the 
Judgment  on  the  Table  will  he  at  least 
lay  the  portion  of  the  Judgment  dealing 
with  the  question  of  oonspiraoy  and  ex- 
clusive dealing? 

Mb.  MADDEN'  said,  the  objeotion 
was  the  obvious  one,  that  all  Judgments 
could  not  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
Hooae ;  that  some  discrimination  must 
be  observed  as  to  what  Judgment  should 
be  laid  upon  the  Table.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  lay  on  the  Table  Beports 
of  all  the  Judgments.  Some  rule  must 
be  laid  down.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hkaly: 
What  rule?]  The  rule  was  that  a  Judg- 
ment dealing  with  oertatn  principles, 
such  as  that  he  had  stated,  might  fairly 
be  laid  upon  the  Table ;  while  a  Judg- 
ment dealing  with  the  facts  of  a  parti- 
cular case  might  fairly  be  refused  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  JOHN  M0RLE7  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  Will  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  be  hind  enough  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  this  Judgment, 
upon  which  we  may  fairly  base  our 
decision  when  we  come  to  vote  the  sala- 
ries of  Resident  Magistrates  ? 
[No  reply-T 

Mb.  8FEAKEB  called  upon  Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean  to  ask  tbe  next  Question. 

Tin:  LORD  MAYOR  or  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  rose. 
Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 
Mb.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether  the  Judgment  in  this  Eil- 
leagh  ease  was  directly  quoted  by  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Solicitor  General  and  other  Members  ef 
th*  Government  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  last  night ;  and  whether,  if  that 
is  so,  they  are  not  bound,  for  the  infor- 
mation at  the  House,  to  lay  a  oopy  upon 
the  Table  P 

Hb.  speaker  :  That  does  not  come 
under  the  Rule ;  but  I  suppose  that  the 
Judgment  will  be  aooeasible  to  hon. 
Members.  [CVm#  <»/"No!"]  Of  course, 
if  it  were  not,  and  if  it  were  only  an 
official  docnment,  and  they  have  quoted 
from  it,  they  would  be  bound  to  lay  a 
oopy  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  give  Notice 

that  I  shall  move  for  the  production  of 

Mr.  1,  M.  Su^ 


the  dooumentfl  quoted  by  the  Govern- 
ment  last  night  in  the  debate. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  tho 
expression  of  opinion  which  had  been 
given  from  the  Ohair,  the  Qovemment 
would,  without  formal  Motion,  lay  on 
the  Table  the  Judgments  in  the  Killeagh 
ease? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  better  put  his 
Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  then 
the  Government  will  decide  as  to  the 
course  they  ought  to  take. 

EAST  INDIA  (MR.  W.  TAYLEE,  OF 
PATNA). 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  It  he  is  aware  that  after  Mr. 
Tayler,  ex -Commissioner  of  Patna,  had 
declined  the  inquiry  offered  him  into  his 
judicial  conduct  at  Fatna,  Lord  Canning 
aeverthelesB  insisted,  in  the  interest  of 
public  justice,  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
held  into  certain  cases  connected  with 
the  Fatna  riots,  and  called  upon  the 
Sudder  Court  of  Bengal  to  revise  the 
sentences  passed  by  Mr,  Tayler  on  per- 
sons who  still  remained  ahve,  in  order 
to  remedy  substantial  injustice  where 
such  should  appear  to  have  been  com- 
mitted ;  that  the  Sudder  Court  aooord- 
ingly,  on  June  29,  1B59,  forwarded  to 
the  Government  of  Bengal  a  Judgment 
which  the  Court  had  recorded  after  an 
examination  of  the  papers;  and, whether 
a  oopy  of  the  judicial  record  of  proceed- 
ings in  this  case  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  along  with  the 
Correspondence  moved  for  yesterday  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kensington 
(Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge)  ? 

Thk  UNDER  8E0RETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  Joh«  Gorbt)  (Chatham) : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
firom  the  Registrar  of  the  Buddar  Court 
to  the  Government  of  Bengal  of  the  29th 
of  June,  1659,  forwarding  a  Judgment 
of  that  Court  on  the  oases  of21  persona 
then  alive  who  had  been  tried  and  con- 
victed by  Mr.  William  Tayler  for  com- 
plicity in  the  Fatna  riots  of  the  3rd 
of  Jidy,  1857.  After  carefully  going 
through  the  reoords  of  the  trials,  the 
Court  thought  the  evidence  altogether 
insufficient  to  sustaia  the  conviction  of 
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IS  of  the  pTisoaers.  la  another  oaM 
the  Oourt  thought  the  evidence  onaatiB- 
factorj,  and  recommended  that  hia  sen- 
tence  should  be  remitted.  In  the  two 
remaining  oasas  the  oonyiction  was  up- 
held. There  is  no  objeotion  to  the  pro- 
dnotion  of  these  dooumenta  if  the  hon. 
Hember  will  move  for  them. 

THE    MAGISTBACY    (IRELAND)  —  MH. 

CDLLEN,  DIVISIONAL  MAGI8THATB, 

DUNDALK. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  aefced 
the  Chief  Secretarr  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
thaton  Wednesday  last,  when  the  people 
were  quietly  and  peaoeabl;  moving  from 
the  Dundalk  Eailway  Station,  where 
the;  had  met  the  hon-  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Billon)  and  his  friends,  Mr. 
CuUen,  Divieional  Magistrate,  ordered 
the  dragoons  and  constabulary  to  stop 
the  proeeasion,  and  thereby  caused  con- 
siderable confusion  and  disorder  during 
which  several  peiaena  were  thrown 
down  and  injured;  and,  whether  Mr. 
CuUen  had  received  instructions  from 
Dnblin  Castle  to  act  in  this  war  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madcsk)  (Dublin 
University)  (who  replied)  said:  This 
Question  being  put  down  without  Notice, 
I  have  not  ha^  time  to  obtain  a  speoifio 
Report  as  to  the  proceedings  at  the 
period  of  time  to  which  the  Question  re- 
fers. The  Police  Beports  now  available 
deal  with  the  disturbances  which  pre- 
vailed later  in  the  day. 


Ma.  A.  L.  BROWN  (Hairick,  fto.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  on  May  3,  Mr.  William 
Qibbie,  skinner,  Galashiels,  was  fishing 
on  the  Tweed  near  St.  Boswell's,  when 
Mr.  Andrew  Goodfellow,  gamekeeper  to 
Lord  Polwartb,  ordered  him  to  desist, 
and,  on  his  refusing  to  do  so,  assaulted 
him ;  whether  on  the  same  day  Gibbie 
gave  iaformation  of  the  assault  to  Con- 
stable Telfer,  of  Langlee,  who  reported 
it  to  the  Fiscal ;  whether  on  the  same 
day  GFoodfetlow  gave  information  of 
assault  against  Gibbie,  and  whether  the 
Fisoal  at  once  instituted  proceedinga 
against  Gibbie,  who  wae  tried  on  May 
17  and  acquitted  ;  whether  on  the  day 
of  the  trial  Gibbie  made  complaint  to 
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the  Fiscal  against  Qoodfellow,  and  whe- 
ther the  Fiscal  intimated  to  Gibbie'a 
agent  on  May  31  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  take  up  his  complaint ;  whether 
Gibbie  and  hia  Friend  Thomas  Young, 
who  was  witness  of  the  assault,  have 
eince  made  affidavit  before  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  stating  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  forwarded  the  same  to  the  Lord 
Advocate,  asking  him  take  up  the  com- 
plaint ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to  in- 
stitute proceedings  against  the  game- 
keeper for  the  alleged  assault  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macsonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  UniTersitiei) :  It  is  the  fact 
that,  on  the  date  mentioned,  a  man, 
named  Gebbienot  Gibbie,  was  fishings 
in  theTweed  near  St.  Boswell's,  at  a  place 
where  he  had  no  right  to  fish ;  and  on 
being  requested  to  desist  by  the  game- 
keeper, Andrew  Goodfellow,  he  refused 
to  do  so,  whereupon  a  scuffle  ensued,  in 
which  the  gamekeeper  was  severely  in- 
jured, a  rib  being  fractured.  It  is  also 
the  case  that  Gebbie  informed  Constable 
Telford  of  the  alleged  assault,  but  no 
charge  wae  made  by  him  until  after  he 
was  chained  by  the  police  with  the  aS' 
eault  on  Goodfellow,  though  he  passed 
two  police  stations  on  his  way ;  and 
when  lodging  his  complaint  with  Tel- 
ford, he  said  that  Goodfellow  had  not 
struck  him  at  all.  Goodfellow  gave  in- 
formation of  the  assault  upon  him  imme- 
diately after  the  occurrence,  and  Gebbie 
was  tried  on  May  1 7,  but  the  charge 
was  found  "  not  proven."  Although  I 
have  no  definite  information  on  the 
points  mentioned  in  the  fourth  para- 
graph, I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  their 
oorreotnesB.  On  May  31  s  man  named 
John  Johnston,  Secretary  of  the  Tweed 
Fisheries  Acts  Repeal  and  Angling  Law 
Betorm  League,  wrote  to  me  enclosing 
two  affidavits.  I  made  full  inquiry  into 
the  case,  and  satisfied  myself  that  there 
wae  no  ground  for  any  prosecution  of 
Goodfellow,  and  informed  Johnston  of 
this  decision.  The  counter-charge  was 
evidently  an  after- thought.  There  was 
no  injury  done  to  Gebbie,  although  he 
had  a  trifling  scratch  on  his  neck.  I  do 
not  intend  to  take  any  prooeedinga. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 
A.  L.  Bnown, 

Ml.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said,  hs 
thought  probably  the  Proourator  Fiscal 
proceeded  on  the  fact  that  one  man  hod 
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brolEen  ribs  and  one  man  was 
jured. 

FINANCE,  &c.— SCOTCH  CONTIBDTIONS 
TO  THE  EXCHEQDEH. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkoud- 
brig'ht)  Bsked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiequer,  with  reference  to  the  oorre- 
Bpondence  between  himBelt  and  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  on  Local  Taxation 
(Parliamentary  Paper,  O.  5J18),  Ob 
what  principle  does  he  baEte  bis  calcu- 
lations that  the  share  of  Scotland  ii 
one-third  of  the  whole  Probate  Duty — 
namely,  £l,420,COO,  to  be  devoted  to 
the  relief  of  local  taxation,  will  only 
amount  to  £156,000 — namely,  11  per 
cent ;  what  is  the  proportion  per  cent, 
and  amount,  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
England  and  Ireland  respectively;  and, 
vhether  the  present  grant  to  medical 
relief  and  to  lunatic  poor  (seeing  there 
ia  DO  mention  of  these  grants  in.  the 
oorrespondenoe]  will  bo  continned  during 
the  present  year  as  heretofore  ? 

Thb  CH ANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Ur.  OoBonxn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square] :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  first  Question,  I  can  only  give 
him  the  same  answer  whioh  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  QeorgQ  Campbell)  on  the 
28rd  of  A[)ril  last,  that  the  figure  of  1 1 
per  cent  is  baaed  upon  a  very  complex 
oaloulation,  involving  the  use  of  several 
independent  seta  cf  figures,  the  results 
of  one  set  being  cheoKed  by  those  of 
another.  I  added  that  the  net  result 
was  nearer  10  than  U  per  cent,  and  that 
I  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
figures  I  adopted  were  favourable  to 
Scotland.  In  reply  to  his  second  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  the  proportion 
of  iSobateDuty  to  be  given  to  England 
and  Wales  is  80  per  cent,  and  to  Ire- 
land 9  per  cent.  The  amount  of  Probate 
Duty  to  be  given  to  England  and  Wales 
will,  on  this  calculation,  be  £1,1.16,000, 
and  to  Ireland  £127,000,  in  1688-9. 
My  answer  to  his  third  Question  is,  Yes. 


Aet,  18: 


Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that 
ConsulJobnaton,  of  Opobo,  is  coming  to 
England ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
this  Consul  has  recently  concluded 
Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Ui»i9fMli 


Treaties  with  certain  Natives  in  the  in 
terior  of  Africa  without  first  submitting 
the  terms  of  the  TreatieB  to  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  ? 

Thb  under  SEOEETAEY  oy 
STATE  (Sir  Jauxb  Fkboubbon)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Mr.  Johnston  has  ar- 
rived in  England.  He  has  &om  time  to 
time  concluded  Treaties  in  the  interest 
of  British  commerce  with  Native  Chiefs 
under  a  general  authority  to  do  so  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Consul  in  18B4,  and 
in  a  prescribed  form,  which  has  been  laid 
before  Parliament. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  gave  Notice 
that  on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  he 
should  move  a  reduction  in  Consul 
Johnston's  salary. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— 
CASE  OF  "OWEN  WYNNE,  LAND- 
LORD, V.  JAME8  U'KEOWN,"  MANOR- 
HAMILTON. 

Ma.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  askod 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  order  made  by 
the  County  Court  Judge  at  Manorhamil- 
ton  Quarter  Seseions  on  October  18, 
1887,  in  the  case  of  "Owen  Wynne, 
landlord,  v.  James  M'Keown,"  tenant, 
which  is  as  follows : — 
' '  Ordsr  of  Court. — If  the  dafendant  pays  oas 

Jsst'b  rent  on  or  bafoifl  11th  NoTOmber  I8ST, 
it  him  be  reitored  to  his  holding.  I  rsHTTs 
further  coiuideraUoQ  as  to  the  rest  of  smus;  " 
whether  he  is  aware  that  James 
M'Keown  has  recently  suffered  14  days' 
imprisonment  on  a  charge  of  forcible 
entry  and  detainer  of  the  bouse  from 
whii^  he  bad  been  evicted  by  the  land- 
lord, though  he  pleaded  that  he  had 
offered  a  year's  rent  to  the  agent,  Mr. 
George  Hewson,  in  aooordanoe  with  the 
terms  of  the  County  Court  Judge's  order; 
whether  Mr.  George  Hewson  denied  on 
oath,  at  the  recent  trial  of  M'Keown, 
the  existence  of  any  such  order ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  George  Hewson,  both  before 
and  after  giving  evidence  against 
M'Keown,  did,  as  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
sit  on  the  Bench  with  Colonel  Tamer, 
B.M.,  and  Mr.  Moloney,  R.M.,  partici- 
pating in  the  work  of  the  Petty  Sessions; 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
will  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
George  Hewson;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  making  some  compensation  to 
Mr.  M'Keown  for  unmerited  punisbneDt 
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obliged  to  take  until  he  made  the  an- 
nouncement. 

Ka.  BBADLATTOH  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  it  hie  facili- 
ties extended  to  Wednesdays,  vould 
consider  the  point  urged  h^  him  early 
in  the  Session — that  the  operation  of 
the  New  Kule  praotioally  deprived  pri- 
rate  Members  of  any  opportunity  of 
proceeding  with  Opposed  Bills? 

SMALL  HOLDINGS— THE  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Eiret  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Hold- 
ings will  be  empowered  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  with  regard  to  Scotland  as 
well  as  bhigland  ;  and,  if  Scotch  Mem- 
bers will  be  represented  on  the  Com- 
mittee? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith]  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  da 
not  see  any  objection  to  Scotland  being 
included  in  the  Reference  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Small  Holdings.  If  such 
incluaioait  made,  Scotch  Members  will 
be  represented  on  the  Committee. 
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and  the  grave  lose  sustained  by  his 
family  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddek)  (Dublin  Uni- 
verajty)  (who  replied)  detailed  the 
TariouB  proceedings  in  the  matter,  and 
said  that  if  Mr.  M'Keown  felt  aggrieved 
he  oould  bring  an  action  for  damages, 
but  the  Qovemment  had  no  intention  of 
compensating  him. 

LAOT)    LAW    (IBELAND)    ACT,     1881— 

CASE    OF      "SAEtAH      MAQUIRE      v. 

OWEN  WYNNE."  MANORHAMILTON. 

Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  when  at 
the  late  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, Mr.  £.  O.  M'Devitt  in  the  chair, 
at  Manorhamilton,  County  Leitrim,  the 
case  of  "Sarah  Maguire  e.  Owen 
Wynne "  came  on  for  hearing,  the 
Chairman,  without  any  inspection  of 
the  holding,  or  inquiry  into  the  question 
of  the  tenant's  improvements  on  the 
evidence  ot  the  landlord's  valuation, 
fixed  the  judicial  rent  on  the  basis  of 
the  old  rent ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  afford  facilities  to 
Sarah  Maguire  for  a  re-hearing  of  her 
case? 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  he  had 
applied  for  the  necessary  information, 
and  be  would,  when  he  received  it, 
communicate  with  the  bon.  Member. 

Mr.  OON  WAT  said,  he  would  repeat 
the  Question  on  Thursday. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ma.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Ixjrd  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  shortly 
to  ask  the  House  that  the  whole  Sittings 
on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  may  he  allotted 
to  Qovemment  Business? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTH)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
probable  that  tiie  Government  will  have 
to  ask  the  House  for  further  facilities 
for  dealing  with  Government  Business. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  these  facilities  would 
touch  Wednesdays  as  well  as  Tuesdays 
and  Fridavs? 

Mi 
not  I 


MOTIONS. 


NOTICES  OF  MOTION  AND  ORDERS  OP 
THE  DAY. 
Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  Tesuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion  relating  to 
"  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  [Ireland) 
Act,  1S87,"  have  precedence  this  day  of  the 
Noticei  of  Motion  and  other  Orders  of  the  Day. 
—(Mt.  Williem  Emrg  iSinilA.) 


Oritrtd,  Tbat  the  proceeding*  oa  the  Motion 
relating  to  "  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  it  under  diacuMion  at 
Twelve  o'cloct  thia  night,  be  not  interrupted 
under  the  Standing  Urder  "tiittinge  of  the 
House."— (Jfr.  WiUiam  Emry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE    SAY. 


CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PHOCEDUEK 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887. 

BEBOLtiTioN.     [aejoitened  debate."] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Question  [2&th  June], 
"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  llouso,   the 

operation  ot '  The  Criminal  law  and  Procedure 
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could  not  help  thinking  of  the 
thouBandB  and  hundreds  of  thousanda  of 
Norah  Fitzmauricea  whom  Irish  laud- 
lordiam  haa  flung  out  to  die  on  the  road- 
aide  or  to  meet  perhapa  a  vorae  fate  in 
the  atreetB  of  New  York,  without  one 
word  of  protest  or  one  tear  for  their  fate 
from  hun.  Qentlemen  opposite.  Ib  it 
candid,  is  it  honest  for  the  Member  for 
Tyrone  to  mention  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  these  crimea  in  Kerry  in  the 
aame  breadth,  as  if  there  were  eome 
Doimection  between  them  7  The  bon. 
Ueniber  knows  as  well  ae  I  do  that 
there  was  no  more  connection  between 
the  two  things— [CriitJ  o/  "  Oh  !  "J— 
yes,  I  repeat  there  is  no  more  connec- 
tion between  the  two  thinga  than  there 
is  between  the  prooeedings  of  thisParlia- 
ment  and  a  murder  in  the  New  Cut. 
Hon.  Uembers  opposite  may  jeer 
who  can  do  nothing  else.  I  tell  them 
that  they  will  not  conceal  &om  the 
English  people  the  fact  that  the  one 
county  in  Ir^and  from  which  they  caa 
produce  eyen  their  two  horrors,  to  work 
upon  English  feeling,  is  the  one  county 
in  IreUud  where  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
has  never  started.  Let  them  jeer  aa 
they  like.  I  tell  them  tbat  the  County 
of  Kerry  ia  the  one  county  where  the  iu< 
fluence  of  the  National  League  hae  at 
all  times  been  weakest  and  most 
paralyzed.  Not  one  great  public  meet- 
ing has  been  held  in  that  county  for 
years.  Not  one  prominent  Member  of 
the  Irish  Farty  haa  set  foot  in  Kerry  for 
yeare  past.  Kerry  has  been  left  in  the 
undisputed  possession  of  the  Moon- 
lighters and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  a  pretty  Arcadia  they  have 
made  of  it.  Inatead  of  our  havingany' 
thing  to  blush  for  in  connection  with 
the  crimes,  horrors,  and  the  atrocities 
in  Kerry,  it  Is  our  highest  testimony. 
It  is  the  withers  of  Ber  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  are  wrung  by  them  and 
not  ours.  Kerry  is  the  one  county  in 
tbe  whole  South  of  Ireland  where 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  waa  never 
started,  and  yet  it  is  the  one  county 
in  Ireland  where  murder  and  Moon- 
lighting are  most  ripe.  In  every  part 
of  Ireland  where  for  tbe  last  year 
or  two  we  have  been  carrying  on 
our  operationa,  we  defy  Her  Hajesty'a 
Qovemment  to  trace  to  ue  any  crime  or 
stain  of  blood.  Tea;  no  campaign  of 
ours  haa  been  stained  with  blood.  There 
waa  the  case  of  an  armed  emergency 


(Ireland)  Act,  1S8T,'  and  tbe  manner  of  its 
admiaistration,  undermiae  roBpftct  for  Lav, 
BBtrangs  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
are  deeply  injurioua  to  the  interest*  of  the 
United  Kingdom."— (Jfr.  Jehn  MorUg.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  rtiumed. 

Ma.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.K.) : 
Sir,  I  hope  the  bon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son)  who  registered  that  tenible  vow  to 
place  his  heel  on  our  necks,  will  not  be 
offended  with  me  if  I  say  that  the  speech 
we  listened  to  last  night  aeems  to  me 
not  to  demand  any  very  protracted 
attention  except  from  persons  in  search 
of  amusement.  Whatever  else  may  be 
said  of  tbe  Irish  Question,  I  think  we 
are  pretty  well  agreed  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  now  that  it  is  no  laughing 
matter  any  way.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eusaell)  did 
deliver  a  very  clever  apeech,  a  highly 
artful  composition,  and  I  am  aorry  to 
have  to  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
waa  engaged  in  not  uncongenial  work 
in  attacking  an  absent  man  and  in  fixing, 
or  in  attempting  to  fix,  the  stigma  of 
successful  villany  upon  the  name  and 
upon  the  work  of  John  Dillon.  The 
hon.  Member  had  one  other  character- 
istic, and  that  is  tbat  somehow  or  other 
he  always  attacks  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment when  he  can  do  them  no  harm, 
and  alwaye  comes  to  their  rescue  when- 
over  his  services  are  of  tbe  smallest 
value.  The  bon.  Member's  speech  last 
nigbt  was  stuffed  with  two  topics.  He 
abuaed  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  of  courae, 
and  he  trotted  out  once  more  the  two 
atock  horrors  from,  the  County  of  Kerry, 
which  had  already  done  duty  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exche- 
quer, and  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Armagh.  Why 
two  alone  ?  It  seema  that  nobody  can 
exceed  that  number  even  in  tbe  County 
of  Kerry.  I  claim  that  we  on  these 
Benches  are  at  least  as  honestly  dis- 
gusted with  these  abominable  things  in 
Kerry  as  Gentlemen  opposite  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  I  confess 
that  it  sometimes  strikes  me  that  tbe 
Unioniet  orators  seen  to  be  not  at  all 
disinclined  to  dabble  their  sleek  bauds 
in  the  blood  of  those  miserable  creatures 
in  Kerry.  When  I  saw  the  crocodile 
tears  abed  over  Norah  Fitzmanrice  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  aide  of  tbe  Houao, 
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man  wlio  vas  saperintending  on  evio- 
tioQ,  helped  b;  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment,  tmd  shot  down  an  unfortunate 
tenant.  But  Her  Majesty's  Government 
bave  confessed  their  crime,  and  agreed 
to  give  compensation  in  an  action 
brought  by  the  relatives  of  the  mur- 
dered man.  The;  confess  that  they 
wers  trespassers,  and  went  there  to 
commit  a  murder.  If  the  man  the; 
killed  had  arms,  and  had  known  that  he 
had  the  power  of  England  at  hie  back, 
he  would  have  been  perfectly  justified 
in  killing  his  assailants.  But,  Sir,  I 
will  pass  from  that.  All  this  disgusting 
olaptrap  about  crime  in  Ireland  is  what 
American  politicians  call  the  policy  of 
the  "bloody  shirt,"  and  its  object  is  to 
bring  war  and  hatred  between  people 
who  desire  to  lire  at  peaoe.  Thank 
Qod,  at  home  as  well  as  in  America  that 
policy  is  seen  through  and  discredited, 
and  it  ie  played  out.  To  come  to  the 
Flan  of  Campaign,  I  should  have  sup- 

Sosed  that  the  oonsoience  of  the  hon. 
[ember  (or  Tyrone  would  have  twitted 
him  with  reference  to  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  hon.  Member  told  us  that 
the  Flan  of  Oampai^a  is  responsible  for 
the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I  retort 
on  uie  hon.  Member  that  he  is  respon- 
sible for  the  passing  of  that  Act  more 
than  any  man  living.  If,  when  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  suspend  evictions  in 
Ireland  under  certain  conditions  iu  the 
Autumn  Session  of  1886,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  had  adopted  the  same 
tone  which  he  took  a  few  months  after- 
wards towards  the  Tory  Land  Bill  of 
last  Session,  he  and  his  Liberal  Unionist 
Friends,  powerless  for  all  else,  would 
have  easily  prevailed  on  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment to  legislate  that  autumn,  and  the 
Flan  of  Oampaign  would  never  have 
existed.  What  did  the  hon.  Member 
do?  He  scoffed  at  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork's  statement  that  there  was  any 
urgent  crisis  to  be  dealt  with,  and  in  the 
name  of  the  farmers  of  Ulster  he  denied 
ihere  was  any  special  emergency  such 
as  there  was  in  1880-61,  and  said  that 
the  farmers  were  perfectly  well  able  to 
meet  their  engagements.  A  few  months 
afterwards  the  hon.  Member  came  cring- 
ing to  this  House,  declaring  that  the 
landlords  would  repeal  the  Union  as 
sore  as  fate.  Let  them  read  his  hyste- 
rical letters  to  Th*  Ttmti,  crying  out 
"Qod    help    and,  save    the    unhappy 


people."  Is  that  a  trustworthy  guide 
in  the  affairs  of  the  farmers  F  He  will 
learn  better,  no  doubt,  next  Session, 
and  the  Tory  Qovemment  will  learn 
better.  But  It  has  been  the  Flan  of 
Oampaign  that  has  taught  them  better. 
I  think  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  and  those  ha  acted  with 
who  were  directly  responsible  for  leaving 
the  farmers  of  Ireland  defenceless  that 
winter,  and  who,  therefore,  were  more 
directly  reeponsible  even  than  the 
hitherto  nn suspected  author  of  the 
Flan.  It  was  the  Flan  of  Oampaign 
which  first  taught  you  wisdom,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tjrrone  tried 
last  night  insidiously  to  conceal  that  the 
men  the  Government  are  endeavouring 
to  crush  in  Ireland  to-day  are  the  men 
who  have  taught  them  that  lesson.  I 
will  dwell  for  a  moment  on  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member,  because  he  looked 
upon  this  point  as  one  of  vital  impor- 
tance. With  all  the  artifice,  and  among 
all  the  tricks,  and  not  very  creditable 
tricks,  of  which  I  have  to  complain  is 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  say  ?  In  the  first  place  he  had 
the  audacity  to  talk — and  I  noticed  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cheered 
enthusiastically  the  compliment— of  the 
Land  Courts  being  opened  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  by  Her  Majesty's  Tory 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  knew 
as  well  as  I  know  that  they  were  opened 
in  the  teeth  of  the  views  and  grimaces 
of  Lord  Salisbury.  Then  he  told  us 
that  the  Flan  of  Oampaign  on  the  Maa- 
sereeue  Estate  was  indefensible,  because 
the  judicial  tenants  could  get  their 
abatements  and  the  non-judicial  could 
go  into  Court  to  have  their  rents  fixed 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session.  I  ask, 
again,  was  it  honest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  give  uninformed  persons  in 
England  an  impression  which  he  knew 
to  be  diametricully  apposed  to  the  fact  ? 
He  knows  that  not  merely  the  Masse-  - 
reene  dispute,  but  every  prominent  dis- 
pute that  is  still  outstanding  under  the 
Flan  of  Campaign,  arose  before  the 
Tory  legislation  of  lost  Session,  and 
arose  out  of  a  state  of  circumstances 
which  this  House  and  the  Government 
had  solemnly,  and  on  the  Statute  Book, 
declared  to  be  oppressive  and  indefen- 
sible. Let  me  dwell  on  this  point  for 
a  moment,  for  I  ooosidor  it  to  be 
of  the  utmost  importance.    This  fallaof 
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underlay  the  bon.  Uemfaer'e  epeech  last 
night,  frombe^nning  toend,  and  ongbt 
to  be  completely  and  speeiJily  demo 
lisbed.  What  was  the  fact  as  to  th< 
Maaiereene  dispute  and  all  the  other 
dispatoB  which  were  ontstandinf;  and 
which  have  been  enumerated  ?     Ever; 

grotninent  dispute  under  tbe  Fla 
ampaign  whicb  tbe  hon.  Member 
merited  with  tuch  glee — the  Fonaonby 
dispute,  tbe  Maaeereene  dispute,  the 
Ooolgreaney  and  Lugi^anstown  disputes, 
arose  before  tbe  Oovsrnment  legislation 
and  because  they  refused  to  legislate. 
I  defy  the  Chief  Secretary — I  dare  say 
he  will  pick  bimeelf  up  to  answer  me  ii 
the  coarse  of  the  evening — I  defy  thi 
Chief  Secretary  or  any  bon.  Qentleman 
to  point  to  any  single  great  estate  where 
tbe  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  put  in 
operation  on  wbioh  the  tenants  were  free 
to  take  full  and  free  advantage  of  tbe 
Act  of  last  year.  I  defy  him  to  name 
one.  I  am  sorry  to  emphasize  these 
things,  but  I  feel  bound  to  do  so,  and  I 
ohairenge  tbe  right  bon.  Qentleman  now 
to  deny  that ;  in  point  of  fact,  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  now  being  used,  not  to 
extort  ooneeeaioDS  in  tbe  future,  but  in 
order  to  secure  tbe  advantages  which 
tbe  House  conceded  last  year  to  the 
general  body  of  tenants  in  Ireland — to 
secure  those  advantages  to  the  tenants 
on  those  very  estates  whose  courage 
and  whose  self-sacrifice  wrung  tbe  con- 
cession from  a  reluctant  Tory  Qovero- 
ment,  and  from  the  sceptical  Member 
for  Boutb  Tyrone.  I  hold  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  doing  in 
Ireland  at  tbe  present  moment  ie  not 
dealing  with  crime  or  any  widespread 
conspiracy  against  rent.  There  is  no 
such  thing;  be  is  engaged  in  victimizing 
and  crushing,  it  he  can  do  it,  a  couple 
of  dozen  bodies  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
whose  straggles  have  forced  Lord  Salis- 
bury to  swallow  his  views  as  to  tbe 
finality  of  judicial  rents.  They  are  tbe 
object  of  vengeance  because  they  are 
right  and  because  they  are  unconquer- 
able. Whatever  ridiculous  and  vague 
abuse  may  he  shonored  upon  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  by  persons  who  know 
nothing  of  its  operatioDS  —  and  if  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  were  crushed  out  of 
existence  to-morrow  morning  I  defy 
anyone  to  point  out  what  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  succeeded  in 
doing  except  to  ruin  and  exterminate 
this  couple  of  dozen  of  bodice  of  Irish 
Jfr.  W.  O'Brita 


tenants,  whose  courage  and  self-sacrifice 
won  the  Act  of  last  Session.      What  all 
the  detestable   cant  about    the    crimes 
of  Irish  Members   and  tlie   suooesaful 
villany  of  John  Dillon  ootnea  to  is  this 
— that  they  have  refused  to  desert  those 
men,  and  that  they  have  declared  that, 
so  long  as  they  live,  they  will  not  stand 
by  and  see  them  struck  down  and  mined 
or  offered  up  victims  as  a  holocaust  to 
the  vindictive  feelings  of  the  landlords 
because  they  won  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  because  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  proved  too  much  for  them.     That  is 
the  work,  the  brave  work,  that  tbe  right 
hon.    Qentleman   is  engaged    npon  io 
Ireland,   and    for    doing    which    he    is 
lauded  as  the  modem  Quintiua  Ourtius. 
It  is  at  the  bidding  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords that  the    right   bon.    G-entlenian 
is  engaged  in  crushing  out  of  existence 
poor    unarmed  Irish    tenants    because 
they  have  shown  themselves  to  be  more 
than  a  match  for  him.     That  is  the  tre- 
mendous   task    which    the    right   hon. 
Gentleman's  soldiers  and  police  and  re- 
movable magistrates    are    engaged   in, 
and  it  is  a  task  which,  up  to  this  hour, 
they  have  most  absolutely  failed  in  ac- 
compliebing — so    resolutely    and    igno- 
miniously  failed  in  accomplishing  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  or  his  agents, 
have  been    obliged   to   skulk    over  to 
B«me  to  invoke  the  good  oflSces  of  tbe 
Holy  Inquisition  to  strengthen  the  Im- 
perial arm  of  England.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer asked  me  last  night  whether  there 
would  be  any  Plan  of  Campaign  under 
an  Irish  Parliament,  and  I  venture  to 
tell  him  that  there  would  not,  and  I 
will  go  a  little  further  and  make  bold 
enough  to  say,  that  if,  when  the  Tory 
Oovemment  found  it  necessary  to  pass 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  they  bad  honeslly 
insisted  that  the  Campaigners  should 
be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  that  Act 
instead   of    excluding    them    from  the 
pale  of  tbe  law,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
would  have  disappeared  long  ago.     But 
instead  of  taking  that  course,  the  right 
bon.    GFeotleman  preferred  to  show  sn 
iron  band,  to  hunt  down  like  wild  beasts 
those  tenants  who   had  been  too  much 
for  him  in  playing  Quintius  Curtiua,  and 
for  the  landlords,  and  to  lend  himself  to 
abominable  methods  of  government  as 
impotent  as  they  are  cruel.     I  am  in  a 
position  now  to  repeat  my  challenge  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  four  months 
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ago,  to  point  out  one  singls  iDstanca 
where  lie  has  conquered  tiie  Flan  of 
Campaign  with  all  his  bajoneta  and  all 
hie  plank  faadf.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Escfaequer,  in 
hie  forlorn  hope  speech  of  last  night,  ren- 
tnied  upon  a  half-hearted  hint  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  broken  down  on 
the  Masaereene  estate.  But  if  that  is  the 
case,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  25 
writs  of  ejeotment,  which  hare  been 
issued  by  Lord  Masaereene  during  the 
last  few  dajs,  and  of  the  Bob  Boy  Mao- 
gregor  raids  which  have  been  made 
upon  the  tenants'  cattle.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  held  a 
better  brief,  did  not  venture  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that  extent. 
He  was  content  with  taking  up  the  more 
modest  position  that  the  Plan  had  not 
yet,  and  he  appeared  to  derive  some 
consolation  from  the  fact,  actually  suc- 
ceeded in  every  single  instance.  The 
fact  is  that  the  Plan  has  oaly  suoceeded 
in  19  cases  out  of  every  20.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  did  not  point  out 
that  the  landlords  have  not  auoceeded  in 
crushing  down  the  Flan  in  any  single 
•instance.  The  hon.  Member  has  ez- 
preesed  great  sympathy  for  the  suffer- 
ings ofthetenants  whohave  entered  upon 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  may  console 
the  hon.  Member  by  telling  him  that 
the  Flan  is  getting  on,  and  that  its 
supporters  may  use  with  regard  to  it  the 
famous  Italian  phrase,  which  used  to 
be  80  popular  among  the  "  No  Popery  " 
Party  in  England,  "£purf  it  muove." 
Let  me  mention  this.  Even  since  Mr 
Dillon's  imprisonment  last  week  rents 
have  been  reduced  under  the  operation  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  from  St,  to  Qi.  in 
the  pound  in  Boscommon  and  in  GFalway, 
while  obnosioUB  agents,  such  as  Mr. 
£endal,  who  acted  in  a  merciless  man- 
ner, have  been  dismiesed.  As  the  hon. 
Member  has  wasted  so  much  compassion 
upon  the  tenants  who  have  been  evicted 
it  may  soothe  his  feelings  to  learn  that 
after  nearly  two  years'  operation  there 
have  only  been  280  tenants  evicted  upon 
Campaign  estates  out  of  more  than 
60,000  who  have  fought  and  won  under 
the  banner  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
that  every  one  of  those  280  evicted 
tenants  is  now  in  a  comfortable  home, 
and  that  everyone  of  them  will 
yet  go  back  in  triumph  to  their  old 
homes  before  the  landlords  have  done 
with  their  successful    villany.      I  de- 


sire to  refer  briefly  to  the  facts  of  the 
Massereene  estate.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  the  hardihood  last 
night  to  describe  the  occupiers  on  that 
estate  as  quite  a  thriving  lot  of  tenants. 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  on  one  occasion 
described  the  harvest  of  1886  as  a  beau- 
tiful one,  and  yet,  within  a  couple  of 
months  afterwards,  he  came  down  to 
this  House  to  complain  of  the  action  of 
the  landlords  in  enforcing  their  claims 
for  rent  and  threatened  to  break  down 
the  union.  ladmire  the  hon.  Member's 
courage  in  running  away  much  more 
than  I  do  his  antics  as  the  jumping 
oat  in  politics.  There  is  only  one  intel- 
ligible theory  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member's  oscillations  and  gyrations  on 
the  Irish  Land  Question,  and  it  is  that 
while  he  always  abuses  the  landlord  in 
safe  generalities,  he  invariably  betrays 
the  tenants  when  the  question  is  a  prac- 
tical one.  The  question  before  the 
House  is — Are  the  Massereene  tonauts 
right  or  wrong — ie  their  claim  to  a  re- 
duction of  rent  an  honest  or  a  dishonest 
one?  I  must  apologize  for  referring  to 
the  subject  after  the  clear  and  lucid 
staiement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre],  who  went  over  and  in- 
vestigated the  facte  on  the  spot.  The 
Irish  people  will  alwaye  hold  the  courage 
of  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman  in  grate^l 
remembrance.  The  evidence  I  have  on 
the  Bubjeot  is  a  triumphant  vindication 
of  the  honesty  of  the  tenants  and  of  my 
hon.  Friend  John  Dillon.  Lord  Masse- 
reene has  dismissed  his  agent  for  pro- 
posing that  the  tents  upon  his  estates 
should  be  reduced,  and  ne  then  placed 
himself  body  and  soul  in  the  hands  of  a 
firm  of  Orange  emergency  solicitors,  who 
added  to  their  business  of  solioitore  the 
business  of  common  bailiffs.  But  even 
those  persons  informed  Lord  Massereene 
that  be  was  wrong  in  refusing  to  make 
the  abatement  proposed  by  his  agent, 
and  that  the  tenants  were  right  in  in- 
sisting upon  demanding  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  told  the 
House  yesterday  that  Lord  Masse- 
reene is  now  willing  to  make  reductions 
all  round  upon  the  scale  of  the  reduc- 
tions which  aro  being  made  in  the  Land 
Court. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  that  what  he  had  stated  yesterday 
was  that  Lord  Massereene  was  now  deal- 
ing with  the  arrears  upon  hie   estate 
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upon  tlie  eame  scale  as  the  CommiB- 
eionera  were  dealinf;  with  the  reutB. 

Mu.  W.  0'BRE£N :  I  will  oome  to 
that  point  of  the  arreara  presently,  and 
probably  in  a  way  the  hon.  Member 
may  not  anticipate.  What  I  am  dealing 
wiOi  now  is  the  undoubted  fact  that 
Lord  If  aeeereene  has  now  agreed  to  give 
abatements  on  the  scale  of  those  given 
by  a  Land  Oommiasion  appointed, 
picked,  and  packed  by  a  Tory  Oovern- 
ment  for  the  express  purpose  of  dis- 
crediting the  Flan  of  Campaign  on  the 
Moesereene  property.  Those  Oommis- 
sionera  found  themselves  obliged  to 
award  reductions  of  rent  at  least  equal 
to,  and,  in  some  oases,  greater  than, 
those  the  tenants  were  asking  for  under 
the  Flan  of  Campaign.  Here,  then, 
we  have  the  laudloid,  the  agent,  and 
the  Land  Commissioners  vindicating 
the  tenants.  In  face  of  facts  like  these, 
how  can  any  man  have  the  hardihood  to 
talk  to  the  Irish  Hepiesentatives  of  dis- 
honesty or  immorality,  or  affect  to  treat 
as  an  injured  innocent  this  degraded 
lord,  against  whom  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
— I  challenge  that  officer  to  deny  it — 
was  obliged  to  warn  the  Castle  officials 
as  a  drunken  and  disreputable  sot? 
"  These  be  your  gods,  0  Israel."  These 
are  the  cherubim  and  seraphim  from 
whom  the  Irish  Itepiesentatives  and 
Irish  people  are  asked  to  leom  morality. 
Those  are  the  men  whom  the  Qovem- 
meot  honour  while  they  put  a  felon's 
garb  on  John  Dillon.  The  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  South  Tyrone  is  anxious  that  I 
should  attack  the  question  of  Lord 
Massereene's  offer  as  to  arrears.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  one  of  the  crafty  devices 
by  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to 
delude  the  House  and  evade  the  real 

f[uestion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
ast  night  as  if  Lord  Maaeereene's  pre- 
sent offer  as  to  arrears  was  a  matter 
antecedent  to  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
Why  baa  Lord  Massereene  agreed  to 
score  out  the  arrears  ?  Because  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  has  taught  him 
wisdom.  What  are  the  terms  of  that 
aettiement?  Lord  Hasseroene  is,  indeed, 
now  willing  to  make  the  abatement 
which  bo  refused  point  blank  to  make 
when  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was  adopted 
on  his  estate.  He  is  only  willing,  how- 
ever, to  make  it  on  condition  that  the 
unfortunate  tenants,  whose  demand  he 
now  acknowledges  to  be  just,  should  be 
crushed  to  the  earth  with  law  costs  that 
Iff.  T.  W.  RwmU 


were  incurred  in  teaching  him  to  be 
honest.  But,  worst  and  moat  cruel  of 
all,  be  insisted,  and  now  inusta  abso- 
lutely as  a  term  of  settlement,  that  a 
certain  list  of  prescribed  men — whom, 
as  it  were,  ha  sets  out  in  a  schedule — 
sboud  be  exempted  from  all  the  benefits 
of  the  settlement.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing  of  that  ?  The  settlement  is  the  price 
Lord  Massereene  is  prepared  to  pay  in 
order  to  get  these  particular  men  into 
bis  power— to  ruin  them,  to  make  ex- 
amples of  them,  to  root  them  oat,  and  to 
evict  them.  Why?  Because  they  are 
what  he  calls  the  ringleaders — that  is  to 
say,  because  they  are  the  bravest  and 
moat  self-saorifioing  tenants,  who  risked 
everything  in  order  to  stand  by  their 
poorer  brother  tenants,  and  to  compel 
Lord  Ifassereene  to  do  through  the 
Court  what  he  had  refused  to  do  under 
the  Flan  of  Campaign.  The  object  is 
to  visit  vengeance  upon  these  men,  to 
drive  them  away,  and  to  terrorize  every 
weak  cresture  in  the  country-side ;  to 
cause  these  men  to  desert  their  poorer 
neighbours,  in  order  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  may  be  able  to  brag  of  one 
victory  over  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
This  is  the  plot  which  John  Dillon  frus- 
trated by  his  speech  at  Tullyallen ;  and 
and  I  think  that  Mr.  Dillon  might  aafely 
stake,  not  only  his  liberty,  but  his  life, 
upon  the  verdict  of  any  12  Englishmen 
as  to  whether  all  this  villany— luckily 
unsuccessful  villany — and  tjl  the  in- 
justice of  the  landlords  and  the  officials 
whoooncocted  the  plot,  were  not  worthily 
baffled  by  the  man  who  infused  his  own 
brave  and  indomitable  spirit  into  the 
campaigners.  I  am  sorry  that  I  should 
have  occupied  the  time  of  the  House  so 
long,  and  that  I  should  have  spoken 
with  so  much  heat ;  but  as  long  as  my 
voice  can  be  heard,  neither  John  Dillon 
nor  the  Flan  of  Campaign  will  lack  a 
defender.  All  the  proceedings  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland,  aa  enume- 
rated by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley),  in  his 
speech  last  night,  remains  to  this  hour 
unanswered  and  unanswerable  in  every 
particular.  It  now  becomes  a  matter 
for  the  attention  of  Englishmen,  Scotch- 
men, and  Welshmen,  rather  than  of 
Irishmen,  to  say  how  they  like  the  policy 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland — to 
say  whether  they  are  proud  of  the  policy, 
the  black  vane,  the  breod-and- water 
diet  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
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quer  has  advised  the  friends  of  the 
Qoremment  not  altogether  to  despair, 
but  "Ht.  Becket  is  evidently  not  even  so 
sanguine  a  man  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Excliequar.  There  is  one  subject 
to  whioh  I  must  allude,  though  it  can 
odI;  be  one  of  pain,  and  perhaps  I  have 
said  more  than  I  oi^ht  to  have  said  on 
the  eubjeot;  but  I  cannot  altogether 
foii^et  that  it  is  not  so  long  ago  that  the 
right  hon.  Uentlemao  the  Chief  Secre- 
tarj  roused  the  merrimeDt  of  the  Tory 
Gentlemen  of  England  by  delicate 
allusions  to  the  weak  hearts  and  sen- 
sitive nerves  of  some  of  us.  I  might 
possibly  retort  that,  on  the  whole,  our 
hearts  and  nerves  have  stood  the  strain 
as  well  as  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. At  all  events,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oan  alto- 
gether oonoeal  his  own  feelings  in  this 
matter.  I  congratulate  him,  at  any 
rate,  upon  this — that  he  has  leamt  at 
last  that  the  government  of  Ireland  is, 
at  all  events,  a  serious  matter.  I  desire 
to  speak  in  no  vindictive  spirit  of  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman;  because,  unfor- 
tunately, we  have  seen  too  many  Ohief 
Seorstaries  for  Ireland  pass  along  that 
same  miserable  path,  and  my  feeling  is 
one  of  sorrow  for  them,  for  they  are 
attempting  a  fatal  and  an  impossible 
task.  It  18  not  their  fault,  they  are  not 
to  blame  ;  they  have  been  set  to  do  the 
impossible,  and,  sooner  or  later,  with 
the  measured  certainty  of  a  Greek 
tragedy,  they  will  fiud  that  out.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  an  able  man 
and  a  clever  man ;  but  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  beaten  and  a 
broken  man  to-day.  He  has  been  beaten 
from  pillar  to  post  through  every  olause 
of  his  Crimes  Act,  from  the  Star  Cham- 
ber  clause  to  the  newsvendor,  and  from 
the  newBvendor  back  again,  and  has 
almost  ceased  to  attempt  to  suppress 
the  National  League,  has  almost  ceased 
in  the  suppressed  districts  to  continue 
to  annoy  the  League  which  two  months 
ago  he  told  this  Kouse  was  a  thing  of 
the  past,  but  of  whose  influence  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  night 
declared  to  be  ubiquitous.  If  worse 
things  have  not  happened  in  Ireland  it 
is  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  dared  to  let  loose  the  landlords 
upon  those  8,000  or  10,000  tenants  who 
are  at  their  meroy  at  this  moment  under 
the  existing  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of 
last  year.     His  Grimes  Act   haa  not 
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people.  They  have  now  to  say  whether 
they  are  satisfied  with  the  results  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  system  of 
vernment  by  gibes  and  gendarme 
Judges,  and  with  his  candid  and  in 
genions  method  of  answering  plair 
questions.  Judging  by  the  honest  and 
hearty  words  uttered  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Ayr  Burghs  (Mr,  J.  Sinclair), 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  Scottish 
people  are  not  quite  satisfied.  I  doubt 
■very  mnch  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  altogether  satisfied  himself,  or 
whether  he  is  as  self-satisfied  as  the 
House  could  remember  him  to  be  once 
npon  a  time.  I  confess  that  whsn 
the  Chief  Secretary  took  the  extraordi- 
nary course  last  night  of  entrusting 
the  reply  to  the  damning  indictment  of 
the  right  hon.  Uember  for  Newcastle 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I 
could  not  help  thinking  of  Achilles 
bestriding  the  prostrate  form  of  Fatro- 
clus.  Achilles  was  not  in  particularly 
good  form  last  night.  He  was  happy 
to  think  that  Patroclus  would  revive 
that  evening.  No  doubt  he  had  made 
a  last  and  gallant  rally  for  this  debate ; 
but  he  thought  the  most  devoted  ad- 
mirer of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  would 
own  that  be  was  not  altogether  the  sort 
of  man  he  used  to  be  when  be  first  took 
«p  the  Crimes  Act,  snd  when  he  used 
to  make  those  brilliant  sarcasms  at  the 
expense  of  the  Irish  Uembers  and  the 
Irish  people.  There  is  one  infallible 
test  as  to  what  is  thought  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  auccesa  in  a  quarter 
best  qualified  to  judge — the  Irish  land- 
lord party.  The  other  day  Tht  Dublin 
Daily  JSxpnii  got  hold  of  a  rumour  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to 
resign.  TAt  DabHn  Daily  Expre*t  in- 
stantly jumped  to  the  oonclusion  that 
the  rumour  must  be  true,  and  forthwith 
preached  a  handsome  funeral  oration 
over  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  body. 
When  the  news  reached  Castlerea,  where 
a  Crimes  Court  was  sitting,  one  of  the 
removable  magistrates,  Mr.  Beckett, 
immediately  said  to  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor— "  Mr.  Burke,  do  you  propose  to 
proceed  any  further?"  Mr.  Beckett 
was  one  of  the  gentlemen  of  whose 
legal  competency  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  sufficiently  satisfied.  Mr.  Beckett 
thought  it  was  high  time  to  "  hedge." 
He  evidently  has  Sis  doubts  about  the 
promised  20  years  of  resolute  Govern- 
ment.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
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frightened  one  small  boj  in  Ireland— 
not  even  one  small  girl.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
bragged  last  night  that  he  vould  have 
the  majority  vhen  the  debate  was  over, 
01  course  he  will ;  he  is  bound  to  have 
it.  The  Liberal  Unionists  are  in  the 
position  of  men  in  a  condemned  cell; 
they  vill  naturally  vote  for  abolishing 
capital  punishment;  they  are,  at  all 
eventa,  in  favour  of  postponing  the  day. 
As  fat  as  the  Irish  people  are  concerned, 
they  stand  exactly  where  they  stood  in 
the  bej^ncing — where  they  and  those 
who  went  with  them  will  stand  to  the 
end.  Chief  Secretaries  may  come  and 
Chief  Secretaries  may  go ;  but  the  Irish 
cause  goes  on  for  ever.  We  have  con- 
fidenoo  in  Oi>d  and  in  the  future,  in  our 
leaders,  and  in  the  Irish  people  and 
their  undying  aspiration  ;  we  hare  con- 
fidence in  the  great  human  heart  of  the 
British  masses  and  the  British  millions, 
who  have  only  to  know  the  working  of 
coercion  to  loathe  and  discard  it  for  ever. 
Every  day  that  confidence  is  growing, 
every  day  the  common  struggle  in  which 
we  are  joined  as  comrades  is  knitting 
the  two  nations  together  by  bonds  which 
nothing  can  sever,  and  in  that  firm  con- 
fidence the  Irish  people  will  go  on,  cheer- 
fully suffering,  holding  their  ground  and 
biding  their  time  until  the  hour — the 
inevitable  hour— when  the  ill-assorted 
majority  who  condone  the  horrors  of 
coercion  here  to-night  will  have  to  face 
the  judgment  and  the  condemnation  of 
every  man  who  believes  that  Ireland 
can  be  united  to  England  for  ever  by 
sympathy  and  trust,  but  never  by  a 
bunglieg  and  hateful  tyranny. 

Un.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  Whatever  ansiety  we  may  have 
entertained  as  to  the  strength  of  the 
hoD.  Member's  heart  and  nerves  when 
he  commenced  his  passionate  declama- 
tion, there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
strength  of  his  lungs.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber Gommenoed  his  observations  by  in- 
forming the  House  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  last  night 
was  not  deserving  of  any  reply  except 
in  the  opinion  of  those  who  desired 
amusement.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
hon.  Member  expressing  that  opinion, 
because,  for  my  own  part,  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  more  powerful  and  able 
speech  than  that  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  nas 
Mr.  W.  O'Jitun 


never  been  delivered  upon  this  subject, 
and  this  is  no  doubt  a  very  coavenient 
excuse  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  abstaining  from  replying  to  it.  It 
affords  another  illustration— if  further 
illustration  is  wanted — of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Nationalist  Party  when- 
ever they  are  challenged  in  this  House 
invariably  shirk  the  issues  placed  be- 
fore them.  The  hon.  Member  has 
directed  an  unworthy  taunt  at  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
BuBsell).  He  would  have  us  to  believe 
that  it  is  because  Mr.  Dillion  is  unable 
to  be  in  his  place  that  the  hon.  Member 
attacked  him  in  a  manner  in  which  he 
would  not  have  attacked  him  if  he  had 
been  here.  What  right  has  he  to  make 
such  a  charge  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  ?  No  one  who  has 
watched  the  career  of  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  prepared  to  say  that  he  would 
get  up  in  his  place  and  make  charges 
against  Mr.  Dillon  which  he  would  not 
make  if  the  hon.  Member  were  here.  It 
is  a  calumny  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  which  I  think  even  hie 
opponents  among  whom  he  sits  would 
repudiate  with  just  indignation.  The 
hon,  Member  for  Noi^  -  East  Cork 
turned  next  to  the  pathetic  description 
of  the  Boycotting  of  Norah  Fitamaurice, 
and  there  were  no  bounds  to  the  hon. 
Member's  soom  and  the  sneers  in  which 
he  indulged  at  the  "  crocodile  tears  "  in 
connection  with  this  subject.  Let  me 
remind  him  of  what  happened.  I  think 
I  may  touch  even  the  hon.  Member 
before  I  have  done.  The  hon.  Member 
is  one  of  the  ardent  supporters  of  the 
National  League,  and  I  do  not  wonder, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  detests 
this  "  disgustingcant "  with  reference  to 
thecaseof NorabFitzmaurice.  Whathos 
happened  in  this  case  ?  The  father  of 
Norah  Fitzmaurice  was  one  of  the  un- 
happy men  condemned  by  the  National 
League.  We  know,  on  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
that  crime  always  dogs  the  footsteps  of 
the  League;  and,  undoubtedly,  the 
knowledge  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman possessed  about  the  state  of  the 
League  has  been  justified  on  this  occa- 
sion. On  the  12th  of  June,  1887,  the 
Lixnaw  branch  of  the  National  League 
passed  the  following  resolution : — 

' '  Wliereas  Jsmea  Fitemaiuice  atill  penisla 
in  alloniogbia  cattlo  togrnEeoathe  torTD  from 
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Member  is  unable  to  deny  this,  he 
stsoda  eonviotad  out  of  the  mouth  of 
hia  own  aseooiste.  The  hoc.  Mem- 
ber profesiss  to  wish  for  peace ;  but  the 
conditions  of  the  peace  ne  desires  are 
evideDtl;  an  Irish  Parliament  doing  by- 
legislation  what  is  sought  to  be  done  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  Batiefying 
one  claas  by  plundering  another.  No 
doubt  then  there  would  be  peaoe ;  but 
that  is  a  peace  which  I  hope  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  English  people  will 
never  consent  to  for  a  single  moment. 
Let  me  now  turn  to  the  observations  of 
the  hoD.  Member  in  reference  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right  hon. 
Geotleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
told  us  last  night  that  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  loose  talk  about  the  Flan 
of  Campaign.  We  have  to-night  heard 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  and  I  would  like  to 
contrast  it  with  other  opinions.  The 
Flan  of  Oampai^Q  has  been  judicially 
declared  to  be  distinctly  illegal  by  the 
Judges.  It  was  condemned  by  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien,  and  Mr.  Justice  John- 
ston, who  was  Solicitor  General  in  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
entirely  oonourred  in  that  condemnation. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  it  has  also  been  de- 
nounced by  the  head  of  their  own 
religion.  I  will  say  nothing  of  the 
Pope  to-nigbt  but  this — that  when  the 
hon.  Mr.  O'Brien,  talks  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  having  gone  skulking  to  the 
Pope  for  his  aBsiatanae,  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  what  happened  was  this — So  far 
from  the  Government  sending  anyone 
to  the  Pope,  it  was  the  Pope  who  sent 
his  own  agent  to  Ireland  to  make  bis 
own  inquiries  for  himself.  Dr.  O'Dwyer 
has  declared  that  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign is  a  violation  of  a  moral  law 
of  juatioe  and  chanty,  and  its  practice  a 
breaking  of  the  Commandment — "  Thou 
shall  not  steal."  That  being  so,  why  is 
it  that  Mr.  Dillon  wears  a  felon's  garbf 
Mr.  Dillon,  or  any  man  who  receives  or 
orders  the  reception  of  rents  taken  under 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  is  in  the  position 
of  a  receiver  of  stolen  goods,  and  de- 
serves all  he  gets.  The  only  note  of 
dissent  came  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  and  the  right  hoc. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  on  the  17th 
of  February,  said  something  in  the 
House  which  greatly  surprised  me,  and 


what  right  had  they  to  ask  for  any  suoh 
explanation  from  any  free  man  in  a  free 
country,  or  what  would  be  a  free  coun- 
try were  it  not  for  the  tyranny  of 
National  League.  As  he  refuses  to  give 
any  explanation  to  the  League  in  ex- 
tenuation of  bis  conduct — 

'*  We  hereby  call  upon  the  public  to  m&rk 
him  as  a  luidgrabbor  of  the  moat  inhuman 
type." 

Then  follows  the  usual  thing  that  "dogs 
the  footsteps  of  the  League,"  and  this 
man  was  brutally  and  inhumanly  mur- 
dered. I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
no  longer  sneer  at  the  crocodile  tears 
that  have  been  shed  over  the  case  of 
Norah  Fitzmaurioe.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asked,  what  have  you  to  say  about 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  others  who 
have  been  oast  out  to  die  by  cruel  land- 
lords? No  one  has  ever  denied  that 
there  has  been  great  hardships  in  past 
daye  impoeed  by  the  landloras  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  all  tiiat  has  been  changed. 
I"0hl"]  Not  changed?  ["No,  no!"] 
Then  I  suppose  there  has  been  no 
legislation,  no  judicial  rents,  no  lower- 
ing of  even  judicial  rente?  What  is 
meant  by  saying  there  baa  been  no 
change  ?  There  has  been  change,  and 
sach  change  that  Irish  tenants  are  now 
in  possession  of  advantages  greater  than 
are  enjoyed  by  any  other  tenantry  in 
the  civilized  world.  Hon.  Membera  op- 
posite know  well  that  what  I  am  saying 
la  perfectly  true.  If  hard  casea  occur 
now  they  are  owing  to  the  tyranny  of 
the  National  League,  and  the  hon. 
Members  who  are  its  leaders.  In  illus- 
tration, let  me  call  attention  to  a  speech 
made  by  a  certain  Mr.  Dennis  Kilbride 
at  a  meeting  of  the  National  League  in 
Dublin  on  the  29th  of  March,  1887,  in 
the  preaence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  who  did  not  contra- 
dict the  statement  that  was  made.  The 
incident  shows  what  the  real  objects  of 
^e  National  League  are.  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  us  believe  that  it 
steps  in  to  prevent  cmel  hardships  to- 
wards tenante ;  but  what  was  it  that 
Mr.  Kilbride  blurted  out  with  the  hon. 
Member  by  his  aide?  He  was  speaking 
of  the  Luggacurran  tenants,  and  he  said 
they  differed  from  most  other  tenants  in 
this  respect— that  they  were  perfectly 
able  to  pay  their  rrats.    It  the  bon. 
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I  took  down  his  words  as  the  tine.  My 
hearing  of  it  wai  oonGrmed  hy  the 
reports  in  The  IVnut  and  Daily  Nttet. 
The  ritcht  hon.  Oeotlemaa  said — 

"  Fur  ba  it  from  me  to  auart  that,  iiecei< 
Muily,  Buoli  k  Fkn  in  the  abatraot  ii  an  •vil.*' 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  There  ia  a  alight  error 
in  the  reports  caused  by  the  omission  of 
the  word  "not." 

Mk.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  afraid  the 
memory  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is 
not  strictly  accurate.  I  am  well  aware 
of  what  occurred.  I  waa  ao  struck  by 
the  remark — ao  horrified  at  it— that 
the  very  next  day  I  spoke  about  it  at  a 
meeting  connected  with  the  Dancaster 
election  ;  and  I  know  it  was  afterwards 
corrected  in  Barnard,  and  this  morning 
I  have  referred  to  Ilantard,  and  I  find 
the  passage  corrected  in  thia  way — 

"  Far  be  it  from  me  to  deny  that,  necea- 
■arily,  Huoh  a  Plan  in  ths  abatraot  ia  an  evil." 
—(3  Bmuard,  [jll)  770.) 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
The  right  hou.  Oentleman  ia  Toferriag 
to  a  past  debate. 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  But  there  is  a  wide 
difference  between  an  assertion  and  a 
denial.  If  this  corrected  version  is  the 
true  version,  why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman  correct  the  uewapaper  re- 
ports on  the  following  day  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not 
in  the  habit  of  reading  the  reports  of 
speeches  on  the  day  after  their  delivery ; 
but  I  availed  myself  of  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  this  speech  for 
authentic  publication,  and  then  I  was 
astonished  to  find  this  error,  which  is 
absolutely  absurd  to  anyone  who  will 
read  the  context. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  Then  I  am  to  infer 
that  theright  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  Planof  Oam- 
poign  is  an  evil  which  he  oandemns.  I 
am  very  glad  to  think  so,  because  it  waa 
always  a  marvel  to  me  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  abstain  from 
condemning  in  the  most  emphatio  terms 
a  system  of  sheer  plunder.  I  am  glad 
to  have  obtained  a  remarkable  and 
gratifying  admission,  because  we  now 
know  new  the:attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  towards  the  plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  difBcoltiea  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  nutter  muat  have  been 
very  great ;  his  straggles  to  eseape  from 
Mr,  Chaplin 


this  terrible  position  have  been  some- 
times almost  pitiable.  How  did  be  try 
to  get  out  of  it  when  addressing  the 
Nonconformist  miniatera.  He  said  that 
the  real  authoraof  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
were  the  preaeut  Government,  because 
they  refused  Mr.  Pamell's  Bill  aod  his 
own  modeat  propoeal,  and  he  added — 
"Then  came  diatreaa, then  evictions,  then 
Bodyke,  and  theU  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign." But  unfortunately  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a 
matter  of  fact  the  plan  was  issued  on 
the  17th  of  October,  ISse,  and  the 
Bodyke  evictions  were  not  till  May, 
1837,  or  eight  months  after  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  first  aaw  the  light.  Instead 
of  Bodyke  canaing  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, it  was  the  Plan  which  caused 
the  Bodyke  evictions,  because  from  the 
first  there  waa  every  disposition  to  deal 
fairly  with  the  tenanta  to  the  extent  of  not 
requiring  any  rent  from  those  who  were 
too  poor  to  pay  any,  and  satiefaotory 
settlements  would  have  been  arrived  at 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  miaohievous  in- 
terferenoe  of  outsiders.  I  am  anxious 
to  say  a  word  now  upon  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  in  the  alighteet  degree  regret 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  glad  that  right 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  at  laat  taken 
courage  to  themselves,  and  have  ven* 
tured  to  arraign  the  Government  in  this 
House,  where  they  can  be  met  and 
answered  on  the  spot,  instead  of  adopt- 
ing a  plan  which  is  much  more  usual 
with  them.  That  plan  is  a  very  simple 
one ;  it  is  to  try  and  blacken  the  cha- 
racter and  reputation  of  the  Government 
and  of  their  supporters,  who  sit  behind 
them,  by  every  kind  of  false  assertion 
and  by  every  species  of  unscrupulous 
misrepresentation,  repeated  upon  plat- 
forms over  and  over  again  all  over  the 
oountry,  not  only  with  regard  to  the 
Government  and  the  administration  of 
Ireland,  but  also  with  regard  to  the 
pledges  by  which  their  majority  waa 
obtained,  and  the  way  in  which  those 
pledges  are  being  carried  out,  er  rather, 
aa  they  say,  have  not  been  carried  out, 
from  that  time  until  now.  We  have  to- 
night a  Resolution  which  Is  bb  suffi- 
ciently clear  and  suSoiently  distinct,  but 
it  neither  charges  the  majority  of  that 
House  with  having  broken  their  pledges, 
nor  is  there  any  snob  oharge  supported 
by  the  terms  of  the  Motion.    We  have. 
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been  told  that  tho  pouing  of  the  OrimeB 
Act,  sod  its  administratioa  in  Ireland 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  was  under- 
mining  respect  for  lav  in  Ireland.  But 
what  IB  the  test,  what  is  the  measn^e  of 
reapeet  tor  law  in  any  given  oountry  ? 
The  teat  is  sarel;  the  way  in  which  law 
is  being  obserred  or  broken  in  that 
country.  When  was  the  highest  average 
of  crime  in  Ireland  of  lata  years?  From 
the  month  of  September,  1881,  to  May, 
1862,  the  Admin ietration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  enjoyed  the  high  distinction  of 
having  the  highest  number  of  crimes 
that  had  been  recorded  in  Ireland  for 
many  years.  In  those  nine  months 
there  were  4,38ti  crimes,  which  culmi- 
nated in  the  murder  of  Lord  Frederick 
Oavendish,  in  May,  1882,  for  whioh  I 
have  always  thought  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Government  of  that  day  most  be 
held  more  reeponeible  than  any  other 
man  in  England.  [Crin  of  "With- 
draw!"] Over  and  over  again  ap- 
peals bad  been  made  &om  that  side  of 
the  Honse — [CWm  of  "  Order  !  "  and 
"  Withdraw  !''■!— to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  aak  Parliament  for  powers  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day,  and  in  so  for  as  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  refrained,  until 
that  terrible  calamity  ooourred,  from 
asking  for  powers  which  Parliament 
would  have  immediately  accorded.  I 
place  more  responsibility  upon  the  Head 
of  the  Government  than  upon  any  other 
man  in  the  Miniaby.  [^Critiof"  Oh!"j 
An  Aot  giving  further  powers  was  intro- 
duoed  and  oarried  immediately  after  the 
event;  and  now,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
talk  of  the  Orimea  Act  undermining 
respect  for  the  law,  I  would  ask  them  to 
consider  what  happened.  From  the 
moment  of  the  passing  of  the  Grimes 
Aot  in  1882,  the  number  ot  crimes  de- 
creased  from  4,38U  in  the  previous  nine 
months  to  1,130  iu  the  following  eight 
months,  and  the  monthly  record  ^eo 
steadily  diminished  from  401  in  May  to 
85  in  the  month  of  Deoember,  1882. 
That  is  our  experienoe  of  the  effect  of 
the  Orimns  Aot  in  the  past.  What  is 
the  position  now  ?  The  last  Grimes 
Aot  was  passed  in  July,  1887.  In  the 
six  months  prior  to  the  passing  of  that 
Aot,  there  were  484  crimes;  in  the  six 
months  since  there  have  hi 
crimes ;  end  a  similar  dedeneion  will  be 
seen  to  have  taken  place  in  the  following 


months  for  whioh  we  have-the  aocounts. 
If  those  figures  show  anything  at  all, 
they  show  that  under  the  administration 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  respect  for  law 
is  gaining  rather  than  losing  ground  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  time.  I  acknow- 
ledge  that  the  improvement  is  not  as 
great  or  as  rapid  as  we  oould  wish,  but 
it  is  quite  as  rapid  as  can  be  expected, 
when  we  remember  the  exceptional 
difficulties  in  whioh  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  placed.  Hitherto,  thank 
God,  all  parties  in  the  State  have 
united  in  giving  their  best  support  to 
the  Government  of  the  day  in  the  first 
elementary  duty  of  maintaining  law  is 
every  part  ot  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
Theright  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  deny 
that  when  he  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
be  received  the  warm,  loyal,  and  cordial 
sapport  of  every  Member  of  the  Conser- 
vative Opposition  in  fulfilling  the  diffi- 
cult task  whioh  he  had  then  before  him 
in  the  government  of  Ireland.  What 
is  the  position  to-day  ?  The  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  and  their  supporters 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  so  far 
from  giving  support  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  seem  to  be  filled  with  one  idea, 
and  that  is,  how  to  thwart  and  hinder 
end  embarrass  him.  And  not  only  that, 
but  they  never  cease  to  give  encourage- 
ment by  every  means  In  their  power  to 
the  opponents  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  It 
Bsems  as  if  they  felt  sometimes  positively 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  auooessfuf  in  making  Ireland  tran- 
quil ;  it  seems  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
oould  aot  afford  to  see  Ireland  quiet,  and 
that,  if  by  any  means  whatever,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  should  be  successful  in  con- 
duoting  the  govemmentof  that  country, 
there  would  be  an  utter  destruction  of 
the  political  sohemes  and  Party  of  the 
right  hon  Gentleman.  When  we  nome 
to  contrast  the  ad  ministration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  with  that  of  any  one 
of  his  Predecessors  in  any  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  when  we  consider  that  the  highest 
number  ot  crimes  was,  as  I  have  shown, 
4,389  during  the  administration  ot  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  the 
highest  under  the  administration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  not  more  than 
1,000,  hon.  Members  will.  I  think, 
oome  to  the  conclusion  that  there  has 
been  no  undermining  of  respect  tor  the 
law  bj  the  present  Government,   and 
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th&t  the  right  hon.  Gentlam&n  opposite 
iraa  Bucoese^l  in  underniiniiiif  that  re- 
■pect  at  least  eight  times  as  muoli  as  mj 
right  hoa.  Friend.  It  is  not  the  sd- 
miniatration  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  undermines  respect  for  law  in  Ire- 
land ;  it  ia  lomething  very  different. 
It  is  the  condaot  of  the  Leaders  and 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposi- 
tion. I  will  give  an  iastanoe  to  the 
House  of  the  way  in  which  the  game  is 
carried  on  fay  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite.  I- acknowledge  it  is  peculiar 
and  most  ingenious.  Ererybody  Itnowa 
the  enormous  political  influence  which  is 
Yielded  by  the  Nonconformist  Ministers 
of  this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  not 
Tery  long  ago  met  a  large  assemblage 
of  these  gentlemen  and  made  a  speech 
to  them  in  London.  What  happened  ? 
Those  poor,  simple-minded,  truth-loving 

gentlemen  sat  at  the  feet  of  their 
amaliel  with  the  firm  oonviotioa  that 
every  word  he  was  telling  them  was 
gospel  truth.  They  swallowed  erery- 
tiiing  he  told  them,  and  they  in  turn 
retailed  the  stories  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  their  flocks  as  soon  aa 
they  returned  to  meet  them.  And  so  in 
all  parts  of  tbooouDtry  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  engaged  in  trying  to 
undermine  respect  for  the  Govemment 
as  well  as  for  the  law  in  Ireland. 
What  was  this  dootrine  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  preached  to  the  Noncon- 
formist Ministers — what  was  the  burden 


of  his  song  ?  He  had  taken  the  right 
hos.  GenUeman's  own  words,  and  it  was 
this— 

"  That  they,  ai  ths  majority  of  the  preteat 
Bouie  of  Commons,  have  abaDdoned  and  for- 
feited all  the  pledge*  by  which  that  wajorily 
waa  retnnied. 

He  made  that  aascrtion,  as  he  told  them, 
"  as  a  deliberate  statement." 

"  Their  pledges,"  he  nid,  "  have  bMD  cast  to 
the  vrindi,  and  I  tay  now  thev  have  do  mDral 
title  to  repreeeut  England  and  no  leital  title  to 
repreieDt  Ireland,  Walea,  and  Scotluid." 

I  want  to  know  what  are  the  pledges 
that  have  been  broken.  I  will  give 
them  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 

"To  renoBnceooerdonand  topTomise, atany 
Tate,  a  liberal  conceMion  of  Home  Rnle  wa«  the 
platform  on  whioh  the  maJoritjstoodsttlMlaat 
eleotion," 

And  again  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 

Ur.  Chaplin 


stated  ia  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  W. 
Bobertson,  of  Th»  AyrMre  Pott,  dated 
the  4th  of  Juno, — '"they  bad  promised 
no  coercion  and  plenty  of  local  govern- 
ment." [Mr.  W.  E.  Gi.aI)btoiik:  Hear, 
hear !]  Ue  noticed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cheered  that;  but  he 
did  not  know  what  waa  to  follow, 
or  he  did  not  think  he  would  have 
cheered  so  readily.  These  are  the 
pledges  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charged  us  with  breaking.  I  deny  them 
altogether.  I  say,  and  affirm  it  here  in 
the  Honse  of  Oommons,  that  the  tdiarge 
is  absolutely  false ;  and  out  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  mouth  I  wilt 
prove  the  absolate  truth  of  what  I  am 
stating.  I  am  not  going  to  quote  from 
some  reckless  speech  mads  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  I  am  not  even  going 
to  quote  from  a  post-card  or  telegram 
written  in  a  hurry,  or  from  a  letter 
written  deliberately  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  am  going  to  quote  from 
the  most  solemn  document  whioh  it  is 
possible  for  any  man  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  position  deliberately  to 
have  panned  ;  I  am  going  to  quote  from 
his  manifesto  to  his  constituents  while 
still  Prime  Minister  of  England,  and 
whioh  is  dated  the  10th  of  June,  1886. 
That  manifesto  the  House  will  remem- 
ber was  addressed  not  only  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman'a  constituents,  but  to 
the  whole  country,  and  to  them  and 
before  them  he  put  dearly  the  issue  of 
the  General  Election.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  now  ?  I  heg 
the  House  to  recollect  that  the  oharge 
against  us  is  that  since  the  last  eleotion 
we  have  broken  our  pledges.  [Mr  W. 
E.  Gi-ADSTOirz;  Quote.]  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  wish 
iplain  that  sinoe  the  General  Eleo- 
tion his  charges  were  to  this  effect,  that 
we  had  before  the  election  promised,  "no 
ooerdon  and  tats  of  local  government." 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
before  the  election  F  These  are  hia 
words — 

Two  clear,  positive,  and  intelligible  plana 

before  the  world  ;  tharo  ia  the  plan  of  the 

eramcDt,  and  there  ia  the   plan   of   Lord 

Saliabary.  Oar  plan  is  that  Irelaod,  nndw  well 

considered  condition*,  ihoold  traiUBct  her  own 

afTairs:  his  plan" — 

Let  the  Houae  bear  in  mind  the  plan  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  the  leader  and  mouth- 
piece of  the  majority  who  were  pledged 


"no  coercion   — < 
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England  and  Scotland,  any  measure  of 
Local  Qovemment  that  might  be 
brought  in  tor  thoee  countriee.  Now,  I 
bars  myself  already  pointed  out  on  a 
former  ocoasioa,  although  I  hare  not  been 
able  to  do  eo  in  this  House  for  want  of 
time,  that  there  was  absolute  inoon- 
aistency  between  the  pledges  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Those  pledges  were  given 
subject  to  two  conditions — namely,  that 
there  should  be  the  same  fulfilment  of 
legal  obligations  in  Ireland  as  there  was 
in  England,  and  that  there  should  be 
the  same  state  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland.  If  that  were  so,  I 
contend  that  I  have  suooessfnlly  shown 
that  the  charges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  levelled  against  us  beforo 
the  Nonconformist  Uinisters  of  the 
country,  of  breaking  our  pledges  in  re- 
gard to  coercion  on  the  one  hand,  and 
in  regard  to  Local  Govemment  on  the 
other,  are  absolutely  false.  I  have 
shown  that  out  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's ownmouthandout  of  his  manifesto 
of  16S6,  and  I  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  do  me  the  favour  of  at- 
tempting to  show  how  both  of  his  state- 
ments can  possibly  be  true. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  feel  my  temper  to  be 
severely  tried  by  the  rather  violent  at- 
tacks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  who  aaya  that  I,  more 
than  any  other  man,  am  responsible  for 
the  dreadful  crime  which  darkened  the 
month  of  Kay,  18S2,  and  who  alleges 
that  I  habitually  make  in  the  country 
or  here  "false"  oharges— an  epithet 
which  I  think  I  have  carefully  avoided 
on  every  occasion  in  speaking  of  my 
opponents.  The  avoidance  of  such  an 
epithet  is,  if  I  may  so  say,  acharaoteristio 
of  civilized  political  controversy.  I 
have,  however,  not  the  least  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  liberty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  if  I  felt  inclined 
to  be  angry  with  him  at  all  it  would  be 
with  that  large  infusion  of  charity 
which  induced  him,  after  attempting  to 
show  that  I  had  made  inconsistent  ac- 
cusations, to  explain  them  by  a  reference 
to  the  accruing  infirmities  of  age.  I 
shall  not  pretend  to  determine  to  what 
exact  degree  I  am  Buffering  from  those 
infirmities ;  but  I  may  venture  to  say  that 
while  sensible  that  the  lapse  of  time  is 
undoubtedly  extremely,  formidable  and 
affects  me  in  more  than  one  particular,  yet 
2  V 
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"  Ib  to  ask  PaTliameDt  tor  more  represslTe 
powers,  and  to  mloroe  them  reiolutelj  for  20 
yoMS." 

What  is  the  House  of  Oommons  to  think 
of  that  to-night?  What  wilt  England, 
and  what  will  the  people  who  love  truth 
and  fair  dealing,  think  of  that  to- 
morrow? The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  heard  the  statements.  I  invite  him 
to-night  to  reconcile  them  if  he  can. 
\^Laughl«r.'\  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
appear  to  think  it  a  very  easy  thing.  It 
is  very  easy  for  them  to  laugh,  and 
they  invariably  do  so  whenever  they  find 
charges  that  are  not  easy  to  answer 
brought  either  against  themselves  or 
their  Leader.  If  one  of  those  charges 
were  true,  the  other  must  be  false. 
Our  pledges  could  not  be  pledges  of 
coereion  and  non-coercion  at  one  and 
th«  same  time.  I  wish  to  know  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  adopts  at  the 
present  moment  ?  [  Criti  of ' '  Both  !  "] 
For  my  part,  I  do  not  hesitate  for 
a  eingle  moment  to  affirm  that  the 
false  charge  is  the  one  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  makes  against  us  sow 
and  has  made  against  ua  through- 
out the  country  during  the  last  six 
weeks — namely,  that  we  have  forfeited 
and  broken  all  our'pledges.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  one  instant  with  deliberately 
making  false  assortiona.  I  would  he 
the  last  person  in  the  House  to  do  so. 
I  am  quite  willing  and  quite  ready  to 
place  a  much  more  charitable  construc- 
tion on  hie  words,  and  that  is,  that  the 
rl^ht  hon.  Gentleman  has  forgotten  that 
his  memory  has  been  failing  him  of  late 
— [O-tMof  "Oh!"  " Shame !" oni (nj#r- 
rvplion]  —  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  really  remember 
~~[^Rtiuu>ei  inttrrvptioH  and  eriti  of 
"  Order !  "J — that  really  he  doea  not 
remember  the  statements  he  has  made 
before  and  cannot  be  held  responsible  for 
what  he  says  upon  this  subject.  That  is 
my  charge  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  well  aware  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fortified  himself  with 
regard  to  the  charge  of  breaking  their 
pledges  on  the  matter  of  Local  Govem- 
ment, by  quoting  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  which  he 
delivered  in  that  House,  and  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  declared  that  the  Party 
OP  ih^aide  of  the  House  were  pledged 
""  '  •  Tteland,  simultaneously  with 
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I  hope  that,  for  a  tittle  while  at  any  rate, 
I  may  remain  not  whrJly  unable  to  oopa 
with  antagonista  of  the  calibre  of  the 
right  hoQ.  Oeatleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  kindly  and  generously 
giren  me  my  ohoice  betffeea  two  accu- 
aationa  which  he  says  are  incompatible 
and  contradictory.  I  deolino  to  avail 
myself  of  the  option  so  handsomely  ac- 
corded to  me.  I  adhere  in  the  fullest 
sense  of  every  word  to  both  of  those 
aoousationa.  There  is  one  quali&cation 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  did  not 
mention.  I  made  it  clear  in  the  speech 
which  he  has  quoted  that  white  I  made 
against  the  majority  as  a  body  the  dis- 
tinot  charge  to  which  he  has  referred, 
X  did  not  make  it  against  every  iadi- 
Tidual  of  that  majority,  because  I  reool- 
lected  that  there  were  exceptions.  I 
think,  if  I  remember  right,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  T.  Chamberlain)  was  au 
ezoeption.  If  my  memory  serves  me, 
I  recollect  that  at  the  period  of  the 
Election  my  right  hon.  Friend  referred 
to  ooeruion  aa  a  policy  which  he  would 
be  inolined  under  certain  oiroumstanoee 
and  under  certain  conditions  to  support. 
But  as  regards  the  body  in  general,  I 
have  made  that  charge,  and,  please  God, 
I  will  make  it  again.  I  do  not  intend. 
Sir,  to  be  drawn  aside  from  the  business 
of  to-night.  I  meet  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  fairly  when  I  say  that  I  hold 
myself  responsible  for  both  of  these  aa- 
ousatione,  presuming  to  differ  from  him 
on  what  he  thinks  their  contradictory 
character.  In  my  firm  conviction,  of 
course,  with  all  due  deference  to  his  su- 
perior judgment,  they  are  both  of  them 
true,  both  of  them  historical,  both  of 
them  rational,  both  of  them  withiu  the 
facts.  It  is  impossible  within  the  nar- 
row limits  assigned  to  this  debate  for 
each  speaker — perhaps  for  any  speaker 
— to  traverse  the  whole  field  of  an  in- 
dictment so  wide  aa  that  which  has  been 
brought  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kewcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  against  the  Crimes  Act 
and  its  administration  in  Ireland.  There 
is  a  general  understandiug,  I  believe, 
that  the  debate  shall  dose  to-night.  In 
my  opinion,  for  such  a  subject  to  have 
been  fully  and  satisfactorily  discussed,  it 
would  have  required  three  times  ^e 
period  which  is  assigned  to  it.  Not- 
withstanding that,  I  am  making  no 
complaint  at  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
Mr.  W.  £.  QladtUme 


Majesty's  Government  in  this  matter, 
although  I  did  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  found  him- 
self in  duty  obliged  to  threaten  ub  with 
what  would  happen  in  case  the  debate 
should  be  unduly  prolonged.  He  has 
pointed  to  the  consequences  that  wonld 
ensue  in  regard  to  the  mutilation  and 
the  possible  loss  of  a  measure  to  which 
we  attach  great  value.  But  that  is  a 
passing  matter.  I  am  aware  it  is  desired 
in  the  present  state  of  Public  Business 
— and  I  think  it  does  great  honour  to 
the  Irish  Members  that  they  should  con- 
cur in  the  arrangement — that  we  should 
be  content  with  placing  fairly,  although 
inadequately,  the  charges  which  we  have 
to  make,  and  that  we  should  then  revert 
to  the  consideration  of  the  great  public 
matters  that  we  have  to  dispose  of.  I 
state  this,  however,  simply  as  an  intro- 
duction to  a  separata  statement.  With 
the  exception  of  one  particular  subject 
— namely,  what  I  deem  to  be  the  ex- 
tremely important  case  of  Eilleagh — I 
do  not  intend  to  enter  into  details  upon 
the  several  piiriiious  of  this  matter. 
They  were  treated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley)  in  a  manner 
which,  if  not  oomplete — and  complete  it 
could  not  be — was  wonderfully  compre- 
hensive, lucid,  able,  and  concise,  and  I 
am  ready  in  what  I  pass  over  to  bs 
bound  by  the  statement  which  he  made. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  compelled  first  to  reite- 
rate the  complaint,  though  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  it,  that  information  has  been 
withheld  which  ought  to  have  been  ^ren 
to  us.  I  found,  in  fact,  upon  that  with- 
holding of  information,  upon  the  manner 
in  which  information  has  been  given, 
upon  the  illusory  and  inaccurate  cha- 
racter of  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  a  chai^ 
which  I  think  we  can  sustain,  and  for 
which  I  make  myself  responsible — whe- 
ther intended  or  not,  it  has  amounted 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  au 
endeavour  to  oust  the  House  of  Oom- 
mooa  from  its  proper  jurisdiction  in 
watching  the  operation  of  exceptional 
laws,  and  in  making  prorision,  wherever 
oiroumstanoee  seem  to  require  it,  for  the 
maintenanee  of  the  sanctity  of  private 
rights.  Now,  Sir,  I  remind  the  House 
tlMt  we  were  refused  information  on  the 
depositions  connected  with  the  imprison- 
ment of  Mr.  Dillon.    We  have  been  ah- 
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sol utelj refused  vholeeale  information  in 
tliecase  of  conspiracy.  We  have  been  re- 
fused information  on  the  subject  whicli  of 
all  others  was  best  calculated  to  test  the 
success  of  the  polio;  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment— namely,  information  re- 
lating to  derelict  land.  We  obtained, 
it  is  true,  a  Beturn  on  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley)  of 
the  cases  of  persons  tried  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  And  what  a  statement  it 
was  whiih  was  presented  to  ua.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  seems  to  think  it 
is  the  duty  of  each  Member  for  himself 
to  compile  statistics,  and  the  duty  ol  the 
Government  to  give  every  opposition 
they  can  to  supplying  us  with  knowledge 
in  a  state  in  which  we  can  use  it.  So 
chaotic  and  so  slovenly  a  Beturn  on  a 
Buhject  of  such  importance,  without 
dates  of  time,  without  notifloation  of 
place,  without  olassification  of  the  2,000 
offences,  so  aa  to  enable  as  to  know  how 
many  there  were  of  one  class,  and  how 
manv  there  were  of  another,  I  do  not 
think  I  ever  knew  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  when  it  is  presented,  it  is  at 
the  beginning  of  a  debate  which  is  to 
terminate  on  the  second  night.  A  graver 
matter  stiti  remains.  Information  was 
refused  in  regard  to  the  deplorable  and 
disgraceful  transactions  at  Mitchelstown. 
A  less  grave  matter,  but  one  which 
iilustrates  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed,  was  the  refusal  to  give  us  any 
information  with  respect  to  the  transac- 
tion at  Ennis.  And  how  are  we  placed  T 
We  hear  statements  made  in  this  House. 
We  recite  them  elsewhere.  I  heard  a 
statement  made  in  this  House  which  I 
thought  challenged  and  deserved  in- 
quiry— namely,  that  officers  in  command 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  especially 
of  Cavalry,  sent  into  a  certain  yard, 
which  the  Government  desoribed  as 
densely  packed  with  people,  a  portion  of 
that  Cavalry.  A  more  unwise,  a  more 
blameworthy  proceeding,  although  there 
was  no  intention  of  charging,  Icould  not 
have  supposed.  It  was  also  stated  that 
there  was  a  charge  of  the  cavalry  in  the 

Jard.  That  was  at  the  time  not  admitted 
y  the  Government;  but  that  the  Cavalry 
were  sent  into  the  yard  they  never  ques- 
tioned   for    a    moment.      I  mads   the 
charge  in  a  speech  at  a  public  meeting, 
tha    ■     -      ^ 
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statement  that  the  Cavalry  did  make  the 
charge.  That,  however,  was  quite  aa 
incidental  part;  the  substanee  of  the 
charge  I  meant  to  make  was,  that  the 
Cavalry  were  sent  into  the  yard.  For 
that  charge  tbere  was  no  foundation. 
The  Cavalry  were  not  sent  into  the 
yard.  A  particular  Hussar  went  into 
the  yard  and  eeems  there  to  have  mis- 
conducted himself  to  the  injury  of  one 
or  two  perfectly  innocent  persons.  What 
happened?  Our  prayer  in  this  House 
was  for  inquiry.  We  made  none  of 
these  charges  as  proved  facte.  They 
were  reported  in  the  newspapers.  We, 
seeing  them  there,  prayed  for  inquiry. 
We  were  refused  all  inquiry  ;  and  this 
officer,  for  whom  I  have  a  great  respect, 
for  I  believe  him  to  be  an  honorable  and 
a  liberal-minded  man — that  is,  I  believe 
him  to  have  been  an  honourable  aqd 
liberal-minded  man — Colonel  Turner- 
writes  a  letter  to  the  newspaper  denounc- 
ing me  as  a  person  totally  void  of  the 
sense  of  truth  and  justice,  becauee  I  had 
made  a  charge,  which  charge  was  made 
in  this  House  and  not  denied  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  That  is  the 
position  in  which  we  are  placed  because 
of  this  almost  systematic  refusal  of 
accurate  information  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  case  of  this 
vital  importance.  I  most  point  out  in 
all  fairness,  that  when  he  said  that  I  had 
stated  this  matter  in  defiance  of  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  Government  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  12th  of 
April,  he  completely  admitted  that  the 
Cavalry  had  been  sent  into  the  yard 
densely  packed  with  people.  Well,  sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  made 
a  statement  which  I  may  take  notice  of 
in  order  that  I  may  come  nearer  to  the 
vital  parts  of  this  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  two  cases  of  murder 
iu  Ireland  in  which  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  useful — one  by  the  change  of 
venue,  and  the  other  by  the  use  of  the 
private  inquiry.  Every  man  in  this 
House  rejoices  in  those  two  solitary  cases 
in  which  the  Crimes  Act  has  been 
of  use ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think,  and  seemed  to  wish 
the  House  to  think,  that  these  were 
the  main  matters  for  which  the  Crimes 
Act  had  been  passed.  Why,  Sir,  vas 
there  any  difficulty  in  this  House  lost 
year  made  by  my  hon.  Friends  near  me 
or  by  myself  on  the  question  of  properly 
2  U  8 
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criminal  jurisdiction  T  Nothing  of  the 
sort.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  I  thinlc  in 
the  very  first  ipeeoh  he  made  upon  the 
■ubjeot,  aoid  that  he  vas  perfectly  ready 
to  entertain  the  coneideration  of  pro- 
visions for  the  bonAfiit  oorroboratioii  of 
the  Oriminal  Law.  I  expressed  my  con- 
ourrenoe  with  him,  and  I  believe  he 
actually  pointed  in  principle  to  these 
Teiy  two  questions,  the  change  of  venue 
and  the  dause  of  private  inquiry.  I 
know  that  that  clause  of  private  inquiry 
took  a  lonf  time ;  but  why  did  it  take 
a  lonfj;  time  ?  It  was  because  of  the 
bungling  and  inefficient  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  drawn,  so  that  when 
it  oame  into  this  Honaa  it  conaiated  of 
30  lines,  and  by  the  time  it  received  the 
aanotion  of  the  House  in  Committee  it 
consisted  of,  I  believe,  120  lines.  Sir, 
there  should  have  been  no  difference  of 
opinion  between  us  on  these  matters; 
but  what  was  our  contention  from  the 
first  ?  It  was  that  this  was  not  a  Orimes 
Act  at  all.  It  was  not  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  down  crime.  It  waa 
a  Combination  Act.  It  professed  to  go 
against  conspiracy.  It  was  rsally  aimed 
against  combination,  and  we  shall  see 
how  it  has  been  applied  in  these  matters. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
wishes  the  issue  to  be  taken  on  the 
subject  of  the  two  murder  cases,  as  to 
which  there  are  not  two  opinions  in  this 
House,  and  wishes  it  to  be  supposed 
that  this  is  the  question  now  raised  on 
which  the  House  ought  to  decide — 
against  these  two  cases   of  murder  I 

Koint  to  the  2,000  oases  in  which  Her 
[ajesh's  Irish  subjects  have  been  pro- 
secuted by  the  Oovemment  and  in  which 
hundreds  of  them,  unless  I  am  very 
mnoh  mistaken — I  believe  I.  might  say 
by  far  the  larger  majority  of  those  2,000 
— have  had  to  suffer  the  anxiety  of  trial 
and  the  penalty  of  imprisonment,  and 
you  cannot,  by  pointing  to  two  oases  of 
murder  in  whieh  particular  provisions 
that  nobody  would  have  objeoted  to  on 
principle  have  been  put  in  operation, 
escape  the  issue  on  the  general  adminis- 
tration of  the  Orimes  Act.  Now,  Sir,  I 
shall  not  attempt  after  the  powerful 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  {Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  to  sneak 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  or  Mr.  Dillon, 
bat  I  shall  remark  on  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  eat  down  (Mr.  Chaplin)  treats 
nte  with  respect  to  the  Plan  of  Oam- 
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paign.  Having  quoted  a  line  and  a- 
half  from  a  speech  of  mine  he  thereupon 
expands  it  by  hie  great  power  of  para- 
phrase, and  thus,  making  me  responsibia 
for  the  padding  he  puts  in,  he  is  good 
enough  to  express  his  lively  satisfaction 
at  my  admission  of  fair  and  sound  doc- 
trines which  are  in  reality  the  oSapring 
of  his  own  fertile  brain.  I  was  certainly 
not  leas  than  half-an-hour  in  the  month 
of  February  in  giving  fully  and  carefully 
my  views  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  it  at  large  at 
present,  what  I  am  going  to  do  is  this, 
to  state  in  one  single  sentence  what  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  the  smallest  idea  of,  and,  what  I  do 
not  know,  whether  the  Government 
thorougfaty  oomprehend— namely,  what 
is  the  real  contention  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  have  to  meet  with  respeot  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  F  I  shall  state  it 
without  a  word  of  oomment,  and  the 
contention,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this — 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  framed 
when  Parliament  had  refused  to  make 
any  legislative  provision  for  the  neoesai- 
ties  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  in  the 
year  1886,  and  that  it  met  the  case  by 
making  demands  upon  the  landlords 
equal  or  inferior  to  those  which,  in  the 
Act  of  1B67,  the  Land  Commission  had 
acknowledged  to  be  just.  That  is  the 
true  state  of  the  question.  It  is  idle  to 
travel  round  and  round  it  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  has  done ; 
it  is  idle  to  advance  against  it  tbe  naked 
doctrine  that  it  is  the  law  and  that  the 
law  shall  be  obeyed.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "J  I 
know  there  are  those  in  this  House  to 
whom  it  seems  to  be  a  cardinal  principle 
and  a  aaored  duty  to  make  no  investiga- 
tiona  of  Irish  history,  no  more  than  they 
think  right,  or  of  the  general  opinion 
of  the  world  as  to  the  relations  between 
Ireland  and  England.  But  that  is  not 
so  in  Ireland.  The  reoolleotions  and 
the  traditions  of  Irish  history  are  burnt 
into  the  very  soul  of  the  people.  W« 
know  how  the  traditions  of  MaAborough 
survived  from  generation  to  generation 
on  the  Continent,  and  you  ought  to  know 
how  the  saying,  "The  Cures  of  Crom- 
well," has  lived  from  generation  to 
generation  in  Ireland.  These  things 
are  known  and  felt  there.  The  Iriah 
people  are  aware  what  are  the  horrors, 
what  are  the  atrocities  almoet  incredible, 
that  have  been  done  in  Ireland  in  the 


1321         Criminal  Law  and        (Juwa  26,  : 

name  of  law— the  tortures,  the  murdera, 
the  crimes  of  every  description  which 
'  when  they  have  not  heen  done  under 
the  name  of  lav  have  been  covered 
'by  subsequent  acts  of  indeinnity,  and 
who  can  suppose  that  a  people  whose 
whole  souls  are  full  of  these  painful  and 
grievous  recollections  can  come  to  the 
oonsideration  of  the  law  in  the  same 
mind  and  the  same  spirit  as  the  Judge 
sitting  upon  the  Bench?  In  expecting 
it  you  show  your  ignorance  of  human 
nature,  your  incapacity  for  statesman- 
ship.  The  principles  on  which  you  act 
have  never  guided  wise  legislative  as- 
semblies, which  have  always  made  al- 
lowances for  those  things  and  for  the 
circumstanoes  which  determine  the  cha- 
racter of  national  emotions  and  recollec- 
tions, and  which  have  been  aware  that  the 
cases  in  the  mixed  condition  of  human 
affairs  are  not  unfrequent.  Unhappily, 
Ireland  is  perhaps  the  most  conspicuous 
country  in  the  world  where  law  has  been 
on  one  side  and  justice  on  tho  other. 
Tou  do  not  consider — you  do  not  seem 
to  think  it  worth  while  to  consider — the 
facte  of  Mr.  Dillon's  case.  I  yrill  not 
discuss  the  matter  at  large  after  the 
vindication  he  has  received   from   the 

eiwerful  statement  made  by  the  hon- 
ember  of  North-East  Oork  ;  but  I  will 
refer  briefly  to  some  of  the  incidents  of 
'Mr.  Dillon's  case,  and  first  among  them 
I  must  say  that  it  ia  a  strange  irony  of 
fortune  that  Mr.  Dillon  should  be  lec- 
tured on  the  subject  of  illegality  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North  Ar- 
magh (Colonel  Saunderson)— the  man 
who  has  announced  that  if  Parliament 
think  proper  to  pass  a  certain  law  he  will 
lift  his  hand  in  violence  to  resist  it  and 
encourage  his  countrymen  to  do  the 
same.  If  Mr.  Dillon  wishes  to  serve  an 
apprenticeship  in  illegality  I  recom- 
mend him  to  the  master  opposite ;  but 
the  apprenticeship  will  be  long  and 
arduous,  and  Mr.  Dillon  will  have  to 
mount  the  ladder  step  by  step  before  he 
reaches  the  elevation  on  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  been  comfort- 
ably planted  long  ago.  I  want  the 
House  to  consider  how  it  was  that  Mr. 
DiUon  became  amenable  to  the  law,  for, 
after  all,  our  prime  duty  here  is  not  to 
measure  in  scales  of  gold  the  wisdom  or 
even 
his< 
Got. 
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majority  in  this  House,  those  who  have 
at  their  back  the  Army,  and  the  Consta- 
bulary, and  that  other  instrument  of 
justice  apparently  in  some  cases  not  less 
pliable  and  effective— namely,  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates.  I  wish  to  examine, 
then,  when  Mr.  Dillon  became  amenable 
to  the  law.  Mr.  Dillon,  I  feel  bound  to 
assume — I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
judicial  decision — I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  a  direct  judicial  decision  or 
not ;  but  I  shall  assume  that  he  was 
amenable  to  the  operation  of  the  law. 
He  was  amenable  in  County  Louth,  but 
he  was  amenable  to  its  operation  sub- 
ject to  going  before  a  jury.  Now,  that 
is  of  all  things  what  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  moat  dread.  Lord  Spenoer 
administered  his  Crimes  Act  from  1882 
to  1885,  and  he  administered  it  with  all 
the  success  that  can  possibly  attend  such 
a  measure,  and  in  that  Ctimes  Act  we 
had  taken  powers  for  going  past  the 
jury  in  a  straightforivard,  upright,  and 
honourable  manner,  in  the  light  of  day, 
in  case  the  necessity  should  arise.  It 
never  did  arise,  and  the  Act  was  ad- 
ministered without  departure  from  the 
principle  of  trial  by  jury.  What  has 
been  done  here  ?  An  act  is  done  in  a 
county  of  Ireland,  a  county  which  has  a 
pure  and  splendid  reputation  so  far  as 
outrage  is  concerned.  I  am  told  that  as 
to  Louth  it  may  be  said — as  I  am  happy 
to  say  it  may  he  said  of  many  parts  of 
Wales—  that  long  years  have  passed 
since  an  outrage  has  been  committed  in 
that  county.  Yet  Louth  was  subjected 
to  the  indignity  of  being  proclaimed 
under  the  Crimes  Act  in  order  that  Mr. 
Dillon  might  not  have  the  benefit  of  a 
jury.  These  are  the  acts — this  ia  one 
of  the  acts — which  provoke  men  to  say 
that  they  are  not  only  harsh,  not  only 
are  they  cruel,  but  they  are  mean.  Of 
them  any  Government  ought  to  be 
ashamed,  and  if  it  were  possible  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  those  re- 
searches of  which  be  is  so  fond  to  find 
that  something  of  the  kind  was  done 
by  a  Liberal  Government — [^Chttri.'] 
—Oh,  yes,  that  is  a  delightful  prospect, 
is  it  not?  I  say,  if  he  could  find 
such  a  thing,  I  would  not  stoop 
to  apologize  for  suoh  an  act.  If 
I  had  a  share  in  it  I  would  take  a  full 
ibility,  and  perform 
Du  might  choose  to 
ty  Louth  has  been 
ir  that  Mr.  Dillon 
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might  be  deprived  of  hia  rigliti  as  a 
British  subject  Trhich  he  poeaessed  at 
the  time  he  made  his  speech.  la  that 
the  wa7  in  which  jou  propose  to 

fiagatfi  respect  for  the  law  ia 
Hnd  t  Ib  that  the  way  in  which  ;ou 
think  you  will  draw  tlie  heart  of  Ire- 
land nearer  F  Nearer  to  what?  Not 
to  the  heart  of  England,  for  these  two 
great  hearts,  I  rejoice  to  t&y,  are  al- 
ready morally  joined  in  one,  but  nearer 
to  Dublin  Castle,  nearer  to  the  Viceroy, 
nearer  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  nearer  tc 
the  Tory  and  Dissentient  majority.  It 
is  necessary,  under  the  high  sense  oi 
duty  thai  governs  the  administration  of 
the  right  hoD.  Qentleman,  that  Sir. 
Dillon  should  be  subjected  to  the  indig- 
nity of  being  put  into  prison  costume. 
What,  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  F  "Serve  him  right."  Serve 
him  right !  Is  it  right,  then,  to  insult 
a  Qentleman  of  hie  character  ?  Suppose 
an  accident  happened  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  tor  North  Armagh  in 
the  contingencies  which  might  arise, 
and  which  he  has  foreshadowed.  I  do 
not  believe  that,  among  his  strongest 
opponents  below  the  Gangway,  there  is 
one  that  would,  for  a  moment,  tolerate 
this  indignity  should  be  put  upon  him. 
But  this  has  been  done  to  Mr.  Dillon. 
"Why  ?  On  the  ground  of  the  high  and 
inflexible  morality  which  is  so  cha- 
racteristic, as  we  all  know,  of  the  Irish 
Secretary  that  be  cannot  help  observing 
upon  the  want  of  it  in  other  people.  His 
high  morality  will  not  endure  the  unequal 
treatment  in  two  oases.  Is  it  equal 
treatment  F  Is  the  prison  dress  for  Mr, 
DiUon  the  same  thing  as  the  prison  dress, 
for  the  man  with  the  frieze  coat  F  Is  it  F 
Is  it  the  same  thing?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  says  it 
is.  I  say  it  is  not  the  same,  and  I  appeal 
to  an  authority  better  than  myself,  and 
better  than  the  authority  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  if  it  is  the  same 
infliction,  I  put  these  two  questions — 
Why  did  Parliament  provide  in  England 
that  every  person  for  the  offence  of  sedi- 
tion should  cease  to  be  subject  to  this 
indignity,  and  should  become  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant  ?  And  why  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  troubled 
with  a  stiB*,  unbending  conscience,  bend 
that  conscience  in  the  case  of  the  priest  F 
If  the  prison  dress  be  the  same  thing  for 
Mr.  Dillon  and  the  frieze  coat,  is  it  the 
Mr.  W.  B.  ekdttont 


same  thing  for  Mr.  Dillon  and  thepriest? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  daied 
to  put  ihe  prison  dress  upon  the  priest. 
He  receded  from  it  not  because  he  was 
merciful,   but  because  he   was    afraid. 

tCheirt  and  Zaughter.']  I  hope  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  enjoys  that.  I  believe 
he  has  said  he  had  no  option — that  the 
law  prescribed  it,  and  that  the  law  must 
be  obeyed.  Then,  I  ask,  why  was  the 
law  violated  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man in  the  case  of  the  priest?  How 
can  he  reconcile  bis  conduct  to  Mr. 
Dillon  and  other  Members  of  this  House 
with  his  conduct  to  the  prieste,  or  with 
the  policy  which  has  long  ago  dictated 
the  adoption  of  a  wise  and  gentle  and 
humane,  but  perfectly  protective,  law 
for  the  treatment  of  prisoners  committed 
for  sedition  in  England  ?  What  did  the 
Judge  say  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Dillon  F 
He  inflicted  the  maximum  sentence. 
But  why?  Because  of  Mr.  Dillon's 
great  influence.  Therefore,  he  said — 
I  will  inSict  the  maximum  sentence." 
But  how  haa  Mr.  Dillon  used  his  influ- 
ence ?  Qo  back  with  me  to  the  memor- 
able and  melancholy  day  at  Mitchels- 
town.  [LatighUr.']  1  heard  that  laugh. 
It  must  have  been  involuntary,  for  it  is 
shocking  to  suppose  that  it  was  any- 
thing else.  Go  back  to  the  melancholy 
day  at  Mitcheletown,  and  to  the  great 
outrages  of  the  officers  of  the  Constabu- 
lary and  the  men  under  their  command, 
and  the  deaths  of  three  innoeent  men. 
It  was  Mr.  Dillon,  in  my  belief,  who 

Srevented,  by  the  use  of  bis  great  in- 
uence,  a  terrible  accumulation  of  that 
disaster,  and  that  ose  of  his  influence 
ght  to  have  been  recollected  when  he 
IB  taken  to  task  by  the  Judge  and  the 
maximum  panishment  inflicted  upon 
him,  because  in  some  other  case,  the 
Judge  differed  from  the  use  he  had  made 
of  the  influence.  I  make  no  special 
complaint  of  the  Judge  in  this  case. 
I  cannot  say  as  much  in  respect  of 
another  case  to  which  I  shall  come  by- 
and-bye.  But  the  Judge  in  this  case 
lid — "Mr.  DiUon  is  a  man  of  great 
ifluenco  over  his  fellow-countrymen." 
By  that  he  meant  over  the  Irish  people. 
The  Judge  was  perhaps  hardly  aware 
that  Mr.  Dillon's  influence  is  not  limited 
to  Ireland.  There  are  millions  upon 
millions  of  people  in  this  country — I  be- 
lieve the  large  majority  of  the  people 
of  England,  as  well  as  of  Scotland  and 
Wales — to  whom  there  could  be  on  the 
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occaBion  of  a  public  BM«mbly  no  mors 
welcome  tidings  than  that  they  were 
about  to  be  addressed  by  Hw.  Dillon, 
and  there  is  budly  one  vhose  entranoe 
among  them  would  call  forth  more  en- 
tbusiaatio  acclaniation.  Now,  Sir,  I  will 
Tenture  to  say  that  it  is  a  terrible  state 
of  things  that  a  man  of  Ur.  Dillon'scba- 
lacter,  niB  qualities,  and  bis  position  is 
thus  treated.  It  is  a  state  of  thingi  which 
ousht  to  bring  about  much  reflection 
and  which  cannot  be  disposed  of  by  a  ma- 
jority to-night  in  this  House.  Well,  Sir, 
I  am  now  going  into  the  case  of  Killeagh. 
After  the  daring  statement  of  the  bon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  Oensral  for  Ireland 
(Hr.  Madden)  last  night,  and  the  yet 
more  dariog  statement  of  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land on  a  former  occasion,  I  wish  to 
set  out  the  whole  case  to  the  House. 
The  right  bon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  not  suppose  that 
the  slight  reference  to  it  with  which  he 
was  provided  has  in  any  degree  disposed 
of  it.  The  bon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  came  a  little  nearer  to  the  point 
when  he  stated  that  the  men  who  were 
imprisoned  at  Silleagh  had  been  found 
guilty  of  conspiracy  at  Common  Law  for 
the  purpose  of  starving  the  police. 
Found  guilt?  of  conspiracy  at  Common 
Law?  By  whom  were  they  found  guilty 
of  oonapiraoy  at  Common  Law  ? 

The  SOLIOITOH  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  t  DubUn  Uni- 
Tereity) :  I  did  not  state  tliat  the  men 
had  been  found  guilty  of  conspiracy  at 
Common  Law.  What  I  did  state— and 
as  my  authority  I  refer  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Court — was  that  the  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  said  there  was 
before  them  evidence  upon  whichajury 
might  have  found  them  guilty  of  a  con- 
Bpiraay  at  Common  Law. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  read  a 
report  which  has  all  the  appearance  of 
care  and  precision ;  but  I  am  extremely 
glad  to  hear  the  statement  of  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  I  at  once 
withdraw  what  I  intended  to  say  on  this 
subject  But  if  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  have  the  goodness  to  re- 
fer to  the  newspaper  to  which  I  referred 
this  morning— namely,  7^*  Timet— he 
will  find  that  he  has  been  moat  seriously 
misrepurted,  for  the  words  I  have  used 
are  precisely  those  which  are  to  be  found 
there.  I  will  now  pass  altogether  from 
that  topic.    Well,  Sir,  I  come  to  what 


was  said  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  and 
I  dwell  the  more  readily  upon  tbia  case 
because  although,  of  couree,  it  does  not 
present  the  entire  indictment  to  the 
House  which  it  has  made  against  the 
admiDistration  of  the  Crimes  Act,  yet  it 
presents  what  I  think  is  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  case  and  goes  to  the 
ver^  centre  and  core  of  it,  because  our 
main  contention  in  the  debates  of  last 
year  was  that  this  Act  was  not  a  Crimea 
Act  at  all — that  is  to  say,  that  crime  was 
a  secondary  and  partieJ  subject  within 
its  purview;  that  it  was  really  a  Con- 
spiracy Act,  and  under  the  name  of  a 
Conspiracy  Act  It  was  a  Combination 
Act,  and  was  intended  to  put  down  law- 
ful and  legitimate  combination.  Now, 
Sir,  let  us  follow  the  legality  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, the  competency  of  the  tribunal, 
and  the  language  ol  the  Government  in 
the  ease  of  Killeagb.  The  bon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  has. 
I  think,  stated  very  nearly  what  was 
said  by  the  Lord  Ohief  Baron  in  the 
first  part  of  bis  remarks.  But  he  left 
out  certain  words  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  which  I  think  may  be  accurately 
represented  thus.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron 
was  fully  of  opinion  that  common  action 
had  been  proved,  and  upon  this  common 
action  he  rather  thought — that  was  hia 
expression — there  would  have  been  evi- 
dence from  which  a  jury  would  have 
concluded  that  the  real  abject  was  to 
injure  the  police,  and  that  upon  evidence 
of  that  kind  an  indictment  might  he 
brought  and  the  jury  might  give  a  ver- 
dict. Very  well,  let  us  suppose  that  is 
so.  Then  I  want  to  know  what  is  tha 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland  ?  I  accept  it 
without  question.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
attempt  to  affirm  or  deny  it ;  my  buBioesa 
is  to  aooept  it.  The  statement  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  isthat  if  four  men  com- 
bine at  Killeagh,  where  there  is  believed 
to  be  a  conspiracy  existing,  and  are 
proved  by  common  action  to  have  refused 
to  deal  with  the  constabulary,  a  jury 
might  convict  them  of  a  criminal  ofi'ence 
upon  evidence  which  tended  to  prove  as 
much  as  that.  Now,  suppose,  not  a  case 
of  four  men  who  deal  in  goods  and  with- 
hold their  goods  from  the  constabulary, 
but  a  case  in  England  of  400  men  deal- 
iug  in  labour  and  withholding  their 
labour.  I  believe  I  might  go  a  great 
deal  further  and  say  "  who  break  their 
contract."  Even  that  would  not  be  an 
overstatement.    But  in    the   one  cast) 
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OP  the  other— and  I  beliere  I  may 
safely  fi^  to  the  more  extreme  supposi- 
tion of  a  breach  of  contract— the  400 
men  would,  erery  one  of  them,  stand 
scatheless  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  The 
four  men  were  sent  to  prison.  Where 
is  the  equality  of  Irish  rights  ?  This  is 
what  we  aabed — what  we  pressed  for 
last  year,  what  we  were  called  faotious 
for  pressing  for.  This  is  what  the  Go- 
vemment  sternly  refused.  In  England 
the  artizsn  is  protected  by  the  law  in 
respect  of  the  disposal  of  the  commodity 
which  be  has  to  dispose  of.  In  Ireland 
yon  hsTB  refused  to  protect  him  by  the 
law  in  respect  of  the  very  same  tbiug, 
and  at  the  same  time  you  tell  us  you 
will  not  hear  of  an  Irish  Legislature  to 
deal  with  Irish  affairs ;  that  the  true 
principle  is  that  which  at  Westminster 
and  within  the  walls  of  Parliament  con- 
secrates the  principle  of  equality  of 
rights.  Then  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
goes  on — becaaee  the  part  of  his  speech 
to  which  I  have  referred  is  entirely 
incidental— 


which  va  will  ko  oi 
been  committed  or 

What  they  had  to  consider— these  are 
the  words  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron — was 
whether  the  common  purpose  was  that 
this  refusal  to  deal  should  be  accom- 
plished either  by  compulsion  or  by  in- 
fluence which  he  bad  called  undue 
influence.  I  call  the  particular  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  words,  because 
eveiything,  in  fact,  turns  upon  them.  I 
may  dismise  altogether  the  word  "  com- 
puleion  "  in  this  case,  because  there  had 
been  no  charge  of  compulsion,  I  have 
been  favoured,  not  by  Her  Ifajesty's 
Government,  but  by  the  labour  and  oaie 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  with  the 
bulky  copies  of  the  depositions,  and  I 
have  read  the  whole  of  them  ;  and  they 
all  of  them  charge  in  one  and  the  same 
phrase  that  the  offence  was  joining  in  a 
conspiracy  to  induce  certain  persoRS  not 
to  deal.  Then,  said  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron — "  that  is  the  question  ws  have 
to  consider."  What  does  he  say  upon 
it  ?  He  was  bound  to  say  that  he  did 
not  find  one  shadow  of  evidence  what- 
ever in  this  case,  and  he  did  not  find  any 
evidence  on  which  it  could  be  argued 
except  In  the  case  of  David  Barry.  What 
vae  the  case  of  David  Barry?  Now, 
Mr.  W.  E.  QlaiiioM 


David  Barry  was  eentenoed,  like  the 
rest,  for  one  month.  By  some  process 
which  I  do  not  understand,  but  I  am 
glad  of  it,  the  sentence  seems  afterwards 
to  have  been  reduced  to  one  fortnight, 
on  the  ground  that  David  Barry  had 
apparently,  to  the  Judges,  acted  under 
intimidation ;  and,  for  having  acted 
under  intimidation,  he  was  charged  and 
sent  to  prison  for  a  fortnight  for  a  con- 
spiracy to  induce  others  not  to  deal. 
What  says  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  f  It  ia 
simply  this.  To  be  a  victim  of  a  con- 
spiracy was,  in  the  view  of  these  Judges, 
the  same  thing  as  to  be  the  author  of  the 
conspiracy.  The  man  who  refuses  to  deal 
through  intimidation  and  under  a  fright, 
which  he  describes  in  Court,  that  man 
is  a  sufferer  already,  and  to  send  him  to 
prison  for  an  oflfence  indicates  either  a 
weakness,  or  a  perversity,  or  an  igno- 
rance, or  all  three  combined,  such  as  I 
could  not  have  believed  possible  from 
anything  calling  itself  a  Beech  of  Jus- 
tice. Of  course,  any  language  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  cannot  possibly  be 
exaggerated  in  this  case.  There  is  no 
evidence  whatever.  Now,  Sir,  it  baa 
been  repreeented  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  that  there  may  have 
been  a  mistake  in  this  case.  Accidents 
will  happen  in  the  best  -  regulated 
families,  and,  consequently,  there  was  a 
slight  error  of  judgment,  but  not  an 
error  of  judgment  to  form  the  basis  of  a 
charge  on  the  part  of  the  two  Besident 
Uazistrates,  Mr.  Gardiner  and  Mr. 
Bedmond.  What  I  have  to  show  ia  this 
— that  this  was  not  an  oversight  on  the 
part  of  the  Judges.  Their  attention  was 
expressly  and  repeatedly  called  to  the 
distinction  taken  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  They  did  not  suppose  that  the 
different  kinds  of  conspiracy  were  con- 
founded together,  and  that  they  in  sen- 
tencing for  one  might  just  as  well  sen- 
tence for  another.  Here  is  the  report, 
which  I  quote  from  Tht  Cork  Hxamtner 
of  the  1st  of  June,  of  what  was  said  on 
the  oocasion.  Mr.  Hodnett,  who  was 
acting  on  the  part  of  the  defendants, 
pointed  out  to  the  Judges  that  there  was 
a  total  want  of  evidence,  and  that  the 
Judges  ought  to  dismiss  the  summons 
for  want  of  evidence  to  show  that  the 
defendants  entered  into  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy to  induce  others  not  to  supply 
goods.    Observe  that  he  put  it  before 
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The  offence  cbarged  by  the  Act  is  to 
compel  or  induce  persona  not  to  do  cer- 
tain thiugB.  I  put  a  Question  carefully 
framed  in  the  sense  of  the  Act.  I  asked 
first  for  the  production  of  all  these  de- 
positions in  oases  of  conspiracy;  and  I 
then  asked  whether  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
assure  the  House  that  in  every  case 
where  an  individual  had  been  oonvicted 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act  the  conspiracy  to  compel 
or  induce  some  person  not  to  deal  with 
or  to  work  for  some  other  person  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  business,  or 
occupation,  evidence  had  been  taken  to 
prove,  not  only  the  refusal  of  the  indi- 
vidual to  work  or  to  deal  as  above,  but 
to  prove  that  he  was  implicated  in  a 
conspiracy  for  some  one  of  the  said 
purposes — that  is  to  say,  for  the  purpose 
of  inducing  or  compelling  not  to  deal 
with  or  to  work  for ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  that  Question 
gave  me  the  moat  positive  and  distinct 
pledge.  He  said — "In  all  the  oases 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidence  has  been  taken  to  prove  the 
conspiracy  referred  to."  I  presume  that 
he  had  in  his  bands  at  that  moment  the 
judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and 


them  in  the  clearest  terms.  What  said 
Mr.  Gardiner?  "We  are  both  against 
you,  Mr.  Hodnett."  These  are  the  men 
to  whom,  to  the  dieparegement  of  Judges 
and  to  the  disparagement  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  you  have  committed  practically 
in  the  moat  delicate  and  difficult  matters 
the  government  of  Ireland.  However, 
Mr.  Hodnett  was  not  discouraged,  and 
he  went  on  to  say — "1  have  made  an 
argument,  and  I  hope  something  will  be 
said."  So  Ur.  Gardiner  proceeded  to 
give  his  view  of  the  case.  He  said  hir 
view  of  the  case  was  this — 

"The  eTidence  went  to  ehow  tlist  these 
partiei  entered  into  a  crimiDBl  oonipiiao^  with 
one  soother,  miuDiuch  aa  their  acta  in  the 
refasine  id  nearly  all  the  same  luiguage  and 
tenns  ehowed  the  conspiracy  they  had  entered 

That  is  to  say,  be  deliberately 
passed  over  what  had  been  stated 
by  Ur.  Hodnett,  who  endeavoured  to 
guide  this  blind  man,  and  to  describe 
to  him  the  kind  of  conspiracy  that 
was  charged  in  the  indictment.      The 

Eatience  of  Mr.  Hodnett  was  not  yet  ex- 
Busted,  and  he  said — ' '  That  is  not  the 
charge.  The  charge  is  inducing  other 
persons  not  to  supply  goods."  Twice  in 
the  most  distinct  language  that  man 
could  use  these  Judges  were  reminded 
that  it  was  not  a  general  charge  before 
them  of  conspiracy,  but  a  charge  that 
they  had  induced  other  persons  not  to 
supply  goods.  Here  is  the  final  decision 
of  Mr.  Gardiner,  and  these  are  the 
Judges  of  whose  legal  competence  the 
Government  are  satisfied.  He  said — 
"Each  defendant  should  be  taken  with 
reference  to  the  others."  The  Judge, 
having  the  case  placed  before  him  in  the 
most  distinct  manner,  did  not  pretend 
that  he  had  the  least  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence to  show  that  the  defendants 
had  committed  a  orime.  He  said 
that  they  might  have  committed  a 
crime  ;  and  without  any  evidence 
and  merely  in  consequence  of  an  opi- 
nion in  the  sanctuary  of  his  breast  he 
condemned  them.  I  have  given  you  now 
what  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  said  acdwhat 
the  Besident  Magistrate  suid.  But  what 
did  the  Government  say  ?  Observe,  my 
point  is  this,  and  it  is  recognized  on 
both  sides.  We  are  not  dealing  now 
with  the  Common  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
which  derives  its  criminal  character  from 
its  being  intended  to  injure  a  person  or 
a  class.    That  is  not  the  offence  charged. 


the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Andrews — 
Baron  Dowse  saying  nothing  on  the 
subject.  He  had  in  hie  hands  the 
judgment  of  the  Jxird  Chief  Baron, 
which  said  there  was  no  evidence  what- 
and  with  that  judgment  in  his 
hands  he  told  me  that  evidence  had 
been  taken  in  every  case  to  prove — 
what?  Not  to  prove  conspiracy,  but  to 
prove  the  conspiracy  referred  to. 

The  chief  SECEETAKY  poa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, £.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  confused  dates.  The  answer  I  gave 
him  was  before  the  judgment  was  de- 
livered. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE ;  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  the  judgment 
in  his  hands  but  he  had  the  depositions. 
I  have  read  the  whole  of  these  deposi- 
tions, and  they  do  not  contain  one  single 
sentenee  upon  any  subject  except  that 
of  the  refusal  to  deal,  unless  in  one 

S'e  instance.  And  what  is  that  ?  It 
e  sentence  in  which  the  constable, 
O'Donaghue,  states  that  there  was  a 
meeting  on  the  4th  of  March,  which 
meeting  is  supposed  to  have  had  some 
reference  to  some  combination  or  other 
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for  the  purpose  of  exclusive  dealings,  aod 
he  deposes  that  he  did  not  see  an; 
one  of  the  defendaata  at  that  meeting. 
Was  there  ever  each  a  oasa  as  this? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the 
evidence.  If  he  says  there  is  evideoce 
of  the  conspiracy  referred  to,  let  him 
produce  it.  It  does  not  exist.  He  can- 
not  produce  it  unless  all  tho  documents 
are  falsified ;  and  that  which  he  made 
bold  to  state  to  this  House,  that  the  con- 
spiracy to  indnce  had  evidence  taken 
qpon  it,  is  totally  contrary  to  the  fact, 
and  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has  to 
explain  his  conduct  to  the  House.  But 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  when  we  eak 
him  why  he  has  not  fulfilled  his  pledges 
— this  pledge  and  that  pledge — his  an- 
swer is — "  Oh,  that  has  oeen  sufficiently 
threshed  out  already,  and  I  cannot  go 
over  it  again."  Such  was  the  language 
of  the  Qovemment.  Now,  this  is  no 
question  of  a  miscarriage  or  of  a  mis- 
take of  an  inferior  tribunal.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  mistaking  the  balance  of 
evidence  in  regard  to  which  human 
judgment  may  go  wrong.  Here  there 
was  no  balance  of  evidence  at  all.  There 
was,  as  we  know  now  on  the  highest 
authority,  no  evidence  whatever.  There 
could  not  be  any  evidence,  and  there 
being  no  evidence,  and  the  attention  of 
the  Judge  having  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  evidence,  he  de- 
liberately refused  to  take  notice  of  that 
call  and  went  on  to  aggravate  his  con- 
duct by  refusing  to  state  a  case.  le 
this  a  specimen  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  Law  of  Gonepitaoy  is  administered  in 
Ireland?  I  have  to  put  Questions  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  besides  that 
which  I  have  put  to  him  about  himself. 
Are  these  two  Besident  Magistrates  to 
continue  to  administer  the  Coercion  Act  ? 
X  presume  that  the  Goverament  have 
considered  that  subject.  I  do  not  under- 
take to  say  what  is  the  cause  of  their 
misconduct — whether  it  la  bias,  whether 
it  is  bigotry — ignorance  it  cannot  be, 
because  the  thing  was  placed  twice  be- 
fore them— or  whether  it  was  feebleness 
of  character.  I  do  not  enter  into  these 
titings.  I  look  at  the  facts,  and  say  it 
is  totally  impossible  to  place  confidence 
in  each  a  Bench.  I  aay  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  unworthy  of  the  name 
of  men  if  the  spirit  of  the  oountry  did 
not  revolt  against  such  treatment.  I 
am  told  tbat  this  is  only  one  conspiracy 
case.  Only  one  conspiracy  case !  Well, 
Jfr.  W.  E.  Gltditont 


it  is  the  only  one  in  which  we  have  been 
able  to  get  the  particulars.  How  many 
more  are  there  of  such  cases?  I  chaf- 
lenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
make  an  appeal  to  him  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  depositions  in  all  conspiracy 
oases.  He  has  heard  the  statement 
made  by  an  able  lawyer  in  this  House 
that  he  and  his  Friends  have  examined 
700  out  of  2,000  cases,  and  the  conclu- 
sion they  have  come  to  ia  that  the  pro- 
ceedings were  a  travesty  and  oarioatnre 
of  justice.  We  have  got  that,  and 
having  extracted  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  some  particulars  witL  regard 
to  this  special  case,  we  find  it  to  be  as 
flagrant  and  scandalous  as  any  in  the 
days  of  Judge  Jefireys.  [^La«ghter.'\ 
The  right  bon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate (fir.  J.  H.  A.  Uacdonald]  has  a 
great  faculty  for  laughter.  I  know  very 
well  that  these  men  have  not  the  power 
of  Judge  Jeffreys,  and  that  we  do  not 
live  in  the  time  of  Judge  Jeffreys.  How 
far  is  that  the  fault  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  What  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Adrooate  ou^ht  to  appre- 
ciate is,  that  the  denial  of  justice,  which 
is  the  same  thing  in  the  case  of  a  far- 
thing as  of  a  £1,000,000,  is  as  gross,  as 
palpable,  and  as  shameful  as  ever  dis- 
graced the  time  of  Judge  Jeffreys.  I 
therefore  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  produce  the  depositions  in  these 
cases.  I  do  not  know  precisely  tho 
number  of  cases.  We  have  no  aid  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have  to 
find  our  way  through  a  lengthened 
paper  with  about  2,000  names,  out  of 
which  there  are,  I  believe,  about  150 
charged  with  conspiracy.  I  think  that 
the  particulars  of  the  painful  case  upon, 
which  I  have  detained  the  House  bo 
long  show  grounds  for  the  neceeaity  of 
my  demand.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  give  us  the  particulars  of 
the  other  cases  we  shall  be  compelled  to 
conclude  that  the  other  cases  are  like 
this  case  ;  and  if  he  disputes  it,  let  him 
give  UB  the  means  of  judging.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  give  ue 
the  means  of  judging,  it  be  is  deter- 
mined that  Parliament  shall  be  excluded 
from  forming  an  opinion  in  cases  of  thia 
bind,  that  will  sustain  my  charge  that 
it  is  the  policy  of  the  Goverament  to 
oust  the  House  of  Commons  from  tbe 
performance  of  one  of  its  most  eaored 
duties— that  of  defending  the  weak  and 
maintaining    tbe    sanctity   of    private 
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rights  and  private  liberty.  The  right 
hot).  QeDtleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  hia  speech  last  night,  con- 
tended that  the  policy  of  the  GKtTemment 
was  making  progress,  alow  but  >ure. 
That  I  understand  to  he  the  upshot  of 
the  principal  portions  of  hia  speech. 
What  did  he  point  to  in  support  of  that 
contention?  He  pointed  to  certain 
statistics  abont  Boycotting  about  which 
I  have  to  observe  that  those  statistics 
are  an  inventioQ  of  the  QoTemment.  No 
such  statistics  ever  were  produced  until 
the  existence  of  the  present  Qovernment. 
I  entirely  decline  to  accept  them  because 
I  hare  no  means  of  testing  their  ao' 
curacy.  Ton  might  as  well  bring  sta- 
tistics from  the  moon  as  gire  us  your 
statistics  of  Boycotting.  TEhere  ia  no 
legal,  moral,  or  social  test  by  which  we 
can  judge  them.  Tou  plead  usage  when 
usage  is  in  your  favour ;  but  you  depart 
from  usage  because  your  Beturna  have 
been  prepared — I  was  almost  about  to 
hare  said  manufactured  for  you — in 
order  to  show  a  considerable  diminution 
of  Boycotting.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  means  is  a  diminution 
ia  the  number  of  agrarian  offences — 
not  a  very  large  diminution,  but,  I  ad- 
mit, a  sensible  and  gratifjring  diminu- 
tion. I  will  not  enter  into  the  question 
of  the  oauae  of  that  diminution.  We  do 
nut  beJieve  that  the  cause  is  to  be  found 
either  in  the  Orimes  Act  or  in  the  mode 
in  which  it  is  applied.  We  think  it  is 
due  to  other  and  very  different  cauaes. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  upon  that  dis- 
tinct ground.  If  you  like,  I  will  take 
the  fact  upon  your  own  showing,  and 
upon  your  own  argument,  and  assume 
that  it  ia  due  to  the  Grimes  Act.  If  that 
were  so,  would  it  be  a  proof  of  progress, 
would  it  be  a  proof  that  you  were 
making  your  way  to  a  settlement  of  the 
Irisb  question?  I  think  not.  Lord 
Spencer's  triumph  over  agrarian  outrage 
was  tenfold  what  it  has  been  under  tne 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. I  take  it  to  have  been,  so  far  as 
external  manifestations  were  concerned, 
one  of  the  most  complete  ever  brought 
about  in  the  history  of  Executive  Go- 
vernment. It  was  a  marvellone  reduc- 
tion. I  will  not  quote  figures.  The 
number  of  agrarian  ofTeaces  with  which 
Lord  Spencer  had  to  deal  was  quoted 
as  between  4,000  and  5,000,  and  it  was 
reduced,  I  believe,  to  a  figure  below 
1,000.  But  Lord  Spencer  did  not  think 
by  that  reduction   oe   had   made  any 


way  towards  solving  the  Irish  problem. 
And  not  only  he  did  not  think  so,  but 
the  Tories  did  not  think  so.  So  far 
were  they  from  reeogniring  in  Lord 
Spencer's  action  a  satisfactory  condition 
of  things  aa  an  argument  for  maintain- 
ing coercion  that  tney  declared  that  the 
policy  of  coercion  had  failed  and  ought 
to  be  abandoned.  I  know  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Kfember  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  (Ur.  Chaplin)  said 
that  he  never  approved  the  ahandoment 
of  the  policy  of  Lord  Spencer,  for  he 
thonght  that  the  policy  of  coercion  ought 
to  be  maintained.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman nods  his  head ;  but  hia  disap- 
proval waa  an  extremely  cheap  disap- 
proval, because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shared  the  spoils  of  ^e  victors  and  took 
Office  from  the  Government  which  dis- 
approved of  that  policy.  But  what  we 
contend  is  that  the  diminution  of  agra- 
rian offences  does  not  solve  the  Irish 
Question.  What  is  the  situation  ?  What 
is  the  general  condition  of  Ireland  now? 
Ireland  is  in  the  hands  of  three  powers 
— the  Army,  the  Constabulary,  and  in- 
ferior tribunals  of  justice,  tribunals 
which  I  do  not  hesitate  in  describing  as 
inferior  after  the  specimen  we  have  had 
to-night,  and  no  country  in  that  condi- 
tion by  the  side  of  a  great  and  powerful 
State  can  be  said  to  have  made  the  least 
progress  towards  a  satiafactory  ssttle- 
ment.  We  whose  Empire  rests  upon 
tbe  goodwill  and  affection  of  every  other 
people  of  which  it  ia  composed  ought  to 
blush  up  to  our  eyes  when  we  find  that 
Ireland  is  only  to  be  kept  by  such 
means  as  those  which  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Ex- 
chequer baa  described  as  a  slow  pro- 
gress towards  the  solution  of  the  Irish 
Question.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  considered  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Constabulary.  In  many  re- 
spects I  look  with  very  great  respect  on 
the  history  of  tbe  Constabulary.  On 
moat  occasions  they  have  performed 
their  duty  admirably  well,  making  al- 
lowance for  all  difficulties;  but  I  am 
by  no  means  sure  that  that  position  is 
not  getting  undermined.  I  put  this 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  hia  Colleagues— Have  not  collisions 
between  the  Oonstabularj  and  the 
people,  have  not  the  occasions  upon 
which  the  Conatabulary  have  resorted 
to  force  in  their  dealings  with  the 
people,  been  more  numerous  within  the 
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purpose  of  promottn);  and  brio  gin  ff 
about  tlie  collection  af  rent  in  Ireland 
and  for  the  occupation  of  derelict  farms. 
These  are  tba  two  testa  of  the  auocess  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  will  not  be  denied  that 
they  were  the  great  objects  of  the 
measures.  Kotbing  has  been  said,  no- 
thing has  been  told  us,  about  the  occupa- 
tion of  derelict  farms,  though  aometbiDg 
has  been  told  us  about  the  collection  of 
rents.  I  will  not  quote  the  words  used 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  on  a  former 
occasion  m  this  House,  but  I  think  I  do 
not  misrepresent  their  general  effect 
when  1  say  that  in  general  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  would  be  happv  to  get  rents 
even  such  as  were  offered  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  that  in  most  cases  rent 
could  not  be  collected.  These  are  eri- 
dences  of  failure  which  it  ssema  to  me 
infinitely  outweigh  the  assertions  of 
slow  and  partial  euccees  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer — Kow,  Sir,  I  should  like 
tokoowthie:  The rigbthon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hae 
challenged  the  words  of  this  Motion. 
Does  he  think  that  the  respect  for  law 
has  increased  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land generally  since  the  enactment  of 
the  Crimes  Act?  Does  he  think  that 
the  estrangement  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, whicn  is  so  much  to  be  lamented, 
not  from  the  people  of  England,  but 
from  the  system  of  government  enforced 
upon  them — does  he  think  that  the  es- 
trangement has  diminished  ?  He  does 
not  seem  ready  to  accept  either  of  these 
ohallenges. 

THEOHANOELLOHor  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Ur  QosoHBir)  (St  George's, 
Hanover  Square) ;  I  do  not  wisE  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
would  not  interrupt  him  but  lor  his  in- 
vitation. The  statement  in  the  Besolu- 
ttOB  is  that  we  are  undermining  a  respect 
for  the  law  which  did  not  exist,  and 
are  eetranging;  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  which  we  did  not 
possess,  during  the  time  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Office. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Whatthe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  has  said  does  not 
io  the  slightest  degree  touch  either  of 
my  ohallenges.  My  question  was  not 
whether  respect  for  law  existed  or  did 
not  exist  or  in  what  degree,  or  what 
estrangement  there  had  been  or  was  not. 
My  ohatlenge  was  this.  I  believe  now 
very  etrongly  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
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last  12  months  than  they  have  been  for 
a  long,  long  period  before?  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  a  Return 
stating  the  number  of  cases  in  which, 
during  the  last  12  months,  the  police 
have  used  their  batons,  and  other  Re- 
turns with  respect  to  the  use  of  their 
batons  during  other  periods  ?  I  own  I 
am  not  without  apprehension  that  some- 
thing like  exasperation  has  grown  np 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  wiUi  respect 
to  the  action  of  this  force.  At  any  rate, 
I  think  there  is  evidence  which  must 
lead  one  to  wish  that  the  Government 
could  emphatically  deny  any  such  a 
suggestion,  and  can  assure  us  that  the 
relations  between  the  Constabulary  and 
the  people  at  large  are  as  good  as 
they  nave  been  at  other  periods.  I  never 
heard  until  within  the  last  12  months  or 
thereabouts  that  shopkeepers  were  re- 
fusing to  serve  them.  That  may  be  a 
small  thing  in  amount,  but  it  is  menacing 
and  ominous  in  its  obaraoter.  I  con- 
fess, so  far  as  I  can  judge  of  it,  and 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
we  can  judge  of  it  only  very  imperfectly, 
the  position  of  the  Constabulary  shows 
that  the  progress  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Hie  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer speaks  is  a  progress  not  forwards, 
but  backwards,  as  to  the  solution  of  the 
Irish  Uueslion.  What  are  the  evidences 
of  failure  on  the  other  band?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  I  think,  a 
difficult  task  before  bim  when  he  has 
to  meet  the  charges  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-£ast  Cork,  who  in  February 
last  defied  the  Government  to  contradict 
his  statement  that  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
was  still  holding  its  ground.  Does  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  still  hold  its  ground  ? 
You  have  been  distinctly  challenged  to- 
night to  say  whether  you  can  point  out 
an  instance  in    which    the   two    great 

flowers,  the  Government  and  the  land- 
ords,  have  triumphed  over  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  The  National  League  we 
were  told  some  time  ago  was  a  thing  of 
the  past,  but  it  is  now  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Ezobequer  as  full  of  Rieat  vigour  in 
every  quarter  of  Ireland.  I  am  told 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
word  "  ubiquitous  "  also.  [Mr.  Goschen 
signified  bis  assent.]  Well,  what  has 
been  their  success  with  regard  to  the 
great  purpose  of  this  Bill  ?  The  charge 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  was 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced  for  the 
Mr.  W.  E.  GUdttimt 
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tleinaa  does  not  believe  that  reapact  for 
law  lute  increaaed  since  the  passiag  of 
the  Ctimes  Act  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
at  large,  and  that  ha  does  not  believe 
that  the  people  at  large  are  less  estranged 
nofT  than  before  the  pasaiDg  of  the 
Grimes  Act, 

Mb.  G08CHEN  :  I  do  not  wish  again 
to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  he  is  attributing  to  me  sentiments 
which  I  do  not  entertain.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  interprets  vay  ailenoe 
as  aaaent.  I  dissent  entirely  &om  his 
■tatecaent.  I  believe  there  has  been  in- 
creased respect  for  law,  and  I  believe 
that  we  should  have  begun  to  diminish 
the  estrangement  but  for  the  persistent 
efforts  of  the  right  bon.  Qentlecnan. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GIADSTONE ;  Of  aU  the 
practices  of  a  Government  in  difficulties 
there  is  none  so  shabby  as  throwing 
upon  the  Opposition  responsibility  for 
the  state  of  public  affairs  in  Ireland. 
They  are  in  Office ;  they  have  the  whole 
powers  of  the  State,  and  they  can  do 
what  they  please;  they  hare  got  an 
arbitrary  Act  in  their  power.  They 
have  sent  to  prison  all  these  people; 
and  with  all  the  power  in  their  hands, 
what  is  the  meaning  of  saying  that  the 
Opposition — not  the  Liberal  Party,  hut 
a  wing  of  the  Liberal  Party — ia  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  things  which  exists? 
What  I  say  to  the  contradiction  of  the 
right  hon.  Qendeman  is  this.  Against 
bis  assertion  of  success  I  have  given  him 
proofs  of  failure,  and  so  for  as  the 
estrangement  is  concerned— against  the 
increasing  eatrangement  from  the  in- 
justice ofthe  present  system  of  govern- 
ment we  have  brought  into  action 
another  powerful  influence  in  diminish- 
ing the  estrangement  of  the  affections  of 
the  Irish  people — within  the  last  two 
years  we  have  revived  in  their  minds  a 
confidence  with  which  they  believe  the 
people  of  this  country  will  put  an  end 
to  whatever  wrongs  they  still  suffer. 
What  we  think  ia  this,  that  there  never 
was  a  period  when  the  opposition  was 
so  sharply  manifested  between  what  is 
known  as  Dublin  Castle  and  the  people 
of  Ireland.  On  the  one  band,  if  you 
look  at  Ireland  you  will  see  the  Govern- 
ment and  its  agents — powerful  agencies, 
powerful  political  agencies,  judicial 
agencies,  and  social  agencies.  On  the 
other  aide  yoa  see  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  every  organ  for  the  expres- 
eion  of  opinion  orei  which  Uie  moss  of 
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the  population  have  infiuenoe,  the  Be- 
preeentatiree  ofthe  people  in  this  House, 
and  the  representatives  of  the  people^ 
a  rather  high  claas  of  people — in  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  and  in  almost  every 
elective  body,  there  are  returned  men 
from  whom  rise  a  unanimous  chorus  of 
protestation  against  the  system  on  which 
the  government  is  now  carried  on  in 
Ireland.  Nothing  has  been  more  striking 
in  this  respect  than  the  fact,  as  we  are 
told,  that  19  Members  out  of  the  86 
Members  who  represent  the  national 
feeling  have  been  sent  to  prison  since 
the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act.  Bo  you 
consider  how  grave  that  is  ?  There  was 
a  time.  Sir,  in  the  history  of  this  country 
when  a  Bill  was  introduced  limiting  the 
Prerogative  of  the  Grown  in  making 
additions  to  the  Peerage.  They  were  to 
be  reduced  to  a  fixed  number.  On  the 
occasion  of  that  Bill  Sir  Bobert  Walpote 
said  that  in  the  history  of  this  country 
the  road  to  the  Temple  of  Honour  had 
theretofore  lain  through  the  Temple  of 
Virtue,  but  it  waa  now  to  lie — I  believe 
that  was  the  substance  of  his  statement 
— through  the  dark  paths  of  political 
intrigue.  I  do  not  think  Sir  Bobert 
Walpole  foresaw  what  would  be  the 
case  of  Ireland  in  1888  with  respect  to 
the  Temple  of  Honour  ?  What  in  Ire* 
land  is  now,  in  the  hands  of  the  present 
Qovemmeut,  the  mode  of  access  to  the 
Temple  of  Honour?  We  have  either 
reached,  or  we  are  coming  very  near  to, 
a  state  of  things  in  which,  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  Irish  nation,  the  road  to 
the  Temple  of  Honour  lies  through  the 
prison  door.  Nineteen  Members  of  Par- 
liament have  been  put  into  prison  within 
12  months,  and  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
talks  about  progress  towards  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  problem.  What  does 
he  think  has  been  the  effect  of  those 
imprisonments  on  the  constituents  of 
those  19  Members?  Were  you  to  give 
us  the  power  of  access  to  our  conatitu- 
enciee,  every  one  of  thoee  !9  Members, 
I  venture  to  say,  would  he  returned  to 
this  House  with  greater  enthusiasm  and 
larger  majorities,  because  they  have 
been  the  object  of  the  wrath  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  now  exists.  Now,  Sir,  in 
making  this  Motion,  we  pay  a  debt  of 
honour  to  the  Oovemmeut.  I  admit 
that  we  in  this.  House  should  make 
known  at  leaat,  if  we  cannot  set  forth  in 
all  particulars,  the  substance  of  the  ao- 
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oueaHon  we  have  to  make  agaioat  them, 
and  vhioh  we  intend  to  make  against 
them  in  the  oountiy.  We  deal.  Sir,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  eaid,  as  in  former 
yean,  with  the  nation,  and  not  merslj 
with  the  House — we  have  an  appe^ 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hia  Colleagues  oannot  take  away  &om 
us.  To  that  tribunal  we  will  go,  and  the 
verdict  of  that  tribunal  we  can  foresee, 
and  we  ars  satisfied  with  it,  and  we  re- 
joice in  the  sentence  which  we  know  it 
will  and  oannot  but  pronounce. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDQE  (Stockport) 
■aid,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  did  not  appear  to  disap- 
prove of  reBiatanoe  to  tho  law  when  those 
who  resisted  it  were  the  hon,  Qentle- 


gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saundereon),  heoause 
of  hie  declaration  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Home  Biile  Bill  had  been 
passed,  they  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
would  certainly  resist  the  law.  But 
there  was  great  difference  between  the 
ease  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  and  the  oaae  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh,  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  broken  the  law ;  tbey  had 
Dommitted  offences  for  which  they  had 
been,  in  accordance  with  thelaw,  brought 
before  the  magistrates  and  tried,  and 
having  beea  tried  and  convicted,  had 
been  sent  to  prison  in  accordance  with 
the  law,  in  many  oases  with  an  appeal 
of  which  th^  had  availed  themaelrea  to 
tiie  County  Court  Judges,  which  appeal 
had  ended  in  every  case  in  the  appeal 
being  confirmed.  Well,  which  was  the 
graver  fact,  that  19  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  put  in  prison,  because  the 
Government  had  so  willed  it  in  order  per- 
haps to  prevent  them  from  breaking  the 
law  or  because  tbey  had  broken  the  law, 
and  that  not  a  law  made  hundreds  of 
years  ago,  but  made  in  accordance  with 
the  will  of  the  nation  only  last  year  ? 
What  was  the  use  of  the  franchise  being 
given  to  nearly  every  grown  up  man  in 
the  Kingdom ;  what  was  the  use  of  a 
Dissolution  of  Parliament,  and  an  appeal 
to  the  constituencies  ;  what  was  the  use 
of  the  people  returning  Representatives 
under  the  democratio  form  of  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  if  when  the  will  of 
the  country  had  been  thus  displayed,  and 
Mr.  W.  £.  GhOttrnt 


Bepresentativee  were  returned  to  repre- 
sent them  for  a  period  of  years,  if  the 
law  made  by  those  Heprasentatives  was 
to  be  set  at  defiance  by  Members  of 
Parliament  ?  Burely,  those  who  made 
the  laws,  however  much  they  might  dis- 
approve of  them,  should  betiLe  very  first 
to  set  an  example  of  obedience  to  them. 
Was  it  for  a  minority  who  did  not  like 
a  particular  law  to  say,  ' '  We  don't  like, 
and,  therefore,  ws  will  disobey  it?  "  It 
they  took  up  that  attitude,  let  them,  at 
all  events,  accept  the  consequences  like 
men.  It  was  true  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  had  declared  that  if  the 
Home  Bule  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
been  passed,  he  and  the  North  of  Ire- 
land would  have  resisted  the  law,  but 
how  would  he  have  done  it  f  He  woald 
have  resisted  it  taking  his  life  in  his 
hands.  He  would  have  said  that  a  lav 
had  been  passed  which  it  was  beyond 
the  power  of  the  British  Parliament  to 
pass,  tfaat  British  subjects  under  their 
own  British  Parliament  should  be  turned 
over  to  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Parliament 
of  another  kind,  and  he  would  have  re- 
sisted with  bis  sword  and  his  life  in  his 
hands,  and  would  have  tried  as  a  last 
resource  the  right  to  rebel,  and  would 
have  taken  the  consequences.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  not 
have  come  down  to  complain  of  being 
compelled  to  wear  frieze  clothes — to 
wear  the  prison  oostume — he  would 
have  taken  the  consequences  if  he 
was  beaten,  like  a  man.  If  saccessful, 
he  would  be  in  the  position  that  other 
auoseesful  rebels  had  been  in,  he  would 
he  no  longer  a  rebel  but  a  patriot, 
for  successful  rebellion  was  not  called 
treason.  He  (Mr.  Gedge)  maintained 
that  if  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland 
had  been  taken  from  the  protection 
of  the  Parliament  aader  which  they  had 
been  bom,  and  handed  over  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  an  Irish  Parliament,  they 
would  have  had  every  right,  being  pre- 
pared, as  he  had  said,  to  take  theconae- 
quencee,  to  try  conolueions  in  the  only 
way  left  to  them  by  meeting  force  with 
force.  They  would  have  died  in  a  bold, 
magnanimous  way,  and  would  not  have 
whimpered  because  they  had  to  bear  the 
penalty  of  their  acts  ;  and  if  they  were 
to  have  comparisons  of  that  kind  made, 
at  all  events  let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's clients  hear  their  fate  like  men 
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Rod  not  cry  out  that  because  tliev  were 
Membera  of  Parliament  they  should  not 
be  aaked  to  wear  tbe  ptieon  dress  and 
submit  to  the  ordinarj  prison  discipline. 
What  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau  had  said 
with  regard  to  the  AleEe  coat,  he  {f&x. 
Oedge)  supposed  would  apply  also  to  the 
absence  of  literature,  to  the  plank  bed, 
and  to  the  prison  diet.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  a  Gentleman  who  had  been 
delicately  brought  up  and  accustomed  to 
choice  food  was  one  who  would  be  able 
to  reconcile  himself  to  the  rough  dietary 
of  the  prison— though  prison  food  had 
been  considered  better  than  workhouse 
food — all  these  discomforts  would  be  the 
same  in  the  case  of  any  man,  peasant 
or  gentleman,  who  was  confined  in  gaol. 
In  ordinary  cases  did  a  person  who 
happened  to  be  delicately  brought  up 
obtaia  better  diet  on  that  account  ?  Not 
so.  The  Judge,  in  all  probability,  would 
tell  the  criminal  who  had  been  brought 
up  as  a  gentleman,  that  the  fact  of  his 
oooupying  such  a  position  ought  to 
have  prevented  him  from  falling  into 
crime ;  and  if  the  food  and  treatment 
were  more  severe  upon  a  man  on  account 
of  his  being  a  gentleman,  obviously  it 
was  all  the  more  necessary  ior  such  as 
he  to  keep  outside  the  prison  walls. 
Sedition  pure  and  simple  was  a  political 
offence,  and  men  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in 
England  who  were  guilty  of  that  offence 
were  treated  as  political  prisoners,  and 
not  with  the  treatment  meted  out  to 
ordinary  criminals ;  but  in  tbe  present 
case,  though  possibly  under  the  guise 
of  sedition,  the  ordinary  law  had  been 
broken,  and  as  a  result  the  act  was 
punished  as  all  such  breaches  of  the 
ordinary  law  would  be  punished  so  long 
as  the  country  retained  a  ITnited  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
If  ember  for  Mid  Lothian  was  very  tender 
and  sympathetio  indeed  on  this  question 
of  prison  clothing,  and  no  doubt  if  it 
had  suited  him  he  would  have  been 
equally  sympathising  with  Mr.  Dillon 
on  the  question  of  prison  skilly.  He 
had  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  to  spare 
for  all  £o8e  who  had  been  convicted  of 
offences  against  the  Grimes  Act,  and  he 
had  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  to  spare 
for  all  tenants  who  had  been  evicted. 
It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  haa  not  more  sympathy  to 
spare  for  those  who  had  been  Boycotted 
in  Ireland,  and  that  he  had  not  more 
sympathy  to  spare  for  that  large  class 
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who  could  not  gat  the  rents  that  were 
justly  due  to  them,  many  of  whose 
tenants  had  money  and  were  willing  to 
pay,  but  were  not  allowed  to  do  so  by 
reason  of  the  tyranny  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  In  a  passage  in  the  Sacred 
Volume  he  had  found  an  exact  deaorip- 
tion  of  the  condition  of  things  brought 
about  by  such  uncharitable  methods  aa 
those  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and 
would  read  the  words — 

"The  tongue  of  the  auckiiig  child  clMveth 
to  the  roof  of  bit  mouth  for  thirst.  Tbe  youn); 
children  aak  for  bread,  and  no  man  bringeth  it 

That  had  taken  place  over  and  over 
again,  under  the  auspices  of  the  National 
League,  through  the  process  which  was 
called  Boycotting,  but  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  pleased  to  term 
exclusive  dealing.     In  the  next  verse  he 

"  They  that  did  feed  deliestely,  were  dMolate 
in  tbe  streets  ;  they  that  were  brought  up  in 
sc&rlet,  embrace  dunghills." 
Just  in  this  very  way,  through  the 
action  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  delicate 
women  were  rendered  destitute  and  un- 
able to  prooure  those  things  which 
were  absolutely  necessary,  not  only 
for  comfort,  but  for  mere  existence. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  been  last  put  in  prison  was 
not  responsible  for  the  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign,  and  thsttheNational  League  had 
had  vary  little  to  do  with  it;  but  allow 
him  (Mr.  Gedge)  to  read  to  the  House — 
and  he  was  not  going  back  very  far  into 
ancient  history— a  few  words  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  on  the  17th 
October,  1886,  and  reported  in  VniUd 
Inland  on  the  Q3rd  of  that  month.  The 
hon.  Member  said — 

"  Now,  what  is  the  policy  that  the  Nstional 
League  lays  before  you  F  When  ws  find  an 
estate  upon  which  the  people  are  oonragcouB 
and  detarmined,  we  adrise  them  to  meet  to- 
gether, each  aslste  1^  itaalf,  and  decide  whatii 
a  reasonable  and  (air  reduction  to  make  ;  in 
cases,  50  or  GO  pet  cent  would  be  rsason- 
in  some  cases  lest,  in  some  cases  more." 
He  (Mr.  Gedge)  hoped  the  House  would 
mark  that — "  More  even  than    60  per 

"  Let  the  tenant*  meet  together,  and  decide 
what  it  is  fair  to  ask,  and  if  they  are  refused, 
there  is  but  one  course  open  to  them  if  they  are 
fighting  according  to  the  policy  of  brave  men. 
that  it,  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  rent  whiob  they 
have  offered  to  the  landlord  into  the  hands  of 
two  or  three  men  whom  they  osn  trust.  That 
jnuat  be  done  privately,  and  f  ou  must  not  in- 
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maa  ou  behalf  of  whom  the;  were  asked 
for  sympathy,  beccuae  he  was  put  in 
priaoD  for  breaking thelaw,(md because 
his  sentence  had  oeea  confirmed,  and 
because  he  was  subjected  to  the  indigmty 
of  wearing  frieze  clothes.  To  what  sort 
of  indignity  would  this  hon.  Member 
have  subjected  this  "  traitor,"  as  he 
called  bim,  who  honestly  paid  his  rest? 
What  was  the  wearing  of  frieze  clothes 
in  comparison  with  a  man  being  made 
unhappy  in  this  —  not  in  the  other, 
because  the  hoD.  Member  could  not  reach 
the  next  world — but,  at  any  rate,  in  the 
new  world  aoross  the  FaoificF  He  (Ur. 
Oedge)  admitted  that  on  the  two  former 
occasions  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  prison  he  had  not  to  wear  prison 
clothes ;  but  he  should  think  that  &  true- 
hearted  free  Englishman  or  Irishman 
would  ieok  upon  such  a  thing  as  that  as 
mere  fringe — what  he  would  care  most 
about  would  be  the  deprivation  of 
his  liberty — liberty  to  live  outside  stone 
walla,  and  to  take  his  place  in  this 
House,  and  speak  on  behalf  of  his 
country.  These  were  serious  points  and 
consequences  and  discomforts]  of  whioh 
they  could  conceive  a  man  of  mark 
and  magnanimity  complaining ;  bat  Mr. 
Dillon  bad  twice  suf!^«d  those  misfor- 
tunes at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  MidLothian, 
and  yet  they  knew  that  the  right  hon 
Qentleman  was  once  intensely  fond  of 
Mr.  Dillon.  He  (Mr.  Oedge)  had  desired 
to  fortify  his  judgment  with  regard  to 
the  present  question  by  reference  to 
preoedenta,  and  he  had  therefore  referred 
to  the  time,  not  so  very  long  ago,  when 
Mr.  Dillon  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  been  put  in  prison  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  had  looked  back  last  night  at  a 
series  of  speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  delivered  in  L«eds  at  that 
time  (October,  1881),  and  he  had  found 
therein  statements  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  he  really  thought  were 
worth  disinterring,  not  only  for  their  in- 
trinsic merit,  as,  of  course,  everything 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  was 
valuable,  not  only  for  their  copiousness 
and  eloquence  of  language,  but  on 
account  of  their  absolute  applicability 
to  the  present  time.  Un  the  7th  of 
October  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  over- 
whelmed  Mr.  Dillon  with  his  praises, 
not  only  as  an  honourable  man,  but  on 
aooount  of  his  conduct  with  regard  to 


fonn  the  public  where  the  money  ii  pl&ced 
Then  every  man  who  ii  eviated  can  gat  an 
sUottsnoe  from  thsm  ao  Iodk  ai  be  ii  out,  and 
I  believe  that  if  tbe  landlord  aaea  that,  he  will 
not  ^  very  far.  If  joa  mean  to  fight  reallf, 
yoa  must  put  the  moaaji  aatde  for  two  reaaoni — 
flnt,  becauie  you  want  the  money  to  support 
the  maa  who  are  fintbit ;  and,  sMondly,  be- 
oanae  yon  want  to  prohibit  traittn*  going  behind 
your  back.  There  ii  no  way  to  deal  wiUi  ths 
traitor  except  to  get  his  money  undar  lock  and 
key." 

A  traitor,  be  it  observed,  was  one  who 
paid  his  rent  against  the  behest  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign,  which  cared  nothing 
whether  a  man  had  money  in  his  pocket 
to  pay  01  not.    The  hon.  Member  said — 

"  Tbara  ii  no  way  to  daal  with  a  traitor  ei- 
oept  to  gat  his  money  nnder  look  and  key,  and 
if  you  find  h«  payi  hi*  Mnt,  andbetnya  the 
organization, what  will  you  do  with  him  f  Cloaa 
upon  hia  money,  and  use  it  for  the  organiia- 

Tes,  close  Upon  his  money ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  now  in  gaol  found 
that  that  was  not  quite  sufficient  to 
induce  all  those  farmers  who  could  pay 
tbeir  rent  to  refuse  to  do  so  for  the  sake 
of  others  who  were  unwilling  to  pay ;  and, 
therefore,  on  a  later  occasion,  on  the 
23rd  September  last  year,  speaking  in 
the  Botunda  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Dillon 

"  Denounced  u  a  trutor  and  a«  a  ooward 
any  man  who  itoodaaideitind  daclared  tbathe 
and  his  children  after  him  would  be  remem- 
bered in  ths  days  near  at  hand  when  Ireland 
would  ba  a  trae  nation." 

What  did  the  hon.  Member  mean  by 
those  words  P  How  was  this  man  who 
stood  aside  to  be  remembered  ?  Why, 
said  the  hon.  Member — 

"  If  aaj  man  eaniM  a  prosaoatien  to  &11  upon 
any  ot  the  Nntionaliit  ls«dera,  thay  will  follow 
bim  to  the  enda  of  tha  euth,  so  that  he  will  not 
find  a  refuge  in  Australia,  Amarics,  or  South 
America.  If  thare  ia  a  man  bus  enough  to  do 
this,  I  will  danounce  him  from  pablio  platforms 
by  name,  and  I  pledge  myself  to  tha  QovsrH' 
mbnt  that  that  man'i  life  will  not  b«  a  happy 
one.  eithsr  in  Ireland  or  acrois  tha  <eA.  and  I 
say  thia  with  ths  intention  of  carrying  out 

Yes,  any  man  who  boneetly  paid  his  rent, 
because  in  doing  so  he  had  disobeyed 
the  dictates  of  the  National  League,  was 
to  be  held  up  to  execration  and  treated 
in  such  a  way  that  be  would  be  followed 
to  the  ends  of  the  earth,  in  fact,  that  such 
a  wretch  should  not  be  suffered  to  live, 
or  that,  if  he  lived,  he  should  linger  out 
a  wretched  miserable  life  in  exile  under 
police  protection.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  uttered  these  sentiments  was  the 
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five  jean,  he  had  not  got  Ireland  ioto 
a  etate  of  prosperity,  and  he  had  foundit 
necessary  to  resort  toastroDgCoercion  Act 
in  I8S2,  and  again  in  1B86,  to  endeavour 
to  upset  everything;  in  Ireland  bj  giving 
that  country  a  Parliament  of  its  ovn. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  only  point  to  his  different 
Acta  as  monuments  of  Ms  failures. 
When  hia  policy  had  so  utterly  failed, 
and  his  prophsciea  had  proved  bo  false, 
vhat  right  had  he  to  expect  to  be 
accepted  as  a  guide  in  the  future  ?  But 
to  return  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  at  Leeds.  After  eulogizing  Mr. 
Dillon,  he  had  proceeded  to  slate  the 
hon.  Uember  for  Cork,  describing  him 
in  very  bitter  language  as  one  who  was 
not  ashamed  to  preach  the  doctrine  of 
public  plunder.  But  what  had  the  hon. 
Member  done  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  hod,  under  his  Land  Act,  enabled 
the  Land  Courts  to  strike  down  the 
rents  which  had  been  fixed,  a  great 
many  of  them  since  the  Act  of  1870, 
which  had  given  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, and  the  passing  of  which  waa 
to  make  every  tenant  answerable  for  hia 
contracts.  What  was  the  line  which 
divided  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan 
embodied  in  his  liand  Act,  from  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ?  The  only 
difference  between  the  two  policies  was 
that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  rednoQ  rents  by  aome  25  or  30  per 
cent,  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
proposed  to  reduce  them  by  ^om  50  to 
70  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believed  that  it  waa  quite  justifiable  to 
reduce  them  by  25  to  30  par  cent,  but 
thought  that  it  waa  public  plunder  to 
reduce  them  by  from  50  to  70  per  cent. 
Bo  strongly  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
feel  thia,  that  he  aaed  these  words — 

"  Mr.  Pamell's  cms  I  taks  fmakly  sj  ez> 
Ubiting  what  I  mean  when  I  nj  tha  atata  ot 
things  ia  IreUud  is  comiag  to  a  qneitioo  ba- 
tveen  ths  law  on  the  ons  hand,  and  abser  law- 
laasoaaa  on  tlia  other." 

Having  shown  Mr.  Farnall's  disloyalty 
to  the  Crown  and  hatred  of  England,  aa 
contrasted  with  O'Connetl,  and  having 
reviled  him  for— 

"  Honths  ago  telling  the  peopls  that  tbaj 
ought  to  pay  no  rents  they  had  contranted  to 
pay — that  Uiev  ought  to  pay  rents  only  acoord- 
ing  to  Qrlffilfa  iTaloatioD— Infact,  tolnbstitnta 
an  arbitrarr  standard  for  the  standard  to  whioh 
they  had  thsmaalToa  indiTidnally  agraed," 

he  said — 
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the  Land  Act  which  had  just  been 
passed.  The  House  would  he  good 
enough  to  bear  that  in  mind,  becauee, 
later  on,  he  (Hr.  Gedge)  wonld  have 
to  refer  to  it  again.  They  knew  that 
the  Land  Act  whioh  had  just  been 
passed  was  to  work  a  cure  for  all  Irish 
grieTanoes,  the  Act  of  IB70,  which  waa 
to  have  done  the  same  thing,  having 
failed.  The  Act  had  not  had  the  fair 
atart  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  for,  becauae  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  had 
rather  aet  his  face  against  it — the  hon. 
Member  did  not  like  it,  and,intheopinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  un- 
willing to  give  it  a  fair  trial.  The  hon. 
Member  had  at  that  time  stated  that 
he  hoped  hia  friends  would  not  make 
indiscriminate  use  of  the  Act,  but  that 
they  were  first  to  try  a  few  test  cases  ; 
and  he  was  acoused  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
of  intending  to  select  test  oases  in  whioh 
the  rents  were  so  moderate  that  the 
Judicial  Court  would  not  lower  those 
rents,  in  order  that  the  result  might 
be  that  the  hon.  Member  would  direct 
the  attention  of  farmers  to  thia,  and 
say — "  We  have  taken  a  number  of 
teat  oases,  and  we  find  the  reductions  so 
frivolous  that  it  ia  not  worth  your  while 
togo  undertheActatall."  Thatwasthe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  aa  to  the 
boo.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ;  but, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  he  thought 
Mr.  Dillon  took  an  apposite  view.  While 
the  Act  was  being  passed,  Mr.  Dillon  had 
bean  looked  up  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man.  On  the  7th  of  October,  speaking 
at  Leeds,  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  gave 
Mr.  Dillon  the  highest  eulogies ;  he  re- 
ferred to  bim  as  an  hon.  Member 


Was  not  that  phrase,  "discretion  of  the 
Govamment,"  toucbingly  euphemistic? 
One  wondered  what  Mr.  Dillon  thought 
of  this  disoretion.     He  said — 


aotioD  ol  tha  Land  Aot." 
That  Act  whioh,  aocording  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  gave  the  Irish  people  a 
splendid  opportunity  of  becoming  pros- 
perous and  happy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statesmanship  or  his  forS' 
sight  was  somewhat  at  fault,  however, 
because,  although  he  had  been  in  power 
yOJj.  OOCXXVn.    [third  bkeieb.] 
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The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork, 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa  said,  held  that 
the  landlord  was  entitled  to  nothing;  but 
tha  original  valae  of  the  land  bsfore  tha 
epade  was  put  into  it.  The  right  hon. 
Qentlemati  indignant!;  aeked — 

"  I*  it  poaibla  todeauribepraceeiltDgBof  that 
kind  in  any  wotda  mora  just  than  the  propaga- 
tion of  the  gospel  of  sheer  plunder  F  " 
But  woree  was  behind ;  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemaa  had  said  that  the 
hon.  Uember  for  the  City  of  Oark  was 
aBaociated  with  people  in  America  who 
reoom mended  the  use  oE  dynamite, 
pointing  out  that  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self had  called  the  death  at  Salford  by 
a  dynamite  explosion  a  practical  joke, 
But,  worst  of  all,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Cork  had  used  every  effort 
he  possibly  oould — and  this  seemed  to  be 
the  chief  offence  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  eyes  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman — 
to  disparage,  to  discredit,  and,  if  he 
possibly  could,  to  destroy  the  Land  Act, 
recommending  test  cases,  instead  of 
using  the  measure.  This  was  the 
bitterest  pill  of  all  for  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  swallow,  and  in  revenge 
he  imprisoned  Mr.  Parnell.  But  mean- 
while,  on  the  llth  October,  Mr.  Dillon 
replied  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  re- 
pudiating his  euloey,  and  saying  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentreman  knew  nothing 
about  him.  Mr.  Dillon  aoeueed  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  of  having  looked  him  up 
ia  Kilmainham  "for  opposing  the  Land 
Bill,"  because  the  Qoyernmeut  did  not 
wish  to  hear  the  truth,  aad  so  looked  him 
npuntil  the  Land  Act  was  safely  through. 
Be  then  denounced  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman in  regard  to  his  action  in  the 
Traaavaal,  and  for  his  dishonest  public 
ntteranoes  to  the  Boers — his  "blaok 
treachery  towards  them."  Xow,  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  do  ?  On 
the  13th  of  that  month,  after  a  Cabinet 
meeting,  at  which,  no  doubt,  the  matter 
was  decided,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Cork  was  arrested,  and  on  the 
same  evening  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
announced  the  fact  ia  this  form  at  the 
Ouildhall— 

"Th«  QoTeminsnt  TaoapucM  that  it  is 
chaiged  in  Ireland  with  the  most  ardnont  and 
solemn  duties" — 

and  he  (Mr.  Oedge)  trusted  the  House 
would  take  notice  of  these  words,  as  they 
ifr.  Sydaty  Qidge 


"and  those  datiea,  to  the  best  of  it«  ability, 
it  ii  determined  to  perform.  Those  ara  not 
n-ords  alone  ;  onr  determination  has  been  that 
they  should  be  carried  into  acts,  and  evea 
irithin  the  last  fev  moments  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  towards  the  vindication  ot  law,  of 
order,  and  the  rights  of  property,  of  the  freedom 
of  the  land,  of  the  first  elomants  of  political  Ufo 
and  civilization,  the  first  step  has  been  taken  in 
the  arrest  of  the  man  -who,  unhappily — from 
motive*  which  I  do  not  challenge,  and  with 
which  I  have  nothing  to  do — has  mode  hinudf 
beyond  all  otfaan  prominent  in  the  attempt  to 
destroy  the  authority  of  tha  lav,  and  to  sob- 
stitute  what  would  and  in  being  ootbingmois 
nor  less  than  an  anarchical  oppieiNion  exer* 
cised  upon  the  people  of  Ireland." 

Yes;  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would 
make  the  traitors  leas  unhappy.  There 
was  this  marked  difference  between  tha 
positions  of  the  two  Governments.  Then, 
the  Opposition  supported  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  the  day  manfully  and  loyally 
in  maintaining  the  law ;  whereas  the 
Opposition  now  supported  those  who 
were  engaged  in  lawlessness,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  hampered 
and  embarrassed  at  every  point  by  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  and 
his  Friends.  In  the  speech  at  tho 
Ouildhall  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
oa  to  tell  the  people  of  the  country  what 
was  the  crime  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  and  he  said  that  he 
bad  been  trying  to  persuade  the  people 
of  Ireland  not  to  make  a  full  trial  of  the 
Land  Act.    His  words  were — 

"That  with   which  we  are  itroggling  ii  a 

iwer  which  prsaumea  to  go  '  ~ ' 
and  the  law,  and  which  b 
where,  how,  and  on  what  terms  they  are  to 
bare  thebenefit  of  the  law." 

And  for  that,  he  said,  he  had  looked 
up  the  hon,  Member  tor  the  City  ot 
Oork— 

We  fear,"  he  said,  ■'  lest  the  people  ahoold 
bj^  one  be  terrified  oat  of  the  eienrise  of 
their  just  canititatioaal  rights,  and  be  ao- 
happily  indaced,  through  intimidation  and  no 
other  motive,  to  make  over  their  private  liberty 
and  the  eiereise  of  their  civil  rights  into  the 
hands  ot  self- constituted  dictators,  and  to  place 
those  rights  nnder  the  unknown  provisions  of  an 
nnwritbenlaw  dictated  by  nothing  but  arbitrary 
will." 

Would  it  be  possible  to  describe  the  re- 
cent action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  in  more  accurate  language?  But 
the  15th  of  October  Mr.  Dillon  and 
other  Members  were  arrested  tor— 
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"  Bsing  roMOEiklilj  inipeoted  nf  haviaK  Imsh 
^il<^  of  a  cniDU  pnniihable  br  lair — ntunsly, 
inoitmi^  other  ^eiMiu  to  intimiiUte  divan  pn- 
•ODi  with  >  new  to  compel  them  to  abrt«in 
from  doing  what  tbay  had  a  l«gal  light  to  do- 
that    waa,    to   paj    recta    lawfoUy    dua   by 

Not  only  WBB  the  hoD.  Member  for  the 
Oiij  of  Cork  put  into  prison  beoanso  he 
tried  to  persuade  the  people  not  to  take 
adrantage  of  the  Laud  Ant,  but  ths  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  whom  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  had  gone  out  of  hie  wa; 
to  praiie  when  he  hehevad  he  would  giTe 
his  aid  in  working  the  Act,  was  sent  to 
prison  because  he  rejected  the  eulogy  of 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman.  At  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  had  not 
formed  themselves  into  that  Mutual 
Admiration  Society  with  which  people 
were  now  so  amused.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  accused  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  haring 
locked  np  tfr.  Dillon  for  political  motives ; 
but  in  the  Spring  of  1881  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
locked  him  up  without  any  trial  at  all, 
for,  as  ha  said,  opposing  the  Land  Act^ 
and  in  October  he  looked  him  up  again 
beoanae  he  would  not  submit  to  the 
praises  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
be  imprisoned  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
because  he  had  tried  to  induce  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  test  the  Land  Act. 
He  would  ask  ths  House  which  was 
better,  and  which  waa  worse — to  lock  up 
a  man  without  trial  on  eo-oalled  suepi- 
cion,  to  look  him  up  avowedly  because 
be  took  his  own  course  in  advising  ths 
people  of  Ireland  not  to  exercise  a  legal 
right,  or  to  lock  up  a  man  under  a  formal 
proceaa  of  law,  because,  as  in  the  oass 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  he  had  incited  the  people 
to  disobey  the  law  ?  Hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  now  formed  them- 
selves into  a  Mutual  Admiration 
Society,  and  eulogy  had  replaced  the 
vituperation  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  to  refer  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  below  the  Gangway. 
No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attempted  to  justify  hia  present  attitude 
towards  these  men  by  asserting  that 
their  objects  and  methods  were  changed ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Gedge]  found  that  on  the 
23rd  of  Augast  last,  Mr.  Dillon,  speak- 
ing at  the  Botunda  in  Dublin,  said  they 
^ould  go  on  their  path    showing  no 


,  1888)  Prmdurg,  $-e.  Ad,  1837.    1350 

change  in  their  attitude  or  policy ;  and 
he  added — 

"  I  aay  it  delibsrataly,  that  we  ihRll  be  lew 
Muapuloiu  in  thie — thatwhareas  in  the  paatws 
urged  the  tenantry  to  damand  lau  than  what 
wai  their  jnit  righta,  I  Dowtellthsm  to  doabla 
their  damanda." 

This  was  the  extent  of  the  ohange^tho 
land  was  to  be  brought  down  to  prairie 
value.  The  men  who  taught  these 
dootrines  were  no  longer  held  up  to 
blame;  they  were  praised  up  to  the 
skies,  and  spoken  of  as  men  who  ought 
not  to  be  put  in  prison,  and  who,  if  they 
were  to  be  put  in  prison,  should,  at  least, 
he  permitted  to  wear  their  own  trousers. 
The  change  was  in  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  not  in  tiie  Irish  Mem- 
bers, not  in  the  Government  and  their 
supporters.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  said  that  those  were  unregene- 
rate  days,  and  somewhat  irreverently  ex- 
plained  the  change  that  had  taken  place 
by  saying  that  they  had  "found  salva- 
tion. He  would  be  slow  to  charge  those 
who  bad  accepted  the  Gospel  of  Christ 
with  any  of  their  words  or  acts  in  their 
onregenernte  days.  But  what  was  the 
gospel  which  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  embraced  ?  Was  it  the  gospal  of 
peace  ?  No.  It  was  the  gospel  of 
plunder,  and  upon  a  conversion  of  that 
kind  he  did  not  think  it  was  incumbent 
upon  them  to  offer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends  congratulation. 
One  would  expect  &om  a  recent  convert 
alittle  humility — asincere  oonvertwonld, 
at  any  rate,  have  that  virtue ;  but  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  put 
on  sackcloth  and  ashes  as  they  ought  to 
do  for  their  past  sine.  On  the  contrary, 
they  said  that  when  they  did  these 
things  in  the  past  they  were  in  the 
right;  hut  that  when  the  present  Go- 
vernment  did  the  same  things,  they 
were  deserving  of  the  censure  of  every 
honest  man.  Last  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
twice  addressed  meetings  in  London  on 
this  subject,  and  on  the  I9th  of  April, 
I6ti7,  he  said  that— 

"  Neither  then,  nor  at  any  time,  had  he  given 
utterance  to  the  tentiment,  nor  had  he  enter* 
tainud  tha  inapicion,  that  the  followartof  the 
hon.  Uember  for  the  City  of  Cork  were  ano* 
ciated  with  oiime," 

And  at  Dr.  Parker's  house,  on  the  11th 
of  May  in  the  same  year,  '  addressing 
an  admiring  crowd  of  Nonoonformivt 
ministers,  he  said — 

?x» ^-^„->; 
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under  his  notice,  had  pledged  him- 
self againit  what  was  called  wrongly 
ooeroion  for  Ireland.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  flhow  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Qorern- 
ment,  it  did  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  right 
boa.  Gentlemen  oppoaite  to  abuse  them 
for  baring  done  their  best  to  maintain 
ths  law  in  Ireland ;  he  had  endeavoured 
to  show  that  the  condition  of  things  in 
Ireland  with  which  the  Qovernment  bad 
to  deal  was  accurately  described  by  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
the  Uember  for  Uid  Lothian  in  18S1 
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"  He  bsliared  that  their  intentioii  was  dan. 
getoas  and  their  pleoa  questionable ;  that  they 
had  a  teadeacy  to  the  productioTi  of  orima :  bat 
that  that  was  a  totally  diffsrent  thing  from 
complioity  with  crioie.'' 

l?he  natural  question  was,  how  came  it 
about  that  the  right  hon.  Qantlem&n  had 
imprisoned  several  of  these  Gentlemen 
whom,  it  now  appeared,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve to  be  associated  with  crime?    In 

1881,  OD  introdnoing  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  No  one  can  be  aweated  except  on  roaaoa- 
able  aaspiiuan  Ibat  he  has  bsen  a  principal  or 
aoaooeuory  toaoma  arime  puniahshle  by  law." 

It  appeared,  by  the  official  Beturn  made 
to  the  House  on  the  7th  Uarch,  1882, 
that  the  hon.  Ifember  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  was  imprisoned  on  reasonable  sus- 
picion of  having  been  guilty  as  principal 
<tf  a  crime  punishable  by  law— namely, 
of  treasonable  practices.  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  treason 
a  crime  ?  But  he  said  more  than  this  ; 
he  declared  in  this  House  in  February, 

1882,  that,  when  the  Government  im- 
prisoned Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Dillon,  and 
their  Colleagues,  they  had  acted  not 
upon  Bospioion,  but  upon  proof  of  their 
oriminalit;.  How  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  reconcile  that  with  the  state- 
ment that  he  never  believed  the  Leaders 
of  the  League  to  have  been  associated 
with  crime?  He  (Mr.  Qedge)  would 
not,  like  his  right  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr  Ohaplin),  call  down  on 
himself  the  wrath  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Hid  Lothian  by  pleading 
as  an  exonse  for  these  mutually  contra- 
dictory statements  that  his  memory  was 
failing ;  be  preferred  to  leave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  dilemma,  and  he 
might  extricate  himself  from  it  as  best 
he  could.  But  when  hou.  Members  on 
the  Government  side  asked,  in  view  of 
these  precedents,  why  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  he  open  to  oensure 
because  they  had  prosecuted  Members 
of  Parliament  for  crime,  and  because 
imprisonment  had  followed  their  con- 
viction, they  were  met  with  the 
oharge  that  they  had  been  false  to 
their  pledges.  A  charge  of  that  kind 
might  assuredly  be  repelled  in  the 
strongest  language  they  could  com- 
mand; and,  therefore,  he  said  it  was 
absolutely  false ;  neither  he  (Mr.  Gedge) 
himself,  nor  any  of  the  many  Unionist 
candidates  whose  election  adaresses  had 

Mr.  8ydn§y  Qtdgt 


and  1882,  and  that  the  Government 
had  recourse  to  arrest  not  on  mmple 
suspicion,  but  on  process  of  law,  and 
that  the  law  alone  had  been  carried  out. 
When  he  listened  to  the  carefully  pre- 
pared statement  read  by  the  right  Hod. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  attacking  the  Government, 
and  saw  how  poor  a  case  he  made  out, 
when  be  found  that  they  were  to  be 
relegated  to  an  appeal  to  the  country  for 
a  ratification  or  otherwise  of  their  acts, 
and  when  he  remembered  the  just  and 
Constitutional  nature  of  those  acts,  ha 
felt  that,  whatever  might  be  said,  the 
Government  were  secure.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne know  so  little  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  country,  and  the 
essential  elements  of  freedom  in  all 
countries,  as  not  to  know  that  when 
once  a  Government  had  directed  a  pro- 
secntion  its  functions  with  regard  to 
the  case  were  determined?  That  was 
the  case,  however,  and  God  forbid  that 
the  time  should  ever  come  when  the 
QoTernment  of  this  country  should  in- 
terfere with  the  prooess  of  the  law  I  It 
only  remained  to  him  now  to  thank  the 
House  for  their  attention  to  the  reasons 
he  had  given  for  voting  with  the  fullest 
confidence  against  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ne  woaetle  -  upo  n  -Ty  ae . 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bnsh- 
diSe)  said,  that  he  noticed  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morlay)  put  his  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
the  supporters  of  the  Government,  in 
the  Press  and  elsewhere,  congratulated 
themselves  that  sow  an  opportunity  had 
been  given  of  showing  the  majority 
supporting  the  Government.  He  was 
not  one  of  those  who  attached  very  great 
importance  to  the  state  of  the  figures  in 
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the  DiTiBion  whicli  waa  about  to  take 
place  ;  that  Divisioii  was  odIj  one  of  a 
aeriee  of  incideota  in  the  great  Btniggte 
in  which  they  were  ioTolved,  and,  wbat- 
erer  the  decieion  might  be  that  night, 
they  would  have  to  appeal  elaewhere 
hereafter.  Now,  ha  was  glad  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemaa  (Mr.  John  Uorley)  had 
placed  the  Afotion  on  the  Paper,  be- 
canae,  although  he  was  not  fortunate 
enough  to  see  asy'  hon.  or  rieht  hon. 
MemberB  on  the  Treasury  Benon,  it  was 
in  that  House  that  they  were  bound  to 
bring  their  aocnaationa  againet  the  Go- 
TemDieDt  with  respect  to  the  policy  they 
were  pursuing  in  Ireland.  Although 
they  might,  and  must,  and  should  state 
on  public  platforms  outside  the  feelings 
they  entertained  in  the  matter,  still  it 
was  there,  faee  to  face  with  their  an- 
tagoniata,  face  to  face  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  ita  supporters,  that  they  were 
bound  to  make  their  accasations,  and 
bring  forward  their  proofs  in  support  of 
their  acoasations.  Now,  anyone  who 
took  part  in  this  debate,  occupying,  as 
he  did,  the  humble  position  of  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  the  Opposition,  was 
Dound  to  be  pretty  deGnite,  and  to  oom- 
presa  within  reasonable  limits  any  re- 
marks he  might  have  to  make.  He 
should  endeaTonr  to  be  brief;  but,  be- 
fore he  proceeded  to  olte  oases  of  re- 
markable inaccuracy  on  the  part  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  to  give  one  or  two 
illustrations  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  Bo-oalled  Courts  of  Justice  were 
conducted,  he  wished  to  refer  to  some- 
thing which  fell  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  last  night.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  to  do  that  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  absence,  and  in  the  absence 
of  any  Member  of  the  Government.  In 
his  opinion,  it  was  a  matter  of  some  re- 
proach to  the  Government,  at  the  time 
of  a  grave  and  great  debate  like  that, 
that  they  should  have  absolutely  no  Ee- 
presentatiye  present  in  the  House.  [The 
FiBsT  CoMHisaioNSB  OF  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  at  that  moment  entered  the 
House.]  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Hr.  Goschen),  in  his  speech  last 
night,  in  the  sepulchral  tones  which 
had  been  commented  on  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Nortb-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
CBrien),    read   an    extract   from    the 

Seech  of  Mr.  Dillon  delivered  at  Tully- 
len.  It  was  suggested  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  that 


he  should  read  on — that  he  should  read 
the  context ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  comply  with  that  request. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  was  going  to 
supply  the  omission,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  after  those  bon.  Members  who 
did  him  the  honour  to  listen  to  him  had 
heard  the  words,  they  would  think  that 
they  put  a  somewhat  different  com- 
plexion on  the  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon 
m)m  that  which  the  OhancelloT  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  bad  endea- 
voured to  convey  to  the  House.  In 
that  speech,  for  uttering  which  Mr. 
Dillon  now  lies  in  Dundalk  Gaol,  he 
used  this  language — 

"  What  hu  Uoa  the  cnn«  of  Ireland  in  the 
past,  when  time  after  time  again  the  Leaden 
□f  the  people  hare  eDdeavonied  to  lead  the 
poor  tenantrj  of  Ireland  out  of  the  land  of 
buDdage  and  the  land  oi  Egypt,  even  as  Moses 
tried  to  lead  the  XBra«lit«s  out  o(  bondaite  in 
thepa«tF  What  hae  been  ths  eorra  of  sverr 
previous  moTemeut  F  It  hai  heen  the  traitor, 
the  man  who.  in  the  thickest  of  the  fight,  would 
turn  hie  back  upon  hie  comrades,  and  baaelj 
betray  the  canae  which  ha  wa»  pledged  by  every 
principle  of  honour  to  suetaio.  Loobiag  baok 
upon  Uie  hietory  of  our  country,  I  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  we  could  not  place  before  our 

Seople  some  policy  by  which  the  traitor  would 
e  preveiited  biea'king  op  our  combinations,  we 
could  never  hope  to  win  our  cauie,  and  to  do 
that  which  waa  alao  a  dear  policy  to  my  heart." 

The  following  were  the  words  be  par* 
ticularly  desired  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Flunket),  who  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  Government  present-^ 
namely  :— 

"  Warn  the  Irish  people  from  the  methods 
they  used  to  adopt  towards  traitors.  What 
used  they  to  do  to  tnutor*  in  the  old  times  F 
They  used  to  shoot  them.  I  want  to  tarn  our 
people  aside  from  that  course ;  it  is  a  course 
natural  to  desperate  meu.  It  is  an  idea  which 
uaturallv  occurs  to  men  when  the;  see  they  are 
betrayed  ;  but  it  is  a  course  which  will  not  lead 
to  victory,  and  I  want  to  place  before  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  Christian  and  modfrata  plan 
by  which  they  could  put  down  this  system  of 
raok-rentiug  and  treachery  to  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  have  been  so  long  subjected,  and 
emancipate  thie  beautiful  country  from  the  rule 
of  the  cruellest,  and  moat  datostable,  and  most 
ruinous  tyranny  which  ever  brooded  ovsr  any 
nation  in  the  butory  of  the  world." 

He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  thought  it  was 
hardly  fair  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  pick 
out  from  what  he  had  just  quoted  what 
Mr.  Dillon  said  in  regard  to  a  "  traitor." 
He  maintained— and  be  should  be  un- 
worthy of  the  honour  of  being  called  a 
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friend  of  Mr.  Dillon  if  he  did  not  in 
that  House  raise  hie  humble  tribute  to 
Mr.  Dillon  in  thie  matter — he  main- 
tained that  he  had  never  come  across  a 
man  in  the  House  or  out  of  the  House 
who  endsavoured  more  fully  and  more 
urgently  to  win  the  people  away  from 
the  bad  courseB  to  which  their  history 
had  addicted  them  than  did  Mr.  Dillon. 
He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  wished  to  refer  for 
one  moment  to  the  speMh  which  was 
made  by  the  bon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  {Mr.  T.  "W.  Eusaell).  The  hon. 
Member  observed  —  though  his  state- 
ment  waa  immediately  challenged  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)— that  the 
Government  bad  only  appointed  three 
of  the  present  Resident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  or  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Madden)— he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) 
forgot  which— in  hie  place  that  after- 
noon, in  reply  to  a  Question,  admitted 
that  10  Besident  Magistrates  had  been 
appointed  by  the  present  Government. 
If  many  of  the  statements  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  BuBBell)  laid  before  the  House 
last  night  in  respect  to  the  MasBereene 
estate  were  as  incorrect  as  his  state- 
ment in  repect  to  Besident  Magistrates, 
the  value  of  his  speech  must  be  judged 
by  that  circumstance.  He  wished  to 
Tery  warmly  and  earnestly  support  the 

Sroteat  which  fell  from  lie  right  hon. 
entleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  founded,  as  it 
was,  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
vast  experience  of  Busineaa  in  that 
House  during  the  laet  50  years,  against 
the  way  in  which  they  had  been  treated 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
matter  of  information  not  only  in  regard 
to  this  debate,  but  in  regard  to  other 
discUBsions  which  had  taken  plaoe  re- 
flpeoting  their  conduct  of  tho  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  There  had  been  an 
absolute  and  entire  lack  of  official  in- 
formatioD  laid  before  them  in  time  to  be 
of  any  use  in  this  debate,  and  in  such  a 
manner  that  one  could  easily  analyze  it 
and  underataiid  it.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Goschen)  ijuoted  last  night 
gome  figures  respecting  Boycotting. 
Surely  it  was  one  of  the  very  first 
principles  of  fair  play  that  when  they 
had  any  controversy  upon  any  subject 
the    evidence    should  be  in  tiia  hands 


of  both  Parties.  It  wae  surely  dis- 
respectful to  the  House  that  the  figures 
with  respect  to  Boycotting  had  not  been 
laid  before  the  House  in  such  a  form 
and  at  a  time  when  hon.  Members  could 
analyse  them,  and  make  themselves 
masters  of  them.  From  the  time  the 
Government  placed  the  Boycotting  Be- 
turn  on  the  Table  till  now,  they  had 
persistently  and  oonsiBteatly  refused  to 
give  ban.  Members  the  slightest  means 
of  testing  their  aoouracy,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  figures  given  in  that 
Betum  were  absolutely  and  entirely 
worthlees  for  any  purposes  of  discussion. 
Tbe  other  night  it  was  shown  that  a 
certain  policeman,  knowing  that  a 
bam  had  been  burned  down  by  acci- 
dent, entered  it  in  the  Betum  as  an 
outrage;  because,  as  he  said  in  his 
evidence  in  Court,  there  was  no  place  in 
which  be  could  enter  it,  except  under 
the  heading  "outrage."  Ko  explana- 
tion of  that  was  given  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, except  that,  of  courae,  now  that 
the  matter  had  come  to  be  examined 
and  sifted,  and  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  it  in  Parliament,  care  would 
be  taken  that  the  entry  should  be  ex- 
punged and  the  Beturn  made  accurate. 
Then,  as  to  the  Heturn  of  increased 
sentences,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  went  down  to 
Battersea  on  the  17th  of  May,  which 
was  tbe  day  the  Betum  was  laid  before 
the  House,  and  used  the  Betum  in  a 
most  highly  argumentative  speech. 
From  that  day  up  to  the  8th  of  June 
that  Betum  was  inacoesriblo  to  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons ;  no 
Member  could  ascertain  for  three  weeks 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  had  used 
the  Betum  when  he  made  his  speech. 
They  only  got  the  key  of  the  Betum  on 
the  20th  of  June,  and  it  turned  out  after 
all  that  there  was  not  a  single  case  of 
the  14  oases  of  increased  sentenoea  which 
came  under  tbe  Crimea  Act  of  the  right 
\toa.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  The  Chief  Secretary,  how- 
ever, in  his  speech  led  everyone  to  sup- 
puse  that  he  bad  found  14  cases  during 
the  Administration  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in  which  the 
same  thing  had  been  done  of  which  they 
had  been  complaining  during  this  year 
— namely,  inureaee  of  sentenoes  under 
the  Crimes  Act.  Be  would  not  dwell 
at  length  upon  the  moat  curious  and 
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moBt  Biagular  oonrBe  which  had  been 
pursued  07  this  Administration  in  refer- 
ence to  the  judgment  in  the  Killeaeh 
case,  vhen  Torde  had  fallen  from  tne 
higbeat  authority  in  the  Houee— from 
Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair — intimating 
that  when  aCabinet  Minister  bad  quoted 
from  a  document,  he  was  bound,  under 
certain  ciroumstanoee,  to  lay  that  docu- 
ment on  the  Table.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  got  up  in 
hie  place,  and  in  response  to  t&e  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  said  the  Gorem- 
ment  must  wait  and  see  the  Motion  of  the 
right  bon.  Member,  and  then  the;  would 
decide  what  should  be  done.  Only  one 
inference  could  possibly  be  drawn  from 
the  extraordinary  reluctance  of  the  Go- 
Teroment  to  give  information  to  the 
House.  The  GoTernmeut  were  afraid 
to  let  the  House  and  the  country  know 
the  facte  with  respect  to  their  gorem- 
ment  of  Ireland.  Not  only  were  the 
Government  reluctant  to  let  hon.  Mem- 
bers know  things,  but  the  want  of  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  respect  to  what  was  passing  in  Ire- 
land was  most  extraordinary.  The 
Member  for  North  Manchester  (Mr. 
Schwann)  put  a  Question  the  otber 
night  which  merely  arose  out  of  what 
he  saw  and  beard  at  Dundalk  last 
Wednesday.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
whether  any  instructions  bad  recently 
been  given  to  the  Constabulary  in  Ire- 
land with  respect  to  interfering  with 
assemblies  after  tiiala  bad  taken  place 
in  a  town.  The  Chief  Secretary  actu- 
ally pleaded,  as  he  often  pleaded  in 
answer  to  hon.  Members,  altnough  the 
Question  had  been  on  the  Paper  the 
whole  of  the  day,  that  he  was  unable  to 
answer  it,  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  defer  his  Question  till  another 
day.  Surely  the  right  of  assembly  was 
an  important,  an  ancient,  and  Constitu- 
tional right;  and  if  any  instructions  had 
been  given  to  the  Constabulary  with 
respect  to  this  matter  during  the  last 
six  months,  as  by  the  confession  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  they  had,  they  ought  to 
have  been  known  to  the  right  Gentle- 
man—he ought  to  have  been  able 
to  tall  the  House  either  that  eucb 
inetmctions  bad  been  given  or  that 
they  had  not.  The  testimony  was  uni- 
versal, and  absolutely  un contradicted, 
that  during  the  last  six  months  the 
Constabulaj;  had  acted  in  regard  to 
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assemblages  of  persons  in  towns  and 
in  rural  districts  after  trials  in  a  manner 
which  was  perfectly  unprecedented. 
Now  he  turned  to  a  few  illustrations  of 
the  inaccuracy  which  characterised  the 
answers  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  that 
House,  to  the  remarkable  subterfuges 
and  ev aei ons  which  had  become  with  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  almost  a  fine  art. 
He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  asked  a  Question  on 
the  I9tb  of  April  with  respect  to  a  certain 
Districtlnspector  Shannon,  at  E^is.  He 
asked,  in  a  case  tried  at  Ennis  on  the  1 3th 
of  April,  arising  out  of  the  proceedings 
at  Ecnia  on  the  Btb  of  April,  when  Mr. 
Shannon  was  instructing  District  Inspec- 
tor Hill,  who  was  conducting  the  prose- 
cution for  the  Government,  whether  that 
gentleman  was  the  private  secretary  of 
Colonel  Turner,  who  was  in  command  of 
the  police  and  military  on  the8th  of  April ; 
whether  during  the  proceedings  a  la^e 
body  of  soldiers  were  marked  into 
Court  with  their  rifles  on  their  shoulder, 
and  placed  in  one  of  the  galleries;  and 
what  was  the  object  of  this  military 
demonstration  in  a  Court  of  Justice? 
The  reply  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was — 
"District  Inspector  Shsnnoc  was  not  in- 
Btractiog  District  Inspector  ECl,  though  he 
was  undoubtedly  giving  him  aseistjiDce.  Dis- 
trict Inspector  tShaunon  ig  not  Colonel  Turner's 
privat*  Bflcretary,  There  was  no  military 
demonstration  ID  Court :  but  some  soldiers  were 
placed  in  dub  of  the  galleries,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent a  repetition  of  such  disgraceful  scenea  of 
diaordsr  as  had  on  preTiong  occosiDns  occurred 
in  the  courthouse.'^— ^3  ifiifitiirij,  [3x4]   1712.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  West  £erry  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington)  asked — 

"  What  IB  Mr,  BhaoDOD's  exact  position  f '' 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied — 

I  will  not  be  sure,  but  I  believe  his  title  is 
Special  Crimes  Officer." 

The  bon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  then 

"  Then  he  is  under  Colonel  Turner  ?  " 

And  theChiefSeoretaryanswered,  "na- 
turally." He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  oared  not 
whether  this  man  wa«  the  private  secre- 
tary to  Colonel  Turner,  or  crimes  officer 
under  Colonel  Turner.  He  cared  not 
whether  there  was  a  military  demonstra- 
tion inCourt,  or  whether  the  soldiers  were 
placed  in  the  gallery.  He  imagined, 
however,  that  when  Oliver  Ciomwell 
came  to  that  House  and  that  historical 
scene  took  place  there  was  a  military 
demonstration.      He  imagined  that    if 
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Oier  aaw  a  compan;  of  Her  Majesty's 
Boldiers  in  the  galleries  of  that  House 
they  vould  call  it  a  military  demonstra- 
tion.  He  would  not  quarrel  with  the 
right  hon.  Qeutleman  as  (o  the  use  of 
the  term  ;  but  he  maintained  that  when 
soldiers  filled  the  gslleriea  of  a  Court  of 
Justice,  as  they  did  at  Ennis,  it  was  a 
military  demonstration— [S£r.  T.  Bab- 
BUtGToH  (Dublin,  Harbour):  With  rifles 
in  their  hands.] — A  moat  remarkable 
thing  took  place  in  Court.  A  report 
said — 

"  At  this  point  a  large  body  of  tlie  DetbyBhiie 
Infintr}-  veie  mu-ched  into  the  Court  irilh 
their  riUsB  on  ihoulder,  and  Occnpied  the  ipillery. 
Mt.  Buriiigton  raid  be  did  not  kno<r  what  the 
meaning  of  thii  military  demonitiation  wai  for. 
There  vas  a  tradition  of  inch  a  thing  having 
been  done  in  the  daya  of  John  Philpott  Curran. 
It  VBB  a  monstrous  thing  that  such  a  demonetra- 
tioD  ahoiild  take  place,  and  he  protested  againat 
it.  Captain  Keogh  :  The  Court  iain  the  hands 
of  the  Sheriff.  Sir.  Harrington  :  Oh,  no,  your 
worship  !  you  have  the  full  charge  of  your 
Court,  and  I  muat  stiddle  you  vitb  the  reapou- 
sibility  of  thoir  being  hero. — Captain  Keogh : 
We  are  merely  here  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and 
we  know  nothingabout  the  arrangementa  which 
ate  made  by  the  Executive  Authorities,  and  we 
will  not  interfere." 

That  was  precisely  what  Colonel  Carew 
said ;  he  used  language  which  be  {TA.T. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  quoted  in  the  House  on  the 
15tb  of  February,  and  which  had  never 
been  contradicted.  Colonel  Carew  said— 

"I have  received  ordera  from  the  Goyem- 
loent  which  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  diaregard." 
He  now  went  to  another  case,  a  case 
which  occurred  at  Wexford  in  October. 
It  was  a  case  which  at  tha  present  day 
could  only  he  found  in  Ireland.  Hr. 
Healy  said— 

"  Before  this  case  commeaces  I  wish  to  ask  is 
this  aa  open  Court  F  Hr.  M'Leod:  I  think 
so.— Mr.  Healy '.  I  aeked  a  policeman  outdde, 
and  he  said  the  Court  waa  full.  I  obaerred  that 
the  galleriee  are  perfectly  empty,  and  I  wiah  to 
a>k  why  the  people  are  kept  out  ? — Ur, 
M'Lcod  :  The  Court  is  fairly  constituted,  and  is 
an  open  Court.  Mr.  Healy :  Then  why  are  ths 
people  kspt  out  f — Ur.  H'Leod:  I  don't  know 
anything  about  that.  Mr.  Uealy  :  Is  it  by  the 
order  of  the  Court  ?— Mr.  M'Leod  i  We  bays 
no  speciSa  order.  Mr.  Healy ;  I  wish  to  aak 
ia  it  by  the  order  ot  the  Court  the  public  are 
kept  out  F— Mr.  M'Leod ;  I  gays  no  order  at 
all." 

There  they  had  a  presiding  magistrate 
who  did  not  regard  himself  as  in  full 
charge  of  his  Court ;  he  was  under 
orders;  ho  sat  there  in  alliance  with 
and  under  the  orders  of  the  Executive 
OoTemment.  He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellie) 
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asked  a  Question  a  little  laterwith  respect 
to  a  certain  Colonel  Tynte,  Resident 
Magistrate.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  he  had  actually  tried  and 
sentenced  three  men  in  their  absence, 
the  men  being  kept  out  of  Court  by  the 
police?  The  right  hou.  Qentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  a  long  explana- 
tion which  would  be  found  duly  reported 
in  Santard.  The  Chief  Secretary  ad- 
mitted that  Colonel  Tynte  did  try  the 
men  and  give  his  decision  in  their 
absence.  'The  men  were  kept  out  of  the 
Court  by  the  police.  It  wa«  true  the 
righthon.Qen  tleman  e  xplai  ned  that  when 
the  magistrate  came  to  understand  the 
matter  he  tried  them  over  again.  If, 
however,  it  bad  not  been  for  the  inter- 
position of  the  counsel  at  the  moment, 
they  might  sot,  and  probably  would 
not,  have  been  tried  over  agun.  Then 
he  came  to  a  most  extraorainary  etate- 
meot  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  at  Stalybridge,  and  it  bore  on 
the  question  of  the  accuracy  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman,  which  was  the  point  on 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  was  address- 
ing the  House  at  the  present  moment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  at  Staly- 
bridge on  the  24th  of  March  that  there 
had  been  no  interference  whatever  with 
the  freedom  of  the  Press.  He  (Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis)  would  not  say  that  that  was 
not  literally  true ;  but  he  maintained 
that  with  men  of  ordinary  minds,  and 
with  people  of  ordinary  common  sense, 
the  fact  of  the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Alderman  Hooper,  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  Edward 
Walsh,  and  Mr.  T.  Harrington  would 
be  taken  as  evidence  that  the  freedom 
of  the  Press  had  been  interfered  with 
during  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration.  Then,  at  Battersea, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  no 
lads  and  poor  men  had  been  imprisoned 
for  Belling  copies  of  Irish  newspapers. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Cork  (Mr, 
Flynn)  brought  forward  cases  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  tooon- 
tradict.  The  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
forward  half-a-dozen  oases  in  the  City  of 
Cork  alone  during  a  period  of  something 
like  three  months,  in  which  poor  men 
and  lads  were  put  in  prison  for  selling 
newspapers. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A,  J,  Balfoite)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  I  contradicted  them  all 
categorically. 
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Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  be  listened 
to  the  right  hon.  Qeotleman's  answer 
with  great  reepect,  as  he  did  to  all  hia 
•Dswerfl.  The  nght  hon.  Oentleman 
said  the  men  and  boys  were  put  in 
prison  for  a  different  offence  altogether — 
namely,  creating  an  obatruction  in  the 
atreetB.  If  a  man  selling  The  OhhtQwi- 
side  Palace  Yard  was  imprisoned,  no 
one  would  saj  he  was  punished  forcreat- 
ing  an  obstruction,  but  for  selling  a 
newspaper  in  the  streets.  Again,  he 
(Ur.  J.  B.  Ellis)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  the  31st  ol  May — 

"  Whbtber,  immediitely  preceding  ths  Tisit 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edit  Mh;d  (Mr.DiUou )  to 
Newtownuds  at  the  end  of  April,  the  DUtrict 
loapectoT  and  Head  ConsUble  of  police  Tisited 
the  pioprietreBa  of  the  Ulster  HatM,  and  urged 
her  not  to  let  the  hftll  on  her  piemiees  (in 
wbich  the  farmers  of  the  dtatrict  usually  hold 
theii  meetings)  for  any  meoting  at  which  the 
hon.  Member  wai  to  he  present;  and  whether, 
on  the  meeting  of  the  foimera  of  the  diitriot 
■ddresaed  bj  the  hon.  Member  being  hold  else- 
where, coQltahlei  were  posted  at  the  entrance 
to  the  room,  and  what  was  the  object  of  this 
proceeding  ?  ■—(8  Hattard  [3t6]  748-7.) 
There  were  three  statements  in  the 
question,  that  the  District  .Inspector 
visited  the  proprietress  of  the  notel, 
that  he  urged  her  not  to  let  the  hall,  and 
that  constables  were  posted  outside 
another  hall  where  the  meeting  was 
eventually  held.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman,  on  the  authority  of  the  District 
Inspector,  replied  that  the  District  In- 
spector at  Newtownards  answered  all 
the  paragraphs  of  the  Question  in  the 
negative.  Another  Question  was  asked 
onthe  Tth  of  June  hr  thehon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Down  (Mr. 
M'Oartan)  in  regard  to  the  veiv  same  cii- 
onmstances.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  admitted  that  the  District  Inspector 
didcalliipontheproprietresaof  the  hotel, 
but  denied  that  the  District  Inspector 
urged  her  not  to  let  the  hall,  a  point 
about  which  he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had 
Tory  considerable  doubt.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  admitted  also  that  con- 
stables were  placed  outside  the  other 
hall — that  wae  to  say,  that  on  the  7th 
of  June  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa 
forced  to  admit  two  out  of  three  of  the 
statements  he  bad  categorically  denied 
ontheSlstof  May.  [Mr.  A.J.  Balfour 
dissented.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shook  his  head ;  but  shaking  of  the  head 
would  not  dispose  of  the  matter.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  on 
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April  19  a  Question  with  respect  to 
certain  depositions,  and  be  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis)  alluded  to  this,  because  it  threw 
a  most  important  light  on  the  manner 
in  which  evidence  was  got  up  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  if 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a  report 
in  Th»  Frttman't  Journal  of  the  16th  of 
April — 

"In  which  it  was  stated  that  constable  Watton 
was  handed  a  deposition,  dated  9tli  April,  which 
he  stated  that  he  had  eigned,  and  owing  to  which 
three  men  were  oharged  with  stone  throwing, 
and,   whether   he  haa  noticed   the  following 

lion    aqd    answer   of   the  witnesa;— Mr. 

"iilgtOD  :  I  have  only  one  question  to  ask 
In  the  depoeition  did  you  eay  ons  word 
about  etonoa  being  thrown  from  baildiDgsF  — 
No,  l;didnot"-(3  Bantard,  [3)4]  1734-6.) 

The  Chief  Secretary  replied — 

"  The  Question  wns  only  put  down  laet  night, 
and  I  have  been,  therefore,  unable  to  receive  a 
reply  from  Ireland  to  my  commtmication  ;  but 
1  may  say  that  the  report  in  Tht  Fruman'i 
Jetirnal,  as  to  what  has  been  passing  in  the 
Court  House  at  Knnis,  is  in  no  way  to  be  de- 
pended npon."— {/iiif.) 

Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  go 
out  of  his  way  to  try  to  discredit  one  of 
the  ablest-conducted  papers  in  Ireland  ? 
The  Iriih  TtMea — the  ardent  supporters 
of  the  Government— of  the  same  day 
contained  this  paragraph — 

"  Constable  Watson  waa  recalled,  and  stated, 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Harriugtun,  that  he  had  made 
a  deposition  in  prosecuting  a  man  for  stone 
throwing  on  the  Snnday  in  question,  bat  in  it 
he  had  said  nothing  about  stcoiea  ooming  from 
the  houses." 

That  threw  a  lurid  light  on  the  war  in 
which  depodtiona  were  got  up  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  aay  anythmg  about 
Mitohelstown — that  had  been  pretty  well 
dealt  with.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  might  be  sura 
that  they  would  for  long,  and  the  Eng- 
lish people  wouldfor  long  also,  remember 
Mitcnelstown.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man, in  reply  to  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man the  Member  for  Hnddersiield  (Mr. 
Summers),  made  use  of  an  ezpreesion 
with  regard  to  oertaia  proceedings 
which  was  most  unwarrantable  for  a 
man  in  his  high  position.  Hewitbdrew 
the  word  "corrupt."    He  aaid— 

"  I  am  not  sure  that  I  Qted  that  word.  I 
Dever  intended  to  convey  what  that  word 
osdbU;  mean*  when  I  applied  it  to  a  tnbunal 
—namely,  that  it  bad  been  bribed,  or  had  sold 
the  coarse  of  justice  for  a  consideration. 
What  I  ought  to  have  said  waa  that  the  tri- 
bansl  was  incompetent  aod  worthless." 
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The  proceeding  vere  onl;  quashed  bj 
the  Superior  Court  ou  technical  grounds. 
The  nght  hoD.  Gentleman  bad  given 
hie  account  of  the  proceedings  ;  let  hon. 
Members  have  copies  of  the  depositions, 
which,  as  the  Coroner  remarked,  were 
in  the  Crown  Office.  He  now  went  on 
to  give  one  or  two  illustrations  of  the 
proceedings  in  Courts  in  Ireland.  There 
was  a  certain  Resident  Uagietrate  of 
the  name  of  Meldon,  a  man  whom 
he  had  dealt  with  before.  Mr.  Meldon 
adjudicated  in  a  case  at  a  place  called 
MuUinahone  on  the  18th  of  May.  The 
solicitor  for  the  defendant  asked — 

"Wliat  ware  the  ioBtructions  yon  gotf— I 
refuw  to  answer.  Mr.  Bolton  said  that  he  did 
not  object  to  the  question  heinj;  aniirersd. 
Witneso  said  that  he  would  give  the  inlorma- 
tion,  hut  hs  would  not  give  the  name  of  the 
penon  who  gave  the  inBliuctions.    The;  were 

B'ven  by  a  euperioi  officer  in  Wateiford.  Mi. 
eldon  said  that  tbU  va8  wholly  irrolerant, 
and  he  would  not  allow  the  question.  The 
man  should  not  give  the  inBtiucUoni  of  hii 
superior  officer.  Mr.  Eedmond  argued  that  it 
was  (or  the  witneas  to  claim  the  privilege,  and 
not  the  Bench.  The  only  form  the  Bench  had 
was  to  tell  the  man  that  he  coald  claim  privi- 
lege,—Mi.  Meldon  (to  the  Petty  SeMions 
clerk) :  We  have  heard  enough  of  Uiis.  Itead 
over  the  depositianB.  Mr,  Redmond :  I  must 
say  that  this  ia  a  very  iummaiy  way  of  dis- 
posing of  the  question. — Mr.  Meldon :  Well, 
we  won't  have  any  more  of  it, — Mr.  Red- 
mond :  The  highest  Court  in  the  Realm  would 
not  dispose  of  a  question  like  that." 

He  (Mr,  J.  E.  Ellis)  contended  that  that 
was  not  the  manner  in  which  a  Court  of 
Jnstioe  should  be  conducted.  He  would 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  a  very  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  case  which  was  tried 
at  Dundalk  on  Wednesday  last — be  felt 
bound,  as  a  friend  of  Mr.  Dillon's,  to 
advert  to  it.  He  wished  it  were  possible 
— be  wished  he  bad  it  in  bis  power  to 
brine  before  the  mind  of  every  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  a  picture  of  what 
took  place  on  that  occasion.  The  Bench 
was  filled  on  that  occasion  with  men 
who  were  all  landlords,  or  friends  more 
or  less  of  the  governing  landlord  class  in 
Ireland.  The  police  were  in  charge  of  a 
man  whose  name  was  a  bye-word  down 
in  County  Kerry,  a  man  named  Supples, 
a  man  whose  record  as  a  landlord  was 
one  of  the  most  infamous  in  Ireland. 
The  Judge,  Judge  Kiabey,  was  a  man 
who  had  been  appointed  recently  by  the 
right  hoQ.  QeuUeman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  was  a  more  or  less  violent 
folitical  partizan.  The  observations  the 
udgs  made  at  the  and  of  the  proceed- 
Jfr.  J.  E.  Eau 


ines  struckhimvetyforoibyindeed.  Mr. 
Dillon  asked  that  the  first  case  should 
be  decided.     The  Judge  remarked — 

"  It  yon  had  oonnssl  to  represent  yon,  yoa 
would  probably  have  acceded  to  the  suggestion, 
that  we  should  tiy  both,  and  give  sentence 
after ;  but  as  you  have  not  counsel  I  will  do  aa 

{ou  suggest.  Give  me  a  copy  of  thespeech,  and 
will  be  bnck  in  a  few  minutes." 

He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  bad  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  in  view  of  the  demeanour  of 
the  Judge,  that  Judge  Kisbey  bad  made 
up  bis  mind  about  the  cass  before  enter- 
ing the  Court.  At  Question  time  that 
day  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Bowntree)  made  tbe  statement,  and 
it  was  unchallenged,  that  tbe  policemen 
came  down  the  street  on  that  occasion, 
and  with  tbeir  rifles  bit  their  hardest 
people  who  were  doing  no  harm  at  all. 
He  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  saw  such  a,  scene 
on  that  occasion  which  be  should  never 
forget.  One  of  the  most  honourable  of 
men  was  driven  away  to  Dundalk  O-aol, 
accompanied  by  a  troop  of  Cavalry,  and 
never  were  the  Queen's  uniforms  seen  to 
leas  advantage  than  on  that  occasion. 
The  effect  on  bis  mind  was  to  make  him 
determine  to  work  still  harder,  if  pos- 
sible, to  overthrow  the  system  which 
now  obtained  in  Ireland.  They  cared 
00  mporati  V  elylittlorespectingthefigures 
of  the  Division  that  night.    They  would 

§0  on  undeterred  by  bon.  and  right  hon. 
entlemen  opposite.  They  believed 
that  theit  cause  was  founded,  as  the  bon. 
Member  for  Nortb-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  in  his  most  eloquent  language 
said,  upon  the  reconciliation  of  tbe  two 
people.  There  was  nothing  tbe  Go- 
vernment brought  forward,  there  was  no 
speech  made  on  that  side,  or  on  tbia 
side  by  supporters  of  the  Oovemmeat, 
but  what  was  tainted  by  bitter  and  by- 
gone hatred.  He  and  hie  hon.  Friends 
were  sure  that,  by  persevering  steadily 
and  unwaverino'ly  in  laying  tbe  facta 
before  tbe  people  of  the  country,  tbey 
were  doing  all  they  could  to  bring  about 
a  certain  and  not  distant  victory. 

Thb  chief  SEOKETAEY  SOS.  IRE- 
LAND(Mr.A.J.BALroDR):8ir,thehon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  will,  I  am  sure,  attribute  ft 
to  no  discourtesy  on  my  part  if  I  do  not 
oscupy  any  of  tbe  comparatively  small 
share  of  the  debate  which  belongs  to 
me — [Alaugh.'] — small,  I  mean,  as  oom- 
pared  with  tbe  task  I  have  to  perform — 
in  dealiag  with  the  observations  that  he 
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has  jnet  laid  before  the  House.  He 
must  be  aware  that  I  am  the  MmiBtei 
chiefly  arraigned  by  the  UotloD  before 
the  Houee,  and  as  this  ia  the  second  day 
of  a  debate  which  has  been  fruitful  in 
remarkable  speecbee,  it  is  impoBeible 
for  me  to  deal  with  erery  point  whicb 
has  been  raised  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion ;  and  I  must  consider  myself 
fortunate  if  I  can  adequately  meet  the 
main  points  of  the  attack  made  against 
me  and  against  the  Oovemment  of 
irhioh  Z  am  a  Member.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
f  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)— who,  I  am  sorry 
to  observe,  has  not  yet  returned  to  his 
place,  but  whose  absence  does  not  justify 
me  in  indefinitely  deferring  my  observa- 
tions— told  us  towards  the  end  of  his 
speech  that  this  Motion  was  a  debt  of 
honour  to  the  QoTernment.  He  told  us 
that  the  Opposition  owed  it  to  the  60- 
Temment  to  raise  in  this  House  the 
controversies  which  they  had  been  rais- 
ing out-of-doors,  and  to  repeat  it  iu  the 
place  where  they  could  be  answered 
face  to  face,  accusations  which  they  had 
not  hesitated  to  make  before  their 
countrymen  in  different  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  But  I  observed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  abstained  from 
repeating  the  numeroue  inaccurate  state- 
ments on  which  he  has  chiefly  relied 
when  he  has  been  talking  to  popular 
audiences.  I  noticed  a  very  different 
tone  and  a  much  diminished  reck- 
lessness of  expression  in  the  speech 
that  he  made  to-night,  ae  compared, 
for  example,  with  the  speech  that  he 
made  to  the  N'onconformiet  ministers, 
with  the  speech  which  he  made  at  Not- 
tingham, with  his  speech  at  Dover,  and 
vith  various  other  speeches  that  he  has 
from  time  to  time  maide  to  bis  supporters 
throughout  the  country.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  more 
accurate,  Z  do  not  think  that  he  has 
been  more  convincing.  He  has  been 
driven  from  the  broad  errors  of  state- 
ment which  he  has  made  in  the  country 
to  a  minute  legal  examination  of  one 
particular  decision  of  one  particular  pair 
of  Besident  Magistrates,  on  which  he 
appears  to  rely  for  the  whole  of  his  in- 
dictment against  the  Government.  Well, 
Sir,  I  shall  return  in  a  few  minutes  to  that 
examination  of  the  judgment  of  those 
two  Besident  Magistrates ;  I  shall  ex- 
amine how  far  his  allegations  with 
regard  to  it  are  correct.    I  merely  wish 


now  to  point  out  the  remarkable  change 
in  the  method  of  attack  adopted  hy  lie 
right  hoD.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  he  came  to  the  main 
part  of  his  speech,  dealt  with  two  or  three 
subsidiary  matters,  on  which  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  offer  a  few  words  of  com- 
ment.  The  first  relates  to  the  allega- 
tions made  by  the  right  hon.  Gesue- 
man  with  regard  to  the  action  of 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  officers 
in  the  service  of  the  Government — 
Oolonel  Turner — in  connection  with  the 
suppressed  meeting  at  Ennis.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
to  be  an  apology  to  Colonel  Turner. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  misunder- 
stood him  ;  but  I  certainly  understood 
that  what  be  said  was  to  be  taken  as 
an  admission  that  he  had  originally 
made  an  erroneous  statement  in  this 
Houee  and  in  the  country,  and  that 
he  was  glad,  even  at  a  late  hour,  to 
make  some  apology  for  what  he  had 
said.  I  think,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  very  imperfectly 
conveyed  to  the  House  the  full  extent 
of  the  error  of  which  he  was  guilty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  accused  Colo- 
nel Turner  of  having  ordered  a  charge 
of  Cavalry  into  a  yard  crowded  with 
persona.  That  statement  was  originally 
made  on  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House;  and  that  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  was  itself 
made  without  Notice  to  the  Government. 
We  then  gave  the  Houee  all  the  infor- 
mation that  we  had ;  and  I  believe  that, 
from  the  statement  we  then  made,  it 
might  have  been  clear  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  no  charge  of  Cavalry 
had  been  ordered.  If  hon.  Uembere 
read  the  report  in  Saniard,  they  will  see 
that  my  statement  is  borne  out.  Never- 
theless, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
he  might  make  some  capital  out  of  bis 
statement,  and  therefore  when  be  ad- 
dressed the  Nonconformist  ministere  he 
repeated  it  with  emphasis.  His  state- 
ment was  contradicted  upon  oath  by 
Colonel  Turner  at  the  trial.  The  trial, 
as  a  matter  of  public  notoriety,  was  re- 
ported in  all  the  newspapers.  I  took, 
or  rather  I  may  say  I  made,  an  early 
opportunity  of  contradicting  it  in  a 
speech  which  I  delivered  at  Battersea, 
in  which  I  traversed  on  ofBcial  autho- 
rity the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  gave  to  it  the  most  em- 
phatic and  categorical  denial.  The  right 
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hon.  Qentleman,  I  preaame,  did  me  the 
honour  of  reading  my  speech,  aa  he  re- 
ferred sabBequenUj  to  it.  Neverthelees, 
although  he  had  seen  or  might  have 
seen  Colonel  Turner's  contradiction  at 
the  trial,  although  he  bad  eeen  my  offi- 
cial contradiction  at  Batteraea,  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  declared  subsequently 
at  Hanacden  that  every  statement  he 
had  made  in  his  speech  to  the  Noncon- 
formist ministers  was  a  statement  to 
which  he  adhered.  I  ask  what  is  the 
use  of  coming  down  to  the  House  and 
making  the  kind  of  apology  which  he 
has  made,  buried  and  lost  in  the  huge 
speech  that  he  delivered  this  night, 
after  having  deliberately  shut  his  eyes 
to  my  official  contradiction — of  what 
use  is  it  to  come  down  here  and  say 
that  he  admires  Colonel  Turner,  that 
Colonel  Turner  is  an  estimable  officer, 
that  Colonel  Turner  is  a  man  whose 
word  is  to  be  trusted,  when  this  man, 
whose  word  he  now  says  is  to  be 
trusted  on  oath,  when  given  in  a  Court 
of  law,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
only  did  not  trust  but  absolutely  con- 
tradicted at  Hawarden  ?  That  ia  a 
small  matter,  but  it  is  a  striking  illus- 
tration of  the  method  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Benches  opposite  when 
they  have  to  deal  with  the  character  and 
action  of  officers  of  their  Sovereign,  who 
are  only  endeavouring,  under  unexam- 
pled difficulties,  to  enforce  the  law  of 
this  Kingdom  in  Ireland,  and,  as  such, 
I  think  it  is  not  undeserving  of  the 
notice  which  I  have  taken  of  it.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prooeeded 
to  complain  bitterly  of  the  withhold- 
ing of  information  by  the  Government 
from  the  House.  He  told  us  we  had 
prevented  the  House  from  eiercising 
its  proper  funotion  of  supervising  the 
action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  by 
declining  to  lay  before  it  information 
asked  for.  [Sir  William  Habcourt: 
Hear,  hearll  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  says 
"Hear,  hear!"  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  leading  Member  of 
an  Administration  which  was  equally 
called  in  question  by  the  Beprexenta- 
tives  of  the  Irish  people.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Government,  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  more  information 
or  leas  than  the  present  Government? 
Thoy  had  a  similar  Act  to  administer. 
[Sir  William  Harcoobt  :  No  ] 
Mr.  A,  J.  Sal/our 


Well,  1  admit  it  was  a  more  violent 
one.  They  had  similar  diffioulties  to 
contend  with,  and  they  had  not  similar 
but  identical  criticisms  passed  upon 
them  hv  hon.  Members  on  the  Bencbea 
below  the  Gangway  for  precisely  similar 
conduct.  In  these  circumstances,  thsn, 
I  presume  they  would  have  laid  on 
the  Table  the  information  they  now 
think  ought  to  be  laid;  and  yet  we 
are  laying,  and  have  laid,  incomparably 
more  information  before  the  House  than 
was  ever  laid  before  it  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends.  There 
has  never  been  a  Government  in  this 
country  which  has  more  taken  Par- 
liament into  its  confidence  with  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land than  has  the  present  Government 
of  Her  Majesty.  And  here  let  me 
notice  how  very  difficult  it  is  to  please 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Sometimes 
they  say  we  do  not  give  them  informa- 
tion enough,  and  they  apply  for  more. 
For  example,  they  applied  through  the 
mouth  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  for  statistics  with 
regard  to  Boycotting.  Well,  at  his 
request,  and  in  obedience  to  it,  we  laid 
those  statistics  of  Boycotting  before  the 

Mn.'8EXT0NCBelfa8l,W.):  I  asked 
for  information  as  to  the  statistics  of 
five  counties,  and  you  would  not  give  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITE:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  that  would 
have  had  made  absolutely  no  difference. 
The  hon.  Member  asked  us  to  give  the 
House  information  with  regard  to  Boy- 
cotting. We  did  our  best  to  give  that 
information,  and  what  is  the  gratitude 
with  which  it  was  received?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  tells  us 
that  he  has  looked  at  our  statistics  and 
that  he  thinks  that  they  are  totally  un- 
trustworthy, and  does  not  ^ve  us  the 
slightest  thanks  for  what  we  have  done. 
If  that  is  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  met  when  tbey  do  attempt  to 
give  information  with  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  to  the  House  of  a 
kind  never  given  before  by  our  Prede- 
cessors, what  is  the  use  of  attempting  to 
give  it  ?  I  say  that  the  information 
with  regard  to  Boycotting  is  more  accu- 
rate and  more  trustworthy  than  any 
conceivable  statistics  that  could  he  pre- 
pared with  regard  to  derelict  farms,  and 
yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rejects 
those  statietics,  and  implores  us  to  give 
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him  information  with  regard  to  derelict 
farms.  But  that  is  not  all.  When  we 
do  g:iye  theee  statistics,  how  does  he 
treat  us?  When  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Newcaatle-upon- 
Tjne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  o^led  for  a 
very  elaborate  and  difficult  Beturn  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Crimes  Act 
— a  BetDm  which  Lord  Spencer  nerer 
thought  of  giving,  or  the  right  hon. 
QentlemaQ  (Ur,  W.  E.  Qladstone)  him- 
self when  he  was  Prime  Minister  ad- 
miniatering  the  Crimes  Act — we  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  "We  made  every 
effort  to  prepare  that  Beturn  in  time ; 
the  printers  were  kept  at  work  the 
whole  of  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and  we 
gave  copies  to  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Bench,  and  we  provided  copies  for  thoae 
whom  we  might  suppose  would  distri- 
bute them  among  important  speakers 
irho  might  have  to  address  the  Souae, 
and  the  only  gratitude  we  get  from  the 
right  hon.  Uentlemau  opposite  is  to  be 
told  that  we  have  been  either  too  stupid 
or  too  idle  to  prepare  the  Beturn  ;  in  a 
form  that  would  be  of  any  use  to  the 
House.  This  was  not  our  Betnrn,  it 
was  not  of  our  deviaing ;  we  did  not 
contrive  it ;  nor  did  we  suppose  that  it 
would  be  of  any  special  use  to  the 
House;  it  was  the  contrivance  of  right 
hon.  QentlemaQ  on  that  Bench.  They 
put  a  Motion  down  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  asking  for  certain  partioulats. 
Every  single  particular  they  asked  for 
we  have  given  them,  and  because  a 
Return  prepared  after  their  own  liking 
does  not  suit  them,  they  say  we  have 
been  too  stnpid  or  too  idle  to  prepare  it 
in  an  intelligible  shape.  But  tnat  is 
not  the  first  time  that  this  event  has 
happened.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cockermouth  Division  of 
Cumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  aaked 
for  a  Beturn  about  increased  sentences. 
We  gave  the  Beturn  in  the  shape  fn 
which  he  asked  for  it,  giving  precisely 
the  particulars  he  demanded,  and  im- 
mediately hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  the  whole  Liberal  Press 
said  that  we  had  been  suppressing  cer- 
tain details  which,  if  given,  would  have 
Sut  an  entirely  different  complexion  on 
le  matter.  I  thought  the  complaint  was 
unreasonable;  but  I  gave  way,  and, 
having  found  that  hon.  Members 


the  result  is  that,  after  these  new  par- 
tioulara  have  beeu  given,  their  case  is  a 
great  deal  worse  than  before.  Xow,  I 
am  prepared  to  do  a  great  deal — almost 
anything— for  hon.  Members  opposite  \ 
but  if — to  use  the  expresaion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — they 
are  too  stupid  or  too  idle  to  prepare  the 
form  of  their  own  Beturn  in  an  Intel- 
ligible shape,  I  do  not  think  it  is  my 
function  to  provide  them  either  with 
industry  or  with  intelligence.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  dis- 
cuss Section  I  of  the  Crimes  Act,  which, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  dsala  with  secret 
inquiries  in  Ireland,  and  ha  attacked 
the  Government  for  having  drafted  their 
clause  BO  stupidly  last  year— stupidity 
occupied  a  large  portion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemairs  speech— that  an  enor- 
mous waste  of  time  had  been  incurred 
in  considering  and  amending  that  olauee. 
Well,  I  dareaay  it  was  a  bad  elause, 
because  we  may  have  taken  a  bad 
model.  The  olause,  as  brought  into  the 
House,  was  a  copy  of  the  clause  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Bill. 
I  thought — perhaps  I  had  too  great  an 
idea  of  the  intelligence  of  the  Badioal 
Party — that  that  clause  was  not  a  bad 
clause,  and  as  such  we  adopted  it  in  our 
Bill.  "But,"  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "  nobody  objects  to  that 
clause."    His'plirase  was-^— 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not 
say  that ;  what  I  said  was  that  the  prin> 
oiple  of  the  clause — that  of  secret  in- 
quiry— was  not  mads  the  subject  of 
serious  debate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  forgive  mo ; 
but  I  imagine  that  what  be  said  was 
that  the  principle  of  the  clause  was  one 
which  was  generally  accepted.  That  is 
my  reoolleotion.  But,  perhaps,  he  has 
not  followed  the  recent  course  of  Irish 
politics.  If  be  has,  he  must  know  that 
the  operation  of  this  olause  baa  had  the 
effect  of  detecting  and  punishing  those 
who  have  committed  two  horrible  mur- 
ders which  otherwise  would  never  have 
been  detected.  Nevertheless,  the  whole 
Irish  Party — a  very  important  eeotion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  following- 
objected  in  the  atrongest  manner  to  this 
principle  of  the  clause,  never  describing 
it  iu  Ireland  otherwise  than  as  the  Star 
Chamber  Olause.  ("Hear,  hoar!  "]  I 
site  were  not  to  be  trusted  to  devise  tneir  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
own  Beturn,  I  devised  it  for  them ;  and   tleman  to  the  notes  of  assent  which  oom* 
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from  below  the  OtMtgway.  The  olsnse, 
aa  it  stands  in  our  Bill,  is  incomparably 
milder  than  the  olauee  in  the  Act  of 
18B2,  which  was  one  which  the  right 
hon,  Oentl«nian  said  ought  to  be  made 
a  permanent  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land;  and  yet  this  clause,  watered  dawn 


as  it  is,  and  generally  accepted,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, is  opposed  by  the  whole  strength 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
who  are  doing  their  best  to  prevent  any 
man,  be  he  who  he  may,  from  aiding  in 
the  discovery  of  criminals  in  Ireland 
by  giving  eridenoe  under  the  section. 
Now,  Sir,  I  pass  to  a  more  important 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Q-entleman  tells 
us  we  have  been  guilty  ol  a  grave  dere- 
liction of  duty  in  proclaiming  the  county 
of  Louth  after  Mr.  Dillon  had  made  hie 
speech,  and  under  that  Proclamation  in 
prosecuting  Mr,  Dillon,  1  listened  with 
the  utmost  attention  to  the  argument 
he  put  before  the  House  ;  but  I  confess 
I  utterly  failed  to  understand  its  force. 

An  hon.  MzyBBa ;  You  are  stupid. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE :  It  may  poa- 
sibly  be. 

Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOIIB:  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  appears  to  take  this 
view — that  whea  Mr.  Dillon  made  his 
speech  Louth  was  not  proclaimed  under 
a  certain  section  of  the  Act ;  any  offenoe, 
therefore,  which  he  committed  would 
not  in  ordinary  course  be  tried  before 
a  Orimea  Court,  and  it  was  acting  very 
unfairly  to  Mr.  Dillon,  after  he  had 
made  his  speech,  to  take  any  action  by 
which  he  would  be  tried  by  a  Court 
which  he  would  not  have  expected 
to  be  tried  by  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances. Well,  Sir,  all  I  can  say  is, 
Uiat  if  I  were,  as  I  hare  been  repre- 
sented as  being,  the  bitter  political 
opponent  of  Mr.  Dillon,  I  never  would 
have  need  an  argument  like  that.  It 
implies  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  perfectly 
prepared  to  violate  the  law  so  long  as  he 
knew  that  he  would  be  tried  before  a 
jury,  on  which  there  were  enormous 
odds  that  he  would  find  one  man,  at  all 
events,  who  would  refuse  to  assent  to  a 
verdict  of  guilty  ;  but  that  he  would  not 
have  made  that  speech,  and  would  not 
have  committed  that  offence,  had  he 
known  beforehand  that  he  would  have 
been  tried  by  a  Oonrt  which  would  con- 
vict him  aooording  to  the  evidence.  Now, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfow 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  described  me  in  one  part  of 
his  speech  as  being  a  coward. 
An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  So  you  are. 


Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  did 
not. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOITB :  At  all  events. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  spared  Mr.  Dillon  the  same  aoou- 
sation.  I  most  assuredly  will  not  stand 
up  in  this  House  and  saj  that  Mr.  Dillon 
was  such  a  coward  that,  while  he  was 
prepared  to  break  the  law  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  when  he 
knew  that  the  conditions  of  his  trial 
would  insure  him  immunity  for  his 
offence,  he  shrank  &om  such  a  course 
when  he  knew  be  would  be  brought  to 
justice.     ["Hear,  hear! "] 

MB.ILLINaWOETH(Bradford,W.) 
[CrM»o/"Order!"J:  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnand,  will  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  say — [JZ«- 
n»w»rf  *rtM  o/ "  Order !  "  and  "Name!"] 
My  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  say  that 
he  would  break  the  law  in  Ireland; 
what  he  did  say  was  that  he  would  go 
and  say  certain  thinga  if  he  had  the 
ohance  of  being  tried  by  a  jury. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  do  not 
blame  thejhon.  Member  for  interfering 
on  behalf  of  his  Colleague,  but  I  oonfees 
I  fail  to  understand  the  purport  of  his 
interruption,  because  It  appears  to  me 
to  exactly  confirm  what  I  aaid.  Hia 
right  hon.  Colleague  distinctly  said 
last  night  that  there  was  a  particular 
offence  against  the  law  whteb  he  would 
be  delighted  to  commit  if  tried  by  a 
jury,  which  he  knew  would  disagree, 
but  which  he  would  not  commit  if  he 
were  not  to  be  tried  by  a  jury. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  He 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  say  he  did 

**Mb."  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Not  at 
all. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  say  he  did 
say  BO. 

An  Irish  Mbhbbb  :  He  did  not. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  here  to 
answer  for  himself;  hut  it  really  is  a 
passiug  allusion,  and  my  point  was — I 
am  not  going  to  trouble  my  bead  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oeatml  Br4df ord — bqt  I  sltoald  not, 
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thoagh  I  am  accused  of  being  opposed 
to  Afr.  Dillon,  Tenture  to  make  the 
defence  for  bim  that  is  made  b;  Qentle- 
men,  some  of  whom  call  themselves  his 
Friends. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  with 
70  u  on  that  point. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  having  attacked 
the  Goremment  for  their  procedure  in 
the  matter  of  the  Proclamation,  pro- 
ceeded to  discu&s  the  iniquity  of  subject- 
ing Mr.  Dillon  to  the  indignity  and  hard- 
ship of  ordinary  orimioal  treatment. 
Well,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  hold  that 
▼lew?  This  is  not  the  first  time  that  a 
Gentleman  describing  himself  as  an 
Irish  politician  has  been  put  in  prison  for 
some  offence  against  the  law.  They 
were  and  have  been  put  in  prison  be- 
fore my  time,  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  himself,  and  when  they  were 
put  in  prison  they  were  subjected  to 
precisely  the  same  treatment.  [CVi«  0/ 
"No!  "J  They  were  subjected  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  treatment. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  eay  no. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  do  not,  of 
course,  mean  Gentlemen  who  were  put 
in  prison  under  Mr.  Forster's  Act ;  I  am 
referring  to  the  Act  of  1882,  and  I  am 
stating  ttio  exact  truth. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  That  Is  not 
true  either.  [t7rw«  0/  "Order I"  and 
"  Name ! "] 

Mr.  SPBAEEB:  Order,  order!  In 
the  interests  of  the  fair  conduct  of  the 
debate,  I  trust  that  these  constant  run- 
ning commentaries  on  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  cease, 
otherwise  it  will  be  impossihle  that  the 
debate  can  proceed. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  But,  leaving 
out  of  aocount.  as  I  am  quite  ready  to 
do,  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  regard  to  Irish  politicians  be- 
tween the  years  1882  and  1885,  I  want 
to  know  when  this  principle  came  into 
force  which  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man has  advocated — that  the  cloth  coat 
should  receive  one  kind  of  treatment 
and  the  frieze  coat  another?  I  do  not 
say  that  the  doctrines  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  wrong — I  make  no  pro- 
nouncement upon  that  point ;  but  I  aay 
that  in  subjecting  Mr.  Dillon  to  the 
ordinan  treatment  of  an  ordinary  pri- 
aoner  for  an  ordinary  offence,  I  have 
fpllowed  out  the  invariable  practice,  not 


only  of  Ireland,  but  of  England  and 
Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  believe  that  this  is  the  first 
time  that  a  man  of  education  has  been 

tiut  in  prison  for  an  offence  agwnst  the 
aw  of  the  country.  Does  he  really  be- 
lieve that  F  Does  he  seriously  hold  that 
view?  If  he  does,  why  has  he,  who 
has  had  certainly  as  great,  if  not  greater, 
influence  on  the  policy  of  the  country 
for  the  last  50  years  than  any  man  now 
living,  during  which  time  prison  dis- 
cipline has  been  the  subject  of  constant 
controversy — why  has  he  never  inter- 
fered in  favour  of  educated  men,  in 
favour  of  the  cloth  coat  as  against  the 
frieze  coat?  Why  is  this  principle 
enunciated  by  him  for  the  firet  time  in 
the  House  of  Oommona  when  it  snita 
the  political  game  of  the  Radical  Party  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
a  most  elaborate  legal  discussion,  f  An 
hon.  MzifBER:  The  priests.  ]  Oh,  yea; 
I  forgot  the  priests.  That  was  the  part 
of  bis  speech  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  good  enough  to  describe 
me  as  a  coward. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:   Afraid. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  What  a  happy 
ingenuity  of  distinction!  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  doea  not  aay  that  I  am 
a  coward,  hut  that  I  am  afraid.  The 
priesta  are  not  made  first-claas  mis- 
demeanants; they  are  misdemeananta 
simply,  and  are  treated  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  but  they  have  not,  so  far,  been 

mpelled  to  put  on  prison  clothes. 

Mb,  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green) :  Have  they  been  com- 
pelled to  pick  oakum  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  far  as  I 
am  coucerned,  they  have  been  compelled 
to  adopt  every  other  prison  regulation. 
It  will  be  observed  that  it  is  impossible 
to  treat  a  Oatholic  priest  in  the  matter 
of  dress  on  an  equality  with  a  layman. 
And  for  this  reason— to  strip  a  priest  of 
a  dreaa  which  he  is  compelled  to  wear 
by  canonical  rule  is  a  very  different 
operation  from  stripping  a  layman.  The 
decision  I  came  to  may  have  been  en- 
tirely wrong,  but  as  in  all  oases  in  which 
I  have  had  to  decide  between  nicely- 
balanced  alternatives  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Orimes  Act  in  Ireland  I 
decided  on  the  side  of  mercy.  There- 
fore, though,  I  admit,  with  considerable 
hesitation — and  I  am  by  no  means 
certain  at  this  moment  that  I  am  right — 
I  decided  that  while  priests  convicted 
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of  oEFeaoea  against  the  law  in  Ireland 
should  in  erery  reapeut  be  subjected  to 
the  same  treatment  as  other  prigoaere, 
is  the  matter  of  dress,  and  in  the  matter 
of  drags  alone,  I  would  make  a  distinc- 
tion between  them.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
still  disposed  to  describe  that  as  cowardly. 
[An  hoD.  Heubbr:  You  were  afraid  of 
the  Pope.]  Now,  I  pass  to  what  was 
the  main  question,  the  main  substance 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— the  Killeagh  oonspiraoj ;  but  1 
do  not  propose  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  through  the  minute  examina- 
tion of  the  statement  of  that  case  whioh 
be  made  to  the  House.  I  will  only  say, 
with  all  respect  to  him,  and  havinj^ 
listened  oarafully  to  bis  riew  of  the  law 
of  criminal  conspiracy  in  Ireland,  that  I 
could  not  recommend  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  a 
person  as  to  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  oompetencnr  he  might  be  satiS' 
fied.  For  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fell 
into  the  most  extraordinary  legal  con- 
(usion  on  this  point.  He  told  us,  and 
he  told  us  truly,  that  there  was  a  oon- 
spiraoy — that  the  Judges  had  indicated 
that  there  was  a  ooDspiraoy  at  Common 
Law  by  the  persoos  who  were  condemned. 
["No,  no !  "}  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contradiot  that  ? 

Sm  WILUAH  HAKOOUET :  Tea. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  read 
paaaages  from  the  Chief  Baron's  Charge, 
and  ha  might  have  read  still  stronger 

Eassages  from  the  Charge  of  Baron 
lowse;  but  those  two  learned  Judges 
clearly  indioated  that  in  their  opinion 
there  was  ample  evidence  of  a  conspiracy 
at  Common  Law  against  the  police. 
But,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
these  persons  merely  oonepired  together 
not  to  supply  the  polioe  with  goods,  and 
be  compared  it  with  the  case  of  100 
workmen  in  England  who  agree  to- 
gether not  to  work  except  for  certain 
wages. 

Mn.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  to 
strike  against  a  particular  employer. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Against  a 
particular  employer. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE ;  Quote  me 
correctly.     That  was  ail  I  said. 

Ma.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  He  compared 
the  case  with  that  of  100  workmen  in 
England  who  agree  to  strike  against  a 
partioular  employer.  Theae  men  ia 
England  would  not  be  condemned  by 
Mr.  A.  J.  BafwF 


English  law,  he  said ;  therefore,  how 
monstrous  to  give  these  pessaota  in 
Ireland,  for  a  similar  proceeding,  a 
month's  imprisonment.  The  right  non- 
Gentleman  has  been  yery  badly  coaohed 
by  his  legal  adviser.  I  am  sure  he  gat 
hia  law  from  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
next  him,  the  Member  for  Derby.  What 
was  the  character  of  the  conspiracy  at 
Common  Law  of  which  these  men  would 
have  been  found  guilty,  according  to 
Chief  Baron  Palles  and  Baron  Dowse? 

8in  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT;  The 
Judges  gave  no  such  opinion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  con- 
spiracy at  Common  Law  of  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  two  Judges,  they  would 
have  been  found  guilty. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  Judges  did  not  say 
that. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HABBINGTON:  Quote  the 

SibWILUAMHABCOUBT:  Tea; 
quote. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB ;  I  have  at- 
tempted to  disregard  the  interraptioDa 
as  long  as  I  could;  but  I  do  not  think 
ooDseoutive  debate  is  enoonraged  by  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  might  restrain  himself,  particularly 
as  he  will  have  an  opportunity  by-and- 
bye.  But  I  say  that,  emphatically,  any 
lawyer — I  do  not  mean  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  reading  the  charges  ot 
Chief  Baron  Palles  and  Mr.  Baron 
Dowse  would  conclude  that  those  two 
learned  Judges  held  that  there  waa 
adequate  evidence  of  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy to  go  to  a  jury.  And  are  we  to 
be  told  that  this  conspiracy  at  Common 
Law  is  analogous  to  that  of  100  work* 
men  who  strike  against  a  partioular  em- 
ployer ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE;  Why  not? 

Mk.  a.  J.  B ALFO  UB :  I  will  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why  not.  The 
conspiracy  he  described  had  not  for  its 
object  the  injury  of  any  individual; 
but  the  conspiracy  in  Ir^and  had  for 
its  object  to  starve  the  polioe ;  and  I 
appeal  to  any  competent  lawyer  in  this 
House  whether,  if  these  five  men  were 
brought  up  in  England  before  a  Judge 
and  jury,  and  charged  with  that  offence 
and  on  that  evidence,  they  would  not 
have  been  found  guilty,  and,  if  found 
guilty,  whether  they  would  not  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  up  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment?   And  this  is  the  parallel  which 
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it  wfM  Bought  to  be  drawn  between  the 
imaginary  oaaaa  in  England  and  the  real 
case*  in  !^l&nd,  and  it  ie  on  cases  of  that 
kind  that  he  founds  his  great  attack  on 
the  magistracy  of  Ireland.  I  confess  I 
find  it  hard  adequately  to  express  to  the 
House  the  feelings  I  have  when  I  hear 
him  use  lAnguage  of  that  kind.  He  takes 
one  single  case  of  a  misoarriage  of 
justice,  a  case  of  admitted  difficulty,  a 
oasa  in  which  the  prisoners,  if  not  guilty 
of  pretuBsly  the  technical  offence  for 
which  they  wero  punishable  under  the 
Grimes  Act,  were  undoubtedly  guilty  of 
an  offence  at  Oommon  Law  of  sot  less 
iniquity,  and  on  that  case,  the  soli- 
tary case  he  could  find,  after  examining, 
with  miscroBCopio  gaze,  the  whole  record 
of  the  GoTomment,  he  founds  an  attack 
on  the  Besident  Uagistrates  of  Ireland 
in  which  he  Tentoree  to  compare  them  to 
Judge  Je&eys. 

Mn.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE :  I  com- 
pared the  act  of  these  two  magistrates 
with  that  of  Judge  Jeffreys. 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  He  took  these 
men  as  spedmens,  and  I  say  that  if  ha 
did  not  take  them  as  Bpeoimens,  but  on 
tbeir  own  merits,  a  more  scandalous  at- 
tack never  was  made  in  this  House.  He 
said  that  Lord  Spencer — who  appointed 
these  men  and  certified  to  their  legal 
knowledge — would  not  have  defended 
these  men  if  they  had  done  these  things. 
Well,  the  right  hou.  Oentleman  knows 
hid  own  friends  best,  and  I  think  it  is 
very  likely  that  Lord  Spencer  would  not 
have  defended  them.  I  think  it  likely 
that  he  would  have  thrown  them  to  the 
wolves.  I  think  it  extremelr  likely  that, 
finding  they  were  attacked  by  a  power- 
ful Parliamentary  Party,  he  would  have 
aacrificod  them  without  meroy  on  the  altar 
of  Parliamentary  ezpedieney.  ["Ob, 
oh !  "1  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  asked 
me  if  I  was  not  going  to  dismiss  them. 
I  am  not  going  to  dismiss  them ;  and 
I  would  seriously  suggest  to  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  who  some  day  may 
have  considerable  legal  patronage,  that 
if  they  are  going  to  dismiss  every  Judge 
or  Justice  whose  decision  ie  overruled 
by  a  Superior  Court,  they  will  have  even 
more  leg^patron  age  than  perhaps  they 
desire.  Well,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  imagine  that  because 
this  particular  deoieion  was  overruled 
all  decisions  in  simitar  cases  would  be 
equally  overruled  if  they  were  tried. 
Then  why  were  they  not  tried?    The 
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decision  of  the  two  Judges  has  given 
everybody  tried  in  Ireland  since  Feb- 
ruary last  the  power  to  appeal.  [An 
hon.  IfsuBsa :  Not  at  all]  If  they  did 
not  appeal  I  presume  it  is  because  they 
have  not  got  a  case.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  there  have  been  an  in- 
finitely  greater  number  of  appeals  to 
the  County  Courts  than  under  Lord 
Spencer's  Act,  and,  in  addition,  there 
has  been  the  power  since  February  to 
appeal  to  the  Qofxit  of  Exchequer.  Xet 
this  was  literally  the  only  case  on  which 
the  Opposition  thought  it  expedient  to 
rely  for  their  attack.  [An  hon.  Mkh- 
BEE :  No.]  I  repeat  tnat  this  is  the 
only  case  on  whicn  they  think  it  expe- 
dient to  rely.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  me  to  lay  the  depositions 
before  the  House.  Of  course,  I  shall 
do  nothing  of  the  kind.  There  is  an 
appeal  toan  impartial  tribunal.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  an  appeal  to 
this  House  is  an  appeal  to  an  impartial 
legal  tribunal?  Hashe  so  far  forgotten 
Constitutional  traditions  that  he  thinks 
this  House  is  by  its  nature  and  character 
capable  of  considering  depositions  and 
discussing  legal  questions  which  ought 
to  be  discussed  before  a  Law  Court  ? 
Does  he  think  that  this  House,  biased 
as  it  ia  by  Party  feeling,  moved  by  Party 
passion,  is  the  proper  tribunal  before 
which  to  lay  an  appeal  which  could  be 
properly  laid  before  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer in  Ireland  ?  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  this  point.  We  are 
having  an  indiotment  of  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ire- 
land. They  have  had  the  opportunity 
of  surveying  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances of  everything  done  in  Ireland 
since  the  Act  was  passed.  They  have 
been  examining  all  that  has  occurred 
with  a  microaoopic  eye.  They  have — 
I  do  not  know  by  what  m'ans — in- 
vented an  infinity  of  accusations  with- 
out any  foundation  in  fact  against  the 
Government,  and  when  these  are  boiled 
down  to  the  smallest  residuum  of  truth 
in  them,  what  does  it  amount  to  ?  It 
amounts  to  this — that  in  one  single  case 
certain  persons  have  been  convicted  of 
one  kind  of  conspiracy,  when  in  reality 
and  in  truth  they  were  only  guilty  of 
another.  And  on  this  slender  founda- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  come  down  to  the  House  to  ask 
them  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Government  for  the  monBtroas  manner 
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in  which  justice  is  Hdministersd  in  Ire- 
land. Is  it  pretended  that  a  singls 
innocent  man  has  Buffered  ?  Is  it  pre- 
tended that  a  single  man,  not  guiltj  of 
an  offence  affainat  the  law,  has  been 
punished  ?  ["Yes !  "J  Then  I  should 
like  to  know  the  name.  I  know  that  in 
the  cases  brought  forward  by  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  on  this  and  previous  occa- 
sions, not  one  man  can  by  any  strtttch  of 
imagination  be  declared  innocent.  The 
newsvendors  who  have  been  referred  to 
BO  much  were  all  warned,  and  let  off  if 
they  promised  not  to  offend  again.  The 
truth  is,  that  these  men  would  be  the 
first  to  complain  if  they  were  called 
innocent.  They  are  proud  of  their 
offence.  I  quite  admit  that  tfaie  shows 
that  the  law  is  not  respected  in  Ireland. 
These  men  were  put  in  prison  for  selling 
United  Ireland,  for  publishing  illeg^ 
notices.  Every  one  or  them  would  have 
shrunk  from  denying  that  he  was  guilty 
of  the  offence  with  which  he  waeoharged. 
In  those  circumstances,  how  childish  is 
it  to  say  that  the  Act  of  last  year  is  ad- 
ministered harshly— that  the  men  we 
have  put  in  prison  do  not  deserve  to  be 
in  prieon.  Further,  I  notice  that  when 
I  go  from  the  technical  points  of  the 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  and  come  to  the 
qaeation  of  innocent  or  guilty,  I  meet 
with  no  denial.  No  man  can  venture  to 
say  that  the  people  who  are  put  in 
prison  have  not  earned  their  imprison- 
ment by  their  offences  against  the  law, 
though  doubtless  hon.    Qentlemen  op- 

Sosite  object  to  the  character  of  the 
tw  under  which  they  were  pat  in 
prison.  If  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  atated  be  true,  if  this  miscar- 
riage of  justice  is  the  only  case  which 
can  be  quoted  with  effect  in  this  House, 
am  I  not  justified  in  saying  that  no 
Government  in  thia  country,  in  Ireland, 
or  in  any  other  country  in  the  world 
which  has  ever  had  to  contend  with  an 
organized  resistance  to  the  law,  with  an 
organized  desire  to  apset  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  with  an  organized 
determination  to  resist  the  payment  of 
just  debts — am  I  not  justified  in  saying 
that  no  Government  which  has  had  to 
oontend  with  circumstances  of  this  kind 
has  contended  gainst  it  with  less  harsh- 
ness, with  less  injustice,  or  lees  of  any- 
thing that  can  be  twisted  into  a  mieoar- 
riage  of  justice  ?  I  do  not  object  to  the 
course  of  examination  to  wMoh  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  subjected  hy  way 
Mr.  A,  J.  Baifeta- 


ofQaestions.  IcouIdonlywishthatGen- 
tlemen  would  examine  their  facts  a  little 
more  accurately  before  they  come  down 
to  ask  Questions,  that  they  would  not 
boldly  state,  in  the  form  of  assertion  in 
the  country,  the  most  astounding  fictions 
with  regani  to  the  administration  of  law 
in  Ireland.  But  of  the  examination  it- 
self, of  the  Dritioisms  on  the  Govern- 
ment, I  have  not  the  slightest  desire  or 
reason  to  be  afraid.  What  I  objeot  to 
is,  that  Gentlemen  who  are  constantly 
atraining  at  gnats  never  seem  to  find  an; 
difficulty  in  swallowing  camels.  What 
I  object  to  is  that  Gentlemen  come  down 
to  this  House  and  make  some  small 
criticism  against  a  constable  or  magis- 
trate, but  never  ask  a  question  which 
has  for  its  object  to  check  the  real  and 
appalling  evil  under  which  society  in 
Ireland  is  at  this  moment  suffering.  I 
do  not  think  a  better  example  of  this 
can  be  afforded  than  that  of  the  Ejog- 
atons— the  old  man  and  his  wife  who 
were  sentenced  by  the  magistrates  for 
taking  illegal  poaaeesion.  That  ia  the 
case  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  It 
was  hie  stock  instance,  his  classic  ex> 
ample  of  the  harahnese  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland.  This  old 
cou[ile  were  put  into  prison  by  two 
magistrates  because  they  took  illegal 
poBseesion.  They  were  undoubtedly 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
doubt  if  a  similar  breach  of  the  law  had 
been  committed  in  London,  Paris,  or 
New  York,  theae  two  old  people  would 
have  been  punished  and  we  should  have 
heard  nothing  about  them.  The  caae, 
however,  was  brought  to  my  notice.  I 
thought  the  magistrates  were  justified ; 
but  I  alsothought  that,  considering  the 
circumstance  of  the  case  and  that  the 
landlord  had  himself  appealed  on  behalf 
of  the  criminals,  it  would  be  well  if  they 
were  released,  and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant took  the  same  view  and  exercised 
the  Prerogative  of  Mercy,  and  they  were 
released.  That,  you  will  observe,  is  taken 
aa  the  stock  example  of  harsh  treatment 
by  the  law  of  certain  victims  of  land- 
lordism. But  who  interferes  with  those 
far  more  pitiable  and  unhappy  victims 
of  the  National  League?  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  interfered  on  behalf  of  those 
peracna  who  have  been  legally  convicted; 
but  has  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcaatle-upon-Tyne  ereti  in  one  ain^Ie 
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case  used  his  influence  to  interfere  with 
the  notion  of  the  League,  when  they 
have  been  in&ioting  far  more  brutal  and 
infamous  puDishment  on  people  not 
guilty,  but  absolutely  innocent?  I 
never  heard  of  a  case.  I  never  heard 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  used 
Ills  influence  with  the  Party  below  the 
Gangway,  if  he  has  any,  to  alleviate  the 
destiny  of  these  unhappy  victims  of  Boy- 
cotting whom  the  Kational  League  has 
sentenced  for  some  imaginary  crime 
against  their  law.  We  know  the  caaea 
of  helpless  women  and  girls,  labourers 
who  had  large  families  to  support,  and 
begged  to  be  allowed  to  work  for  em- 
ployers who  were  Boycotted,  but  were 
refused.  These  incidents  are  not  rare 
inddents  of  the  reign  oi  the  National 
League.  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
quote  one  ocoasion  on  which  hs  has 
interfered  to  alleviate  the  unmerited 
and  appalling  sufferings  of  these  un- 
happy victims  of  the  tyranny  of  his 
allies.  The  only  thing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  ever  done,  so  far  as  I 
kuow,  in  that  direction  was  not  to  inter- 
fere to  help  these  persons,  but  to  use  his 
whole  political  influence  in  this  House 
and  the  country  to  denounce  the  police- 
men and  magistrates  and  the  Govern- 
ment who  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  the 
vile  system  under  which  these  cruelties 
are  inflicted.  I  grant  he  has  not  done 
it  for  any  love  of  the  crimes  which  are 
committed.  But  I  asBert  that  he  plays 
a  poor  and  humiliating  part  in  politics 
when  he  flnda  himself  criticising  here 
and  there  the  isolated  action  of  this 
magistrate  or  that  policeman,  when 
the  whole  policy  of  his  alUea,  on 
whom  depends  his  position,  is  incom- 
parably more  barbarous  and  more 
cruel  than  anything  ever  done  by  all 
the  magistrates  and  all  the  policemen 
in  the  world.  Bat,  Sir,  I  am  told 
that  whatever  my  views  may  be  upon 
the  action  of  the  Xattonal  League  in 
Ireland,  it  is  very  wrong  to  attack 
men  like  Mr.  Dillon  or  the  hon.  Uem- 
her  for  North-East  Cork — because,  for- 
sooth, these  Gentlemen  are  politicians 
and  their  offences  are  political  offences, 
that  they  are  to  bo  treated  in  a  totally 
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court)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  G«orge  Trevelyan)  on  the 
subject  of  political  offences  when  they 
were  in  Oflice.  I  am  rather  bored 
with  proving  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  does  not  hold  the  same 
conviction  now  that  he  did  Ave  years  ago. 
I  think  the  House  will  take  these  quota- 
tionsasread.  Without,  therefore, quoting 
these  ancient  and  muaty  documents  I 
come  to  the  merits  of  the  case.  There 
are  three  methods,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stand, of  furthering  political  action  in 
Ireland,  and  of  carrying  out  the  great 
object  of  making  Ireland  a  nation. 
There  is  rebellion,  which  is  the  course 
recommended  by  the  Fenians,  and  which 
would,  no  doubt,  be  gladly  followed  by 
the  Gaelic  Association  and  others.  There 
is  the  method  of  assassination,  and 
there  is  the  method  which  I  will  describe 
roughly  as  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
These  are  the  three  methods  by  which 
the  modem  Irish  patriot  desires  to  free 
his  enslaved  country.  With  regard  to 
open  and  armed  resistance  I  have  no- 
thing to  say,  but  lahould  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  thinks  of 
political  assassin ation.  If  a  crime  is  not 
a  crime  because  its  object  is  political,  I 
presume  there  is  no  offence  more  poli- 
tical than  a  political  aaaassination. 
There  is  no  personal  end  to  be  gained  by 
the  assaasinatiou,  and  his  object  LB  clearly 
of  a  political  character.  I  have  always 
heard  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
of  opinion  that  when  he  was  in  OfBoe 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  persona 
in  America  and  in  Irsland  who  held  the 
opinion,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  no- 
thing wouldbe  much  better  for  the  world 
than  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
no  longer  in  it.  Had  they  confiued 
themselves  to  holding  that  opinion  they 
would  have  been  politicians ;  but  when 
they  proceed  to  devise  schemes  of  assas- 
sination I  want  to  know  whether  they 
did  or  did  not  cease  to  be  politicians? 
In  my  opinion  they  deserved  to  be 
hanged  like  dogs  when  they  were 
caught ;  but,  if  I  understand  the  modem 
doctrine  of  the  Badical  Party,  the  end 
justifies  the  means.  If  I  rightly  under- 
stand the  theory  of  the  Gladstone- Irish 
would  be  political 
T  object  was  not  a 
al  object.  Let  us 
I  should  like  to 
lis  theory  of  poll- 
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destroy  landgrabbera.  I  admit  that  that 
wtLt  &a  inaccurate  expressioa  on  my  part, 
Ur.  Dillon  takes  a  different  view.  It  it 
enough  for  him  that  a  landgrabber 
should  be  Boyootted,  that  he  should  be 
ruined  and  starved ;  that  hie  family 
should  be  involved  in  the  ruin  of  the 
master  of  the  house ;  that  he  should  be 
refused  tbs  necessaries  of  ezistenoe 
during  life  and  burial  after  death.  That 
was  enough,  I  know,  for  Mr.  Dillon  and 
forthehoD.  Member  for  Not th-East Cork. 
That  ia  all  Mr.  Dillon  asks,  and  he  doea 
not  oall  that  crime.  But  can  be  complun 
if  some  of  his  disaiples  are  more  ad< 
vanced  than  their  master,  and  go  on  to 
put  an  end  to  life  ?  If  he  cannot  deny 
that,  then  the  advice  be  gave  was  as 
much  an  incitement  to  crime  as  any 
advice  ever  given.  I  have  here  an  in- 
teresting extract  of  a  speech  delivered 
at  Youghal  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-Kast  Cork  on  the  7th  of  Novem- 
ber last  year,  in  which  he  said  that  they 
had  given  up  the  use  of  fire-arms  far 
the  more  powerful  weapon  of  Boycot- 
ting, and  that  landlords  and  landgrab- 
bers  feared  boycotting  more  than  snoot- 
ing. Observe  how  slight  ia  the  differ- 
ence— in  my  opinion  at  all  events — 
between  the  doctrines  preached  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  and 
by  Mr.  Dillon  and  the  dootrines  which, 
the  men  who  tried  to  murder  Sexton 
learnt  from  their  speeches.  In  order 
that  I  may  fully  justify  the  aotion  of  the 
Oovernmeut  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
say  a  few  words  about  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  told  ue  there  are  no  coses  in 
which  the  Flan  of  Campaign  has  been 
defeated.  I  can,  however,  recall  to  mind 
three  cases  in  which  it  has  been  abso- 
lutely smashed — namely,  ontheOrmsby 
estate.  County  Mayo,  on  the  Banon 
Estate  at  Broughall,  King's  County,  and 
on  the  estate  of  Lord  Massereene. 

Mr.  W.  O'BBIEN:  Two  of  these 
estates  I  never  heard  of  in  my  life. 

Mh.  a.  J.  B4LF0DII:  That  shows 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  followed 
the  recent  course  of  Irish  politics.  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  into  those  cases  now, 
because  the  question  whether  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  has  failed  or  succeeded  is 
scarcely  relevant  to  the  issue  before  us, 
Whea  hoD.  Members  defend  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  have  theyreallycooaidered 
the  circumstances  of  the  Irish  tenant? 
Ho  is  at  this  moment  the  spoilt  child  of 
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tical  crime  what  they  think  of  this  i: 
stance  of  it.  In  last  Autumn,  it  will 
be  in  the  recoUoctioa  of  the  House, 
oertain  policeman  named  Whelehan  was 
murdered  in  his  attempt  to  save  the  life 
of  a  "landgrabber,"  as  he  was  called, 
named  Sexton.  It  was  given  in  evidence 
at  the  trial  by  one  of  the  witnesses  for 
the  Crown  that  he  was  moved  to  attempt 
the  crime  of  murdering  Sexton  by  a 
speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Dillon.  ["Oh, 
oh ! "]  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  read  the  evidence,  and  I  will 
quote  it  from  Tht  Fntmat'i  Journal.  He 
deposed  that  on  the  evening  of  the 
Ennis  meeting,  which  was  addressed  by 
Mr.  Dillon,  lie  had  a  conversation  with 
Thomas  Leary,  who  said  that  in  con- 
sequence  of  that  speech  he  had  deter- 
mined to  postpone  the  raid  which  he  had 
been  talking  about  because  the  land- 
grabbers  must  first  be  put  down,  and  the 
first  landgrabber  to  be  put  down  was 
Thomas  Sexton.  You  therefore  have 
this  chain  of  evidence.  Mr.  Dillon 
makes  a  speech,  which  I  ptesnme  is  a 
political  speech,  saying  that  he  will  not 
tolerate  a  grabber.  A  man  who  had 
determined  on  certain  raids  in  the  county 
was  influenced  by  what  Mr.  Dillon  said. 
He  then  determined  to  attack  the  first 
grabber  he  met.  This  happened  to  be 
Sexton,  who  was  protected  by  the  police, 
and  the  protection  of  whose  life  cost  the 
life  of  Constable  Whelehan. 

Mb.  J.  E.  EEDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  the  evidence  which  he  has 
just  read  is  the  evidence  of  a  witness 
who  swore  that  for  six  years  he  had 
been  in  the  pay  of  the  police  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  I  gave  way 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  thinking  in  my 
innocence  that  he  was  going  to  make  a 
relevant  interruption.  Tne  queatiaa 
which  I  want  to  ask  the  Honse  is  this. 
If  Mr.  Dillon  made  a  political  speech  in 
which  be  said  he  wonldno  longer  tolerate 
landgrabbers,  was  it  a  political  crime 
to  attempt  to  murder  Sexton,  who  was  a 
landgrabber  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  seems  to  think  it  was  not. 
Then,  perhaps,  he  will  explain  how  it 
is  that  it  is  a  political  offence  to  urge 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  destroy  land- 
grabbers  while  it  ia  not  a  political 
offence  to  proceed  to  carry  out  the  re- 
oommendatiou.  I  beard  an  interrup- 
tion just  now  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Dillon  did  not  ask  the  Irish  people  to 
Mr.  A.  J,  Balfmtr 
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logielatioD.  No  teaautrjr  on  the  faoe  of 
the  earth  has  half  the  protection  which 
the  Irish  tenaot  enjoya  at  thiB  moment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  told  the  House  that  when 
tho  laadlor  d  evictedatenantheconfiBcated 
the  tenant's  property.  There  ia  no  power 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  to  oonfieoate 
any  tenant's  property.  The  tenant  may 
go  into  Oonrt  and  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and,  if  evicted,  he  can  carry  away  every 
6d.  worth  of  hia  property.  I  admit  that 
tenants  may  have  to  leave  their  farms 
without  carrying  anything  out  of  them. 
But  whose  fault  is  that  ?  It  is  the  fault 
of  the  National  League.  Who  is  it  that 
turns  out  a  tenant  a  beggar  on  the  road- 
side ?  The  National  League.  It  is  the 
National  League  which  dealarea  a  farm 
Boyootted ;  it  is  the  National  League 
which  decides  when  a  tenant  is  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  two  or  three  years' 
rent  that  he  shall  not  be  allowed  to 
realize  one  %d.  of  his  tenant  right,  which 
is  often  worth  20  years'  purchase. 
The  wrong  is  not  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord, but  of  the  National  League.  It  is 
said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
moral.  To  determine  this  question 
yon  must  consider  it  as  a  whole.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  has  simply  con- 
sidered how  far  the  terms  under  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  are  different  from 
the  terms  fixed  by  the  Land  Court.  Is 
that  the  way  to  teet  the  morality  of  the 
transaction?  I  absolutely  deny  that 
such  a  comparison  is  in  any  sense  rela- 
tive to  the  qaestion.  As  we  are  on  the 
morality  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and 
as  I  believe  I  shall  be  followed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Uember  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  U.  HealyJ,  I  should 
like  to  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  of 
his,  delivered  on  the  7th  of  December, 
1866.    He  said— 

''  For  my  put,  whea  I  hear  the  qaeatjon 
oi  moralit)'  dtioiUMd  in  anytbioff  that  coocerns 
tbe  loadlord  faction,  I  mnit  say  that  the 
morality  oE  aoy  means  of  puttiDg;  them  down 
voulil  concern  me  very  little." 


tenant,  or,  at  any  rate,  makes  them  ex- 
tremely difficult.  All  settlements  are  in 
the  nature  of  compromise.  The  Flan  of 
Campaign  absolutely  excludes  compro- 
mise, because  the  money  baa  been  paid 
into  the  hands  of  a  banker,  and  the 
tenants  have  no  further  control  over  it. 
However  much  they  may  desire  to  come 


to  terms  with  their  landlord,  they  can 
only  do  so  if  they  pay  the  rent'twice 
over,  first  to  the  banker  under  the  Flao 
of  Campaign,  and  then  to  the  landlord. 
Therefore  there  is  no  room  for  compro- 
mise. 

Ma.  W.  O'BRIEN ;  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman's  pardon.  Upon  every 
estate  there  is  an  estate  committee  ap- 
pointed by  tbe  tenant,  with  entire  con- 
trol and  jurisdiction  over  the  funds,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  eatate  committee 
has  over  and  over  again  terminated  dis- 
putes by  a  oompromiae. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  At  all  events, 
the  compromise  is  a  thing  to  be  decided 
by  the  Members  of  the  National  League, 
who  determine  it  upon  political  grounds, 
and  it  is  not  decided  between  tbe  tenant 
and  the  landlord,  nor  is  it  left  to  them 
to  make  their  own  terms.  My  next 
complaint  against  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
IB,  that  is  involves  infinite  suffering  to 
the  tenants.  Take  the  case  of  the 
Herbertatonrn  estate,  which  conaists  of 
the  finest  grazing  land  in  Ireland.  In 
an  unhappy  moment  the  tenants  on  that 
estate  were  induced  to  adopt  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  and  they  were  all  evicted. 
The  landlord  is  now  farming  the  whole 
of  tbe  land,  and  farming  it  at  a  profit. 
There  has  not  been  for  many  years  such 
a  spring  for  tho  Irish  tenants.  For 
many  years  there  has  been  a  great  strain 
upon  the  Irish  tenants.  But  the  price 
of  stook  has  now  risen  greatly,  and  the 
farmers  who  hold  stook  are  able  to  make 
profits.  From  theso  proGta  every  man 
who  has  adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  excluded.  Sometimes  they  see  their 
holdings  foiling  into  neglect  which 
years  cannot  repair.  Sometimes  they 
see  tbe  landlord,  sometimes  other  per- 
sons, reap  the  profits  which  they  might 
have  reaped  themeelTes.  I  have  said 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  haa  broken 
down  on  three  eatates ;  on  other  estates 
where  it  haa  succeeded,  it  has  worked 
nothing  but  mischief.  On  the  Kingston 
eatate,  instead  of  the  settlements  which 
the  tenants  would  have  got  if  they  wont 
into  Court  or  arranged  with  their  land- 
lord, each  according  tu  his  circumstanoes, 
there  has  been  an  all-round  reduction 
of  the  same  average  amount,  which  haa 
been  far  too  great  in  some  cases  and  far 
too  little  in  others.  My  third  complaint 
against  the  Flan  of  Campaign  is  ttiat  it 
compels  solvent  tenants  not  to  pay  (heir 
rent.     A  careful  study  of  the  Irish  Press 
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has  convinced  me  ot  the  fact  that  in  Ire- 
land the  man  who  does  not  pay  his  rent 
to  hi6  landlord,  though  he  may  be  able 
to  do  so— 4he  man  who  does  not  fulfil 
his  obligations,  if  he  be  a  member  of  the 
National  League,  is  deecribed  ai  a 
patriot.  In  England  wo  describe  such 
a  man  by  a  less  august  title — we  call 
him  a  swindler,  and  my  great  com- 
plaint against  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
ia  that  it  is  an  immoral  combination 
against  paying  rent.  It  involves  out- 
rage in  ite  very  method;  it  involves 
Gompnlsion,  it  involves  tyranny,  it 
involves  Boycotting,  it  involves  pre- 
venting derelict  farms  from  being  let.  I 
do  not  presume  that  this  statement  can 
be  disputed.  ["Tea."]  If  it  can  I 
should  tike  to  know  how.  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  deny  that  the  essence  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  is  that  if  a  landlord 
turns  out  a  tenant,  no  one  else  can  be 
allowed  to  go  on  to  the  farm  ?  That  I 
call  Boycotting  a  farm.  Every  one 
knows  that  Boycotting  farms  is  the  very 
essence  of  the  policy  of  hon.  QentJemen 
opposite.  Does  anybody  realize  the  full 
evil  to  the  industry  of  agriculture  in 
Ireland  which  is  now  being  effected  by 
Boycotting  land  grabbers  ?  What  does 
it  amount  toF  It  amounts  to  keeping 
the  man  who  cannot  work  a  farm  in 
the  farm  and  keeping  out  the  man  who 
can.  The  hon.  Member  talks  as  if  the 
process  of  Boycotting  farms  was  confined 
to  men  who  had  been  turned  out  of  their 
farms  for  unjust  rent.  There  never 
could  be  a  grosser  delusion.  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  read  one  very 
short  ease,  which  shows  that  Land 
League  interference  is  not  confined  to 
oases  of  ordinary  tenancies.  It  is  a 
case  in  Clars.  A  property  in  Clare 
was  sold  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court. 
While  the  sale  was  going  on  the  land 
was  let  for  grazing  to  four  persona  who 
had  never  been  connected  with  the 
estate,  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  it  was  merely  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment. The  sale  was  effected,  and  three 
out  of  the  former  tenants  stuck  to  their 
bargain.  They  were  gracing  tenants, 
and  they  at  once  gave  up  possession. 
But  the  fourth  of  those  grazing  tenants 
declined  to  do  so,  and  the  purchaser  was 
denounced  as  a  landgrabber — the  pur- 
chaser, that  ia,  of  an  estate  in  the  Court 
of  Bankruptcy,  where  four  persons  had 
been  taken  on  temporarily  as  tenants. 
^.  J..  J.  Balfour 


Boycotting  DoticeB  were  posted  up,  and 
the  man  who  acted  for  the  purchaser 
was  fired  at,  and  this  interesting  notice 
was  published — 

"  Han  of  gallant  Tippenrj,  Limerick,  and 
hiatoiic  Clare,— You  are  called  gpon  bj  tb« 
National  League  not  to  deal  or  bold  anj  intar- 
eoprie  with  Harlin  Corbet  UDder  pain  of  death 
for  the  dlagreoe  hs  fau  oaated  nnder  the  patron- 
age of  that  Inramoui  and  blood- atiiined  aoonnilrel 
Balfour,  hj  grabbing  a  farm  in  the  CounljClan, 
and  anating  an  unpraeedented  aot  bj  pafing 
twcDtj-three  jeare'  porohue  to  the  aid  of  tiia 
CHmea  Act," 

and  so  on.  And  the  result  of  that  was 
the  outrage  that  I  have  described.  Now, 
let  the  House  observe  that  there  was  an 
outrage  committed  simply  and  solely 
because  the  National  League  chose  to 
describe  as  a  landgrabber  a  man  who 
had  legitimately  purchased  land  let 
temporarily  to  a  tenant  who,  without  a 
shadow  of  justification,  in  spite  of  his 
bargain  chose  to  put  in  a  claim  to  per- 
petual  possession. 

Me.  EDWABD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  I  have  only  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  simple  question. 
He  has  obosen  to  connect  the  National 
League  with  the  case  he  has  read  to  the 
House.  I  will  ask  him,  as  I  am  re- 
sponsible for  the  organizatioD,  as  I 
pledged  myself  to  the  House  that  in  no 
case  except  where  a  tenant  has  been 
unjustly  evicted  for  an  unjust  rent,  or 
where  he  has  surrendered  his  farm 
through  an  excessive  rent,  and  he  oonld 
not  pay,  haa  that  organization  ever 
taken  up  a  case — I  will  ask  him  to  give 
a  single  proof  of  the  statement  he  has 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  particular 
ease  in  question  was  in  the  county  of 
Clare,  and  the  League  is  suppressed  in 
Clare.  The  farm  was  Boycotted  in  the 
name  of  the  National  League. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
rose  amid  loud  cries  of  "Order!"  in  the 
midst  of  which  he  resumed  his  seat. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Time  is  so 
limited  that  I  cannot  give  any  proof. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  state,  as 
he  says  the  League  supported  this 
action,  that  I  myself,  at  the  National 
League  meeting  in  Dublin,  made  a 
speech  in  support  of  the  alleged  land- 
grabber. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  U  the 
use  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemut 
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makiDg  a  speecli  in  Dablin  in  favoar  of 
the  landgrabber  vhen  the  thing  oc- 
curred in  Clare  ? 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  local  branch 
denounced  it,  too. 

MR.A.J.BALFOUE:  I  want  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  this  system  of  opposing 
landgrabbing  ia  not  only  directed  against 
(he  ^dlorda,  but  is  absolutely  fatal  to 
the  settlement  of  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland.  You  talk  about  settling  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  by  purchase. 
How  do  70U  mean  to  settle  the  Land 
Uueation  by  purchase  if  you  are  going 
to  permit  this  BoycottioK  of  derelict 
farms,  if  you  allov  the  Insh  people  to 
think  they  act  rightly  when  tney  shoot 
at  men  who  take  farms  from  which 
insolvent  tenEmts  have  been  expelled. 
How  on  earth  will  you  ever  be  able 
to  carry  out  any  eystem  of  land  pur- 
chase with  tolerable  BucoesB  if  you 
allow  practices  to  go  on  like  that  in 
the  case  1  have  referred  to?  You 
will  never  ba  able  to  settle  the  Land 
Uuestion  or  any  other  ijuestion  in 
Ireland  unless  you  establish  the  reign 
of  law.  Surely,  we  can  now  judge  of 
■0-called  political  offences  of  this  cha- 
racter? We  can  now  judge  how  far 
Mr.  Dillon  is  a  political  offender,  and 
how  far  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  is  a  political  offender.  At 
the  door  of  these  so-called  political 
offenders  lies  all  the  sutfering  which  has 
occurred  in  conneotion  with  Boycotted 
farms,  and  all  the  contests  that  have 
been  carried  on  in  this  fatal  spirit  to 
landlord  and  tenant.  They  have  directly 
preached  Boycotting,  and  they  have  in- 
directly preached  assassination.  I  con- 
fess I  sometimes  reflect  on  what  would 
be  thought  of  these  modern  Irish 
patriots  by  their  predeceesors.  The 
cause  of  Ireland  has  been  vindicated  in 
former  days  by  arms  and  by  eloquence, 
and  I  ask  where  eloquence  and  arms 
have  again  and  again  failed  is  petty 
larceny  likely  to  succeed?  I  have 
but  little  mora  to  say,  I  have  cut  my 
observations  as  short  ae  I  could ;  but  I 
should  hke  to  ask  whether  those  who 
framed  this  Seaolution  were  really 
serious.  Did  they  seriously  believe  that 
Irish  disrespect  for  the  law  began  with 
the  present  Administration  ?  I  recollect 
a  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon's  in  1B82,  in 
which  ha  asked — "Who  ia  there  that 
understands,  or  pretends  to  understand, 
the  peosantr;  of  Ireland,  and  will  say 
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that  crime  and  outrage  have  not  the 
sympathy  of  the  Irish  peasantry  f" 
That  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Dillon  in 
1882,  and  if  that  opinion  was  well 
founded  in  1882,  how  can  Mr.  Dillon's 
Friends  below  and  above  the  Gangway 
come  down  to  the  House  and  pretend 
to  say  that  we  are  responsible  for  the 
fact  that  the  Irish  peasantry  at  this 
moment  are  in  sympathy  with  crime 
and  outrage  f  I  admit,  and  I  admit  it 
with  the  deepest  regret,  that  the  law  is 
not  loved  in  Ireland  for  its  own  sake. 
I  deny  absolutely,  however,  that  we  are 
responsible  tor  that.  It  ia  the  result  of 
a  long  and  melancholy  history — a  his- 
tory I  would  gladly  see  brought  to  an 
end.  Whenyouattempttoconcludefroni 
their  dislike  for  and  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  law  that  the  Crimes  Act  is  not 
necessary,  have  you  considered  the 
close  connection  between  the  esercise 
of  the  law  and  the  repression  of  crime  ? 
I  do  not  care  how  you  study  the  ques- 
tion  or  bow  you  handle  the  facts.  If 
you  look  at  Irish  history  for  the  last  30 
years  yon  will  find  that  where  the  law 
has  been  vigorously  enforced,  whore 
you  have  an  Act  under  which  justice  is 
administered  according  to  the  evidence, 
there  crime  diminishes  ;  and  aa  soon  as 
the  pressure  of  the  law  ie  removed,  and 
the  criminal  finds  that  the  machinery  gf 
the  law  is  defective,  there  you  will  find 
crime  increase.  In  vain  you  will  try 
to  associate  crime  with  eviction  or  any 
other  circumstance.  The  repression  of 
crime  in  Ireland  depends  upon  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  upon  the  Oriminal 
Law  alone.  You  diminished  it  when 
you  passed  your  Criminal  Act  of  1871. 
It  sprang  up  when  you  relaxed  it  ia 
1876.  It  Toee  to  an  enormous  height 
in  1880.  Itsankinl882.  It  rose  again 
when  the  Act  came  to  an  end,  and  it  baa 
again  sunk  under  the  new  Act.  If  you 
repealed  this  Act,  of  course  it  would  rise 
again.  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  haa 
disputed  or  doubted  the  improvement 
that  hae  occurred  in  the  country  since  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed.  I  see  no  ground 
to  minimize  or  doubt  the  magnitude  ot 
that  improvement.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  began  by  aeking  me  whether 
there  haa  been  a  criais  imminent  in 
the  police.  Perhaps  he  will  allow  me 
to  re-asBure  him  on  that  point.  He 
aeemed  to  think  that  the  police  were 
teajgning  in  large  numbeiB  and  were 
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sbowing  a  discontent  the;  had  never 
shown  before.  Such  is  not  the  case. 
There  has  never  been  a  time  in  recent 
years  in  which  there  were  fewer  reeigna- 
tions  from  any  cause  in  the  police,  or  in 
which  there  were  a  larger  nnmber  of 
candidates  anxious  to  antei  the  police. 
Never  was  there  a  time  when  the  police 
were  a  more  loyal,  a  more  contented,  or  a 
more  efficient  body.  TwentyorflO  police- 
men have  resigned  in  the  last  year,  and 
moat  of  them  on  so-called  political 
groands  ;  but,  by  a  carious  coincidence, 
it  has  usually  been  the  case  that  the 
policemen  who  were  anxious  to  resign 
because  called  upon  to  administer  the 
Crimes  Act  have  oeen  policemen  whose 
services  would  have  been  dispensed  with 
in  any  case.  Then  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  went  on  to  discuss  crime.  He 
talked  of  the  small  improvement  in 
dime.  I  deny  that  the  improvement 
has  been  smaU.  If  you  compare  the 
five  months  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year  with  the  five  months  at  tne  begin- 
ning of  last  year,  you  will  find  that  the 
improvement  in  agrarian  crimes,  exclu- 
sive of  threatening  letters,  is  no  less 
than  40  per  cent ;  and  I  do  not  think 
any  man  will  describe  that  improvement 
as  otherwise  than  an  important  and  a 
significant  improvement.  Then  I  corns 
to  Boycotting.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  like  my  Boycotting  sta- 
ttstics.  I  do  not  wonder  at  that,  because 
they  absolutely  demolish  his  case.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumfries  Barghs  (Mr.  B.  T. 
Beid)  said  we  never  rested  our  case 
originally  upon  crime.  I  grant  that; 
but  what  we  do  rest  our  ease  upon  is 
intimidation ;  and  if  you  examine  the 
statistics  you  will  find  that  in  this  re- 
spect the  improvement  has  been  prodi- 
gious. If  you  take  the  statistics  of  Boy- 
cotting in  July  last,  before  the  Act  came 
into  operation,  and  compare  them  with 
January  of  this  year,  the  improvement 
is  no  leas  than  S6  per  cent— in  other 
words,  more  than  half  ;  aad  if  you  take 
them  up  to  the  end  of  last  month,  if  you 
include  the  first  five  months  of  this 
year,  you  will  find  the  improvement  no 
,  less  than  70  per  cent.  When  you  come 
to  the  question  of  derelict  farms,  the 
improvement  is,  perhaps,  less  marked  ; 
bnt  is  it,  therefore,  non-existent?  I 
say,  speaking  on  my  own  responsibility, 
and  forming  the  best  judgment  I  can, 
not  only  from  official  reports,  but  from 
Hr.  A.  J.  Bat/our 
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private  letters  received  from  every  part 
of  the  country — I  say,  without  he^ta- 
tioo,  that  there  is  no  comparison  what* 
ever  between  the  eondition  of  Ireland 
in  May,  1668,  and  May,  1B87,  in  any 
particuiai  whatever.  Derelict  farms 
are  taken  which  were  not  taken  before ; 
rents  are  being  largely  paid,  and  the 
social  condition  of  the  country,  except 
where  the  Flan  of  Campaign  exists, 
is  greatly  improved,  I  do  not  pretend 
that  the  question  is  solved.  It  would 
be  folly  to  suppose  that  after  six  or 
seven  months  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  the  Irish  problem  would 
be  solved.  It  would  be  folly.  Bat  I 
say  this — that  if  you  are  merely  to  oon- 
sider  the  amount  of  suffering  we  have 
removed,  if  you  are  merely  to  ooneider 
the  amount  of  liberty  we  have  restored, 
if  you  are  merely  to  consider  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  now  dare  to  do 
what  they  never  would  have  dared 
to  do  before  the  Crimea  Act  waa 
passed,  I  say  with  confidence  to  our  hon. 
Friends  who  have  supported  us  through 
the  laborious  Session  of  last  year,  your 
labour  has  not  been  thrown  away.  If 
from  the  moment  when  I  now  speak  the 
cloud  which  has  begun  to  break  should 
again  descend  upon  Ireland  with  all 
its  original  blackness,  even  then  I 
should  not  say  that  our  toil  has  been 
in  Tain.  I  firmly  believe  the  contraiy. 
I  believe  that  we  have  already  pro- 
duced results  which  should  make  oa 
proud  of  having  worked  as  we  have 
worked,  for  the  objects  for  which  ws 
have  worked.  There  are  many  hearts, 
from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the  other, 
which  at  this  moment  are  thankful  that 
there  has  been  a  ITmoniet  Government 
in  power — a  Government  that,  at  all 
events,  has  shown  a  desire  and  a  resolu' 
tion  to  break  down  the  vile  tyranny 
under  which  they  were  suffering.  [CriVs 
of  "No!"]  I  am  aware  that  theae 
views  are  not  shared  by  right  hon.  Gsd- 
tiemen  opposite.  They  have  a  different 
idea  on  the  subject.  They  are,  I  pre- 
sume, looking  forward  to  the  General 
Election,  about  which  we  hear  so  much, 
when  the  Unionist  Party  is  to  be  hurled 
into  insigQifioance.  Then,  I  auppose,  the 
golden  age  wilt  dawn  upon  ns  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
no  longer  deterred  by  the  fear  of  the 
law,  will  be  able  to  employ  his  airen 
voice  in  inducing  the  tenants  on  tho 
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various  estates  in  Ireland  to  combine 
against  their  iast  debts.  Agriculture, 
no  doubt,  vill  not  flourieb  tben,  but 
Boycotting  will.  FaroiH  will  be  striotl; 
entailed  upon  tbe  insoWent  and  the  in- 
competent tenants,  and  tbe  onlj  orime 
in  this  paradise  upon  earth  will  be 
paying  your  debts,  and  the  only  tribunal 
you  will  have  to  fear  will  be  that  of  the 
National  League.  [^LuMghltr.']  Well, 
Sir,  I  suppose  that  men  of  all  Parties 
desire  the  good  of  Ireland.  {^Crisi  of 
"  Ob,  oh  ! "]  I  do  not  doubt  the  bona 
fidu  of  right  hon.  Oeutlemen  opposite — 
[An  hoD.  Uehbxb:  We  doubt  yours.] 
—but  we  haye  different  methods  of 
obtaining  the  result  which  we  have  in 
Tiew.  This  is  no  place  to  discuss  rival 
Bohemes,  and  I  uial!  not  say  a  word 
about  the  fantastic  oompromiee  of  Home 
Sule  which  has  besn  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  tbe  right 
hon.  Qendeman  thinks  will  gratify  Irish 
national  aspirations.  We  take  another 
view  of  the  matter.  We  hope  to  see 
Ireland  amalgamated  with  tbe  other 
constituent  puts  of  the  British  Empire, 
sharing  our  institutions,  fostered  by 
OUT  wealth,  and  with  some  of  the  in- 
juries whioh  we  undoubtedly  in&icted 
upon  Irish  industry  tn  tbe  last  century 
redressed.  We  hope  to  see  every  Irish- 
man  rejoicing  in  a  community  of  senti- 
ment with  every  Englishman  and  Scotch- 
man, sharing  the  fortunes  of  the  British 
Empire  and  sharing  the  traditions  upon 
whioh  those  fortunes  are  founded.  But 
whether  the  oompromise  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  or  our  own  idea  is  the  better, 
neither  tbe  one  nor  the  other  eon  be 
based  upon  any  other  foundation  than 
that  of  law  and  order.  Every  super- 
struotare  that  you  may  raise  upon  a 
foundation  of  lawlessness  is  doomed 
beforehand  to  failure.  Do  you  suppose 
that  the  people  whom  you  are  debauch- 
ing—you, the  Irish  Party,  by  your 
positive  teaching,  and  you,  the  Opposi- 
tion, by  your  silence— will,  on  the 
morrow  of  the  establishment  of  an  Irish 
Bepublic,  become  lovers  of  law  and 
order,  or  that  the  Irish  Bepublic,  or  what- 
ever the  thing  is  to  be  called,  will  have 
the  slightest  chaace  of  permanence  or  suc- 
cess ?  Do  you  suppose  that  lawbreakers 
will  be  good  law-makers  ?  In  the  oouree 
of  this  debate,  I  have  been  told  that  Mr. 
Dillon  is  the  flower  of  Irish  patriotism  ; 
but  is  he  really  teaching  the  Irish  people 


a  lesson  by  which  they  will  be  able  to 
direct  their  future  conrse  7  Our  methods, 
we  admit,  are  different.  Tbe  experi- 
meut  which  we  are  endeavouring  to 
carry  out  in  Ireland  of  restoring  law  and 
order  we  know  is  being  tried  under  the 
greatest  difficulties — difficulties  which 
ore  largely  due  to  those  whom  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  claim  as  our  greatest 
allies,  as  they  have  already  been  en- 
gaged in  the  same  task,  who  know  what 
its  diffioulties  are,  and  who  should 
appreciate  the  importance  of  our  efforts. 
But,  notwithstanding  those  difficulties, 
we  know  that  success,  even  more  than  we 
had  dared  to  hope  for,  has  already 
crowned  our  efforts.  Lost  year,  when 
I  proposed  the  Grimes  Bill,  I  spoke  in 
hope;  now  we  know  for  certain  that 
the  effiirts  we  have  made  to  repress 
lawlessness  ore  succeeding.  We  have 
already  succeeded,  and  we  mean  to 
auoceed  further  in  the  future.  But,  Sir, 
whether  or  not  in  the  future  we  are 
destined  tooarry  on  successfully  the  work 
we  have  initiated,  in  either  case  we  ore 
assured  that  it  is  only  on  the  foundation 
of  honesty,  of  liberty,  and  of  law  that 
the  future  of  the  Irish  people  can  be 
safely  rested. 

Thk  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.);  I  notice. 
Sir,  that  the  cheers  with  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  greeted  by  bis 
friends  were  far  more  hearty  when  he 
rose  to  begin  his  speech  than  when  he 
sat  down,  having  made  it.  The  oironm- 
stance  is  one  not  complimentary  to  him, 
and  it  has,  I  think,  something  more  than 
a  personal  significance.  However  that 
may  be,  we  are  able  to  discount  the 
cheers  which  have  just  been  heard  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Sir, 
they  are  tbe  cheers  of  a  Party  which 
thankfully  took  power  from  our  hands 
three  years  ago  uy  denouncing  and  re- 
nouncing coercion.  They  are  the  cheers 
of/hon.  Uantlemea  who  two  years  ago 
obtained  from  tho  Engliehr  people  ad- 
mission to  this  House  by  pledging  them- 
selves upon  the  platforms  of  the  country 
to  a  policy  of  anything  but  coercion,  and 
who  now,  at  the  end  (^  a  year  of  coercion 
and  nothing  else,  look  forward  with 
some  discomfort  and  a  good  deal  of 
apprehension,  thinking  how  many  of 
those  20  years  of  resolute  government 
they  are  likely  to  see.  The  debate  on 
this  Motion — a  Motion  which  is  definite 
and  limited— has  travelled  far  and  wide. 
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I  sbsll  endeavour  to  keep  as  oloae  aa  I 
can  to  the  eabject,  but  iu  tliat  I  shall 
not  imitate  the  example  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  Tould  first 
notice  two  of  his  obserrations  which 
throw  an  instruotire  light  upon  that 
quality  of  candour  in  the  character  of 
Uie  right  hon.  Q^eatleman,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  the  first  boast  of  an  English 
gentleman,  and  which  is  ooneidered  to 
be  the  essential  cbaraoteristio  of  an  Eng- 
lish Minister  of  State.  He  claims  our 
gratitude  for  the  information  he  placed 
in  our  hands,  and  he  connected  that 
statement  with  a  denial  of  the  references 
of  the  right  hon.  Uember  for  Hid 
Lothian  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Turner. 
Why,  Sir,  in  the  oase  of  Oolonel  Turner 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  challenged 
to  grant  a  public  inquiry.  He  refused 
a  public  inquiry,  and  he  based  to-night 
bis  denisl  upon  oflSoial  information  which 
he  has  not  enabled  us  to  test.  I  lay 
down  to  this  House  a  statement  on  which 
I  challenge  contradiction.  It  is  this — 
that  the^sh  Qovernment  never  yielded 
us  information  but  at  ouch  a  time  as 
takes  from  that  information  the  only 
value  which  information  could  have  by 
taking  out  of  our  hands  the  power  to  use 
that  information  to  check  the  correctness 
of  the  Btatements  of  the  Qovsmment  in 
this  House.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
also  referred  to  the  treatment  of  priests 
under  the  Act.  I  wish  the  Houae  to 
attend  to  this  statement,  because  it  gives 
us  a  most  signal  proof  of  the  candour  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
said  he  was  an  English  Protestant,  and 
that  he  allows  priests  to  wear  in  prison 
their  clerical  garb  in  obedience  to  a 
canonical  rule.  If  a  priest  in  Ireland 
committed  an offenoeagainst  the  ordinary 
law,  would  he  be  clothed  in  the  ordinary 
garb  ?  If  a  priest  committed  a  theft  or 
an  assault,  what  then  of  the  canonical 
rules.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Qentieman, 
who  claims  to  be  a  man  of  courage,  but 
who  displays  in  this  House  many  signal 
qualities,  ^ways  inseparably  associated 
with  cowardice,  says  he  does  not  put 
Irish  priests  in  the  prison  garb.  I  will 
tell  him  thereason  he  does  not  put  priests 
in  prison  garb.  Because  Father  Byan 
refused  to  put  it  on,  and  courageous  as 
he  is,  successful  as  he  is,  he  does  not 
care  to  prove  his  courage  and  stake  hie 
Bucoeas  by  using  physical  force  against 
the  priests  of  Ireland.     His  references 


that  he,  in  his  own  mind,  makes  distino- 
tions  which  he  never  admits  he  makes — 
that  he  does  make  a  distinction  between 
political  prisoners andordinary prisoners. 
The  magistrates  also  admit  it,  becanse 
in  all  oases  in  which  priests  were  tha 
defendants  they  committed  them  as  first- 
class  misdemeanants ;  and  finally  upoa 
this  point,  although  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman has  continually  professed  that 
the  discipline  of  the  prisons  of  Ireland 
is  not  placed  in  bis  hands,  he  proved  by 
his  rderences  that  he  personally  and 
directly  controls  the  treatment  and  the 
fate  of  every  prisoner  in  every  prison  in 
Ireland.  I  make  him,  Sir,  a  present  of 
the  value  of  the  arguments  by  which  in 
this  Assembly  of  J^glish  Qentlemeo  he 
has  proved  his  manly  candour.  He  has 
proved  his  title  to  be  considered  a  man 
of  honour  by  slandering  an  absent  man 
whom  he  has  put  into  prison.  I  am 
glad.  Sir,  he  has  referred  to  the  Whele< 
han  case,  because  it  will  enable  me  In  a 
very  few  words  to  plaoe  before  this 
House  the  principles  and  the  methods 
of  the  present  Administration  in  Ire- 
land. He  has  stated  that  a  witness  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  into  that  case 
swore  that  he  was  told  by  another  per- 
son that  that  person  was  incited  by  a 
speech  of  Mr.  Pillon  to  commit  an  out- 
rage.  Who  was  that  witness?  Let  the 
House  and  let  the  oountiy  understand 
the  instruments  the  Government  em- 
ploys, and  the  kind  of  witnesses  the  Go- 
vernment cites  in  dealing  with  the  cause 
of  Ireland.  This  wituess  was  one  of  the 
most  infamous  wretches  whose  existence 
has  ever  constituted  a  disgrace  to  human 
nature.  This  witness  was  Cullinane,  the 
informer,  who  was  for  six  years  in  the 
pay  of  the  police,  and  who  was  a  fre- 
quent inmate  of  the  Informers'  Home  in 
Dublin.  Upon  the  night  of  the  murder 
of  Whelehan,  Cullinane,  the  paid  spy  of 
the  police,  by  an  arrangement  with 
Whelehan,  led  and  accompanied  the 
attacking  party  to  the  house  where  an 
ambush  was  laid  for  their  reception. 
Cullinane  it  was  who  incited  and  pro- 
duced that  orime.  Cullinane  was  a  man 
who  bad  been  twice  in  the  Army,  and 
who  had  twice  deserted — a  man  who 
had  been  seven  times  convicted  of  crime 
and  seven  times  imprisoned.  He  was  a 
oreature — I  will  not  say  a  man — who 
had  been  convicted  and  imprisoned  for 
a  criminal  assault  upon  a  ehild  of  thres 
to  the  treatment  of  priests  is  a  dear  proof  I  years,  and  while  he  wm  aufTering  hi* 
Ur,  SmIoh 
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of  these  two  hon.  Oentlemen  oan  eecure 
what  they  have  often  seoured  before — 
the  triumphant  defeat  of  theircandiclate. 
Whj  have  the  Kerry  murders  been  in- 
troduced  into  this  debate  ?  The  Motion 
of  tbe  right  hoa.  Uember  for  Newcastle 
(Ur.  John  Uorley)  impeaches  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  baa 
the  Mover  of  it,  or  any  other  speaker 
in  tlie  oourae  of  this  debate,  laid  blame 
at  the  door  of  the  Qovemment,  or  called 
in  question  the  nee  of  the  Crimea  Act  in 
reference  to  the  Kerry  murders  or  to 
any  aets  that  men  understand  as  crime  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  but  for  the 
Crimes  Act  these  murderers  would  not 
have  been  punished.  "Why  not?  We 
are  told  that  Mrs.  Quirke,  the  widow  of 
the  murdered  man,  was  in  fear  of  giving 
evidence.  Why  could  she  not  have 
been  examined  in  private  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  or  why  could  her  information 
not  have  been  taken  aeoraUy,  as  infor- 
mations were  taken  in  the  library  of 
Ur.  Olphert'a  private  residence  in  Done- 
gal ?  But  she  could  not  have  been  in 
fear  of  giving  evidence  under  the  ordi- 
nary law,  because  that  fear  would  have 
applied  equally  to  her  examination 
when  she  was  pnblidy  examined  at  the 
trial  at  Wioklow.  That  reason  goes  by 
the  board.  We  are  told  that  a  verdict 
could  not  be  obtained  without  a  change 
of  venue,  and  that  a  change  of  venue 
could  not  have  been  obtained  without 
a  Crimes  Act ;  bnt  that  is  not  so, 
for  a  change  of  venue  can  be  obtained 
by  the  ordinary  law  in  cases  in  wbieh 
the  Government  show  cause ;  and  even 
without  a  change  of  venue  they  oan,  by 
the  time-honoured  practice  of  "  standing 
aside"  the  jurors  whom  they  dislike, 
they  can  obtain,  even  in  Kerry,  a  jury 
suitable  to  their  taste  and  entirely  ade- 
quate to  their  purpose.  Whjr  did  the 
Government  so  constantly  in  this  debate 
refer  to  these  murders  ?  Bir,  the 
agrarian  question  in  Ireland  is  not  a 
new  one,  and,  unhappily,  agrarian  mur- 
ders in  Ireland  are  not  new.  Ever 
since  you  planted  in  Ireland  your  fatal 
agrarian  system,  since  you  nave  main- 
tained it  by  your  power,  murder  and 


sentence  for  that  criminal  assault  the 
Government  released  him.  The  Govern- 
ment released  this  monster,  this  libel 
upon  human  nature,  before  bis  sentence 
was  completed,  and  they  released  him 
to  take  him  into  their  pay  and  send  him 
about  the  country  propagating  crime,  to 
constitute  him  one  of  their  agents  in 
Ireland  to  propagate  crime,  because 
they  know  that  crime  is  the  political 
and  essential  stock-in-trade  of  the  Party 
now  in  power.  This  is  the  witness 
called  against  Ur.  Dillon.  This  is  the 
witness  who  has  been  called  gainst  a 
man  to  whom  the  better  part  of  his  poli- 
tical opponents  will  certainly  not  deny 
respect,  and  yet  upon  this  witness  they 
are  asked  to  stake  the  reputation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  Government  of  Ireland,  as  against 
a  man  who  in  worth  of  achievementand 
nobility  of  character  has  never  been  sur- 
passed either  in  Ireland  or  England. 
The  Chief  Secretary  haa  called  before 
this  Assembly  of  English  gentlemen  as 
a  witness  this  vile  informer,  this  Go- 
Ternment  spy,  this  propagator  of  crime, 
this  convulser  of  the  community  in  Ire- 
land. This  episode  of  the  infamous 
villain  Cullinane,  the  informer,  will 
enable  the  House  to  judge  how  far  and 
in  what  degree  it  will  be  wise  for  the 
House  and  for  the  people  of  England  to 
scrutinizewhat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  described  as  information.  I  have 
said  that  this  debate  has  travelled  far 
and  wide,  and  I  have  now  to  ask  how  it 
has  happened  thatso  much  of  the  debate 
has  been  occupied  by  the  murders  of  the 
County  Kerry  7  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  [Mr.  Goschen)  has  referred 
to  them,  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
and  the  hon,  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Ur.  T.  W.  Bussell)  both  referred  to 
them,  and  of  the  speeches  of  these  Gen- 
tlemen I  am  delighted  to  say  that  I  was 
very  glad  to  hear  them,  for  the  cause  of 
Ireland  will  win  by  referring  it  to  im- 
partial judges,  and  there  is  no  impartial 
judge  who  would  not  be  disgusted  by 
the  rancorous  tone  of  their  speeches  and 
by  the  shallowness  and  by  the  false 
irrationa'" 
to  hear  I 
are  alwi 
land, 
only  o.i 
could  b6 
lals  on 
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and  ontragea  not  bj  the  hundred  but 
hy  thoueandi.  What  has  been  the 
cause  of  the  salutary  change  by  which 
the  murder  bill  has  beea  lessened  and 
orime  deoreased?  It  has  been  due  to 
two  things — combination  amongst  the 
people,  and  organization  springing  from 
that  oause.  With  the  Land  League  we 
havehadtheLand  Aotof  1881 ;  with  the 
National  League  we  have  had  the  Land 
Act  of  last  year.  Without  oombination 
and  organizatioii  we  would  have  had 
neither  one  nor  the  other,  and  if  the 
Chancellor  ol  the  Exchequer  and  his 
Friends  had  their  way  we  would  have 
had  neither  of  those  Aote,  and  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment  would  be  in  this 
oondition,  that  the  land  lord  couldincrease 
the  rent  at  his  pleasure,  that  eviction 
would  be  executed  at  his  caprice,  and  the 
tillera  of  the  soil  would  have  been 
tenants  at  will.  Judging  by  past  ex- 
perience, a  oontiouaDce  of  that  eyatem 
would  provoke  reaentment,  and  cruelty 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  would  be 
met  by  murder  and  outrage,  and  the 
change  has  occurred  through  oombina- 
tion and  organization,  and  through  the 
legislation  forced  by  that  organisation. 
For  the  change  which  has  occurred,  and 
the  legislation  which  has  been  passed, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to 
thank  the  man  whom  he  and  his  Friends 
have  denounced  to-night.  If  he  and  hia 
Colleagues  could  have  had  their  way,  Ire- 
land to-day  wnuld  be  given  over  to 
cruelty  on  the  part  of  the  landlord  and 
to  crime  on  the  part  of  those  who  suffered 
that  cruelty.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred  to  the  Kerry  mur- 
ders in  order  to  shift  the  true  issue 
before  the  countnr,  and  to  raise  a  false 
issue  instead.  Why  did  he  defend  him- 
self where  he  was  not  attacked?  Be- 
oauae  where  he  waa  attacked  he  was 
coQsdous  he  had  no  defence.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  spoke  of  the  right  of 

fublio  men  to  change  their  opinions. 
have  read  a  poem  that  was  once 
written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Nobody, 
I  suppose,  who  was  not  in  the  secret 
ever  before  suspected  him  of  poeti^, 
ood  nobody  certainly  would  have  ex- 

fected  from  him  an  eulogium  upon 
reland  ;  but,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman once  wrote  a  poem  ia  praise  of 
the  Irish  race.  The  poem  clos^  with  a 
striking  eulogium  of  the  matehleas 
spirit  of  the  Celt.  Well,  Sir,  tbe  apirit 
Jfr.  Sexton 


of  the  Celt  may  not  be  matchless,  but  I 
promise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer it  will  be  too  much  for  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  challenged  the  Uover  of 
this  Motion  when  he  asked  whether  a 
legacy  of  respect  for  the  law  in  Ireland 
and  the  people's  affection  were  be- 
queathed to  us  by  the  Government 
that  went  before  us  ?  I  say  it  waa 
so  bequeathed.  This  ia  a  Uotion  in 
which  the  oondnct  of  the  worst  Chief 
Secretary  that  Ireland  has  ever  seen 
ia  impeached  by  the  best  Chief  Se- 
cretary ever  sent  to  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
Newcastle,  during  his  brief  administia- 
tioD,  did  inspire  respect  for  law,  because 
his  Government  attracted  the  oonfidenca 
of  the  people.  He  attracted  to  the  Go- 
vernment uio  affection  of  the  people  be- 
cause he  proved  that  his  Government 
desired  the  good  of  Ireland,  and  in- 
tended to  promote  it.  He  promoted  the 
common  Interests  of  this  Bealm  becaoee 
he  led  the  Irish  people  and  the  diSerent 
peoples  to  unite  themselves  together  in 
what  is  the  only  sure  and  lasting  bond 
— the  bond  of  a  voluntary  union,  the 
bond  of  common  interest.  I  say  he 
handed  down  to  the  present  Government 
a  legacy  of  respect  for  the  law  and  an 
affection  for  the  Government ;  and  if 
any  Member  of  this  House  feels  inclined 
to  challenge  this  statement,  I  ask  him 
if  the  public  life  of  this  country  in  re- 
cent years  supplies  any  parallel  to  such 
a  demonstration  of  popular  affection  as 
the  farewell  that  was  given  to  the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen,  or  the  reception  given  by 
the  people  of  the  capital  of  Ireland  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  when  he  visited  it  at  the 
opening  of  this  year?  Yes,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  bequeath  to 
his  Successors  a  legacy  of  respect  for 
law  and  an  affection  for  Government, 
and  the  highest  compliment  that  I  can 
pay  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
strongest  proof  that  can  be  given  of  his 
power,  is  this,  that  though  bis  Successor 
has  gravely  impaired  the  legacy  of  re- 
spect and  affection  bequeathed  to  him, 
he  has  not  yet  been  able  to  destroy  it 
utterly,  and.  Sir,  I  entertain  the  hope 
that  when  the  Liberal  Unionist  aber- 
ration of  intellect  shall  have  passed 
away,  and  when  sanity  shall  resume  its 
sway,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle will  return  to  Ireland  as  the  last 
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Imperial  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  If  it  can  be  prored  that 
the  OoTsrnment  have  undenniiied  re- 
spect for  the  law  the  rest  of  the  Motion 
must  stand,  because,  where  they  do,  the 
minds  of  the  people  must  be  eatranged 
from  the  Qovernment,  and  where  the 
minds  of  the  people  are  estranged  not 
ontj  are  the  interests  of  the  Healm 
damaged  but  the  stability  of  the  Bealm 
is  endangered.  There  are  just  two 
vays  and  no  more  for  producing  respect 
for  the  law.  Tou  may  do  it  by  terror, 
and  you  may  produce  it  by  deserving 
the  confidence  of  the  people,  I  aek 
how  the  Coercion  Act  produced  the  re- 
spect that  is  due  to  fear?  Turn  to  the 
1st  seotion  of  the  Act  by  which  the 
Oovernmest  were  authorized  and  em- 

flowered  to  set  up  a  Star  Chamber  in  Ire- 
and.  It  has  been  set  up  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  what  has  happened 
under  it?  Impudent  agents  of  the 
Government  have  impertinently  at- 
tempted to  introduce  Uiemaelves  into 
the  moat  private  and  confidential  afEaira 
of  life.  They  have  attempted  to  come 
between  father  and  son,  between 
parishioner  and  priest,  between  banker 
and  client.  In  various  parts  of  Ireland 
men  in  different  grades  of  socie^  have 
been  sent  to  prison,  some  for  taking  no 
notice  of  the  summons,  some  for  declining 
to  take  the  oath,  and  some  for  Singing 
back  impertinent  questions,  and  I  lay 
down  without  fear  of  oontradition  that 
in  no  one  case  where  a  man  has  been 
imprisoned  for  contumacy  has  his  im- 
prisonment BUDoeeded  in  compelling  him 
to  answer.  Tonr  Star  Chamber  has 
proved  to  be  a  dead  letter.  One  of  the 
principal  purposes  of  the  Coercion  Act 
was  tite  suppression  of  the  National 
League.  Have  they  suppressed  the 
National  League?  We  are  already 
confronted  with  the  evidence  of  two 
Members  of  the  Oovemment,  one  of 
whom  says  it  is  a  thing  of  the  past,  and 
another  that  it  has  a  ubiquitous  exist- 
ence. The  National  League  has  nomi- 
nally been  suppressed  in  certain  dis- 
tricts, but  where  it  has  been  suppressed 
proof  is  given  in  the  new  interest  and 
&esh  vigour  of  its  existence.  Only  the 
other  day  a  priest  who  was  summoned 
for  attending  a  National  League  meeting 
was  escorted  to  the  Court  by  500  men 
wearing  cards  of  membership  in  their 
hats.  This  Act  was  aimed  at  the  liberty 
of  the  Press.    Editors  and  printers  have 
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been  imprisoned  for  reporting  the 
meetings  of  suppressed  branches.  The 
Oovemment   have   chased  and   cuffed 

Eoor  newsboys  about  the  street.  They 
ave  punished  men  selling  newspapers 
with  reports  of  suppressed  meetings  by 
long  terms  of  imprisonment.  Have  they 
stopped  the  publication  of  these  reports? 
No ;  they  have  increased  them.  They 
are  widely  published  in  the  popular 
Frees  of  Ireland  and  are  read  with  mors 
avidity.  If  proof  were  wanted  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  a  newspaper  of  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  a  very 
careful  student — it  is  Vnittd  Ir»land  of 
last  Saturday,  and  I  find  ou  its  lead- 
ing page  the  heading  "Suppressed 
Branches,"  followed  by  several  columns 
of  this  prohibited  matter.  The  League 
is  altogether  suppressed  in  the  County 
Clare.  It  is  there  a  thing  of  the  past, 
yet  I  find  that  there  were  held  and  are 
here  reported  the  meetings  of  14 
branches,  and  in  almost  every  one  of 
them  aparieh  clergyman  was  in  the  chair. 
Law  never  falls  into  such  utter  disrepute 
as  when  it  is  seen  to  be  impotent  as  well 
as  repulsive.  If  the  LeaderoftheHouse 
were  here  I  would  put  the  question  to 
him ;  but  he  has  contracted  a  habit  of 
saying  "Certainly,  Sir,"  which  detracts 
from  the  value  of  his  evidence.  I  would 
therefore  ask  any  independent  Member 
of  the  House  whether  the  Government, 
in  order  to  cover  their  defeat,  have  not 
abandoned  themsnlvea  to  a  fiction.  That 
is  what  has  occurred,  for  they  have 
stated  that  the  National  League  has 
been  suppressed,  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  action  of  the  Government  has 
tended  to  strengthen  it.  Well,  I  think 
the  Act  has  not  promoted  but  it  bas  un- 
dermined and  annihilated  tbe  respect  of 
the  people.  Has  it  not  undermined  the 
respect  that  is  due  to  the  sense  of  the 
people  that  law  is  conceived  in  their  in- 
terest and  administered  for  their  good  ? 
I  turn  again  for  one  moment  to  the  let 
section  of  the  Act.  Why  did  not  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  his  long 
and  tortuous  speech,  explain  why,  within 
the  last  few  days,  he  applied  the  1st 
section  to  the  County  and  the  City  of 
Dublin?  He  would  not  allege  crime. 
He  could  not  allege  disturbance.  We 
have  before  us  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission Judge,  and  he  had  before  him 
the  Beport  of  the  Inspector  ol  Police, 
and  the  police  in  Ireland  take  notice  not 
only  of  crimes  but  of  symptoms,  and  the 
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Jadgm  from  the  Bench  discuss  Bymp- 
toms  as  well  as  oriines.  If  there  had 
been  BDTtbing  to  call  for  notice  in  the 
state  of  the  County  or  the  City  of  Duhtin 
the  Inspector  of  Police  would  have  noted 
it  in  hiB  Beport,  and  the  Judge  would 
have  made  it  the  subject  of  comment  in 
his  charge.  There  ia  no  crime  ;  but  be- 
oanee  he  opprehenda  crime  in  the  Gounly 
and  the  City  of  Dublin  he  rery  arbi- 
trarily, and  without  a  shadow  of  caase, 
has  applied  to  that  county  and  city  the 
let  section  —  has  applied  to  500,000 
people  the  humiliation  and  the  insult  of 
wantonly  setting  up  a  Star  Chamber  in 
their  midst,  and  all  that  he  can  say  in 
defence  of  bis  unaccountable  action  is 
that  although  crime  does  not  exist  in 
Dublin,  that  something  may  be  done  in 
Dublin  at  some  time  or  another  that  may 
blossom  into  orime.  Sir,  reasoning  like 
that  would  justify  the  masaaore  of  the 
innocents.  That  also  was  taking  time 
by  the  forelock.  That  was  a  measure 
of  State  policy  conducted  by  a  high 
official  with  rery  much  the  same  object, 
for  certain  infants  were  got  out  of  the 
way  for  fear  that  when  grown  up  that 
they  might  blossom  into  agitators.  I, 
Sir,  have  a  right  to  speak  for  the  citizens 
of  Dnblin,  and  Itelltherighthon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  hedares  without  ashadow 
of  a  cause  of  justification  to  set  np  his 
Star  Chamber  in  that  City,  after  having 
inflicted  the  hnmiliation  and  insult  of 
authoriring  the  establishment  of  that 
Chamber — if  he  sets  that  Chamber  at 
work  and  lays  every  citizen  of  Dublin 
open  to  have  hi  s  private  affairs  examined 
without  any  means  of  vindicating  his 
character  before  the  public — I  tell  him 
that  if  a  Star  Chamber  is  set  up  in 
Dublin,  the  inquisition  will  be  severely 
dealt  with.  I  ask,  is  not  respect  for  law 
undermined  when  men  can  have  no  re- 
spect for  its  administration  P  The  prin- 
cipal use  of  this  Act  ie  the  administra- 
tion of  the  summary  powers  conferred 
by  it.  And  who  are  tne  men  who  are 
administering  those  powers  ?  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  Resident 
Magistrates.  They  are  the  most  non- 
descript and  maudlin  collection  of 
curiosities  in  the  Public  Service  of  the 
world.  They  receive  a  certificate  of 
competency  which  would  no  doubt  be 
useful  to  them  if  they  were  but  jockeys. 
Who  are  thoee  men  ?  A  few  of  them 
are  briefless,  a  score  of  them  are  incapa- 
citated commanders,  another  score  of 
Jfr.  Btxton 


them  are  ex-officers  of  the  police,  and 
some  of  them,  to  my  own  knowledge, 
are  men  who  were  mere  ignorant  idlers, 
pitchforked  on  to  the  coercion  bench  for 
no  better  reason  that  any  man  can  dis- 
cover than  that  the  Oovemment  were 
satisfied  by  their  practical  experience  aa 
to  their  being  fit  for  nothing  useful,  and 
that,  therefore,  they  might  possibly  be 
fit  for  that.  These  magistrates,  in  the 
n,  have  no  practical  knowledge  of 
the  law,  and  no  experience  of  public 
affairs,  and  they  are  opposed  by  socaal 
prejudice  and  personal  interest  to  the 
mass  of  the  people.  Let  me  give  two 
or  three  examples  of  them.  Hr.  Hamil- 
ton ie  a  man  who  fawned  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  when  he 
thought  the  Home  Bule  Bill  might  pos- 
sibly become  law.  He  is  the  same  Mr. 
Hamilton  who  wrote  a  letter  to  you.  Sir, 
and  who  was  unable  to  state  the  charge 
in  legal  language.  Then  there  is  Colonel 
Carew,  who  declared  from  the  Bench 
that  be  represented  the  Crown,  and  who 
said  that  he  had  received  his  orders 
from  the  Oorernment  and  dared  not 
disobey  them.  I  can  easily  believe  him. 
Obedience  to  the  will  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  and  the  satisfying  of 
his  desires  is  the  condition  on  which 
these  men  receive  their  appointments. 
Mr.  Dillon,  another  of  these  magistrates, 
declared  from  the  Bench  that  a  Pro- 
clamation from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  made  a  meeting  illegal,  and 
tbat  the  Koclamation  had  been  issued 
by  virtue  of  the  Coercion  Act,  while  we 
who  are  neither  lawyers  nor  magistrates 
are  well  aware  that  no  Proclamation  of 
the  Chief  Seoretaiy  or  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  of  Ireland  can  make  a  meeting 
illegal,  and  that  even  it  it  could  be,  he 
has  no  power  to  issue  proclamationa. 
Captain  Maasey  and  Mr.  Irwin,  two 
more  of  these  magistrates,  have  laid 
down  from  the  Bench  the  doctrine  that 
the  Coercion  Act  overturns  the  funda- 
mental rule  of  law  because  in  it  they 
ruled  that  the  onus  of  proof  of  guilt  does 
not  lie  upon  the  Crown,  but  tbat  the 
onus  of  proof  of  innocence  lies  upon  the 
defendant.  Ur.  Cecil  Boche  imagines 
that  when  he  consented  to  state  a  caso 
that  the  option  of  the  Court  to  which 
the  case  was  to  be  stated  lay  not  with 
the  defendant  but  with  himself.  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  gives  a  man  a  month  in  gaol 
for  laughing  at  a  policeman,  and  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  gets  himself  into  a  judicial 
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temper  and  beata  the  people  with  his 
Btiok  before  he  goes  on  the  Benoh,  and 
after  his  judioial  duties  are  oTer  aallieB 
out  from  the  Benoh  and  esoorta  the 
priflonen  to  a  railway  station.  His  ous- 
torn— or,  at  any  rate,  he  has  upon 
more  than  four  ocouiona  ordered  a  rifle 
butt  end  ohai^e  at  the  people  in  the 
street,  and  takes  a  leading  part  in  the 
attaok  himself.  Those  are  tne  admini- 
strators of  the  law,  and  thoeo  being  the 
administrators  of  the  law,  what  respeot 
for  law  can  there  be  ?  One  of  the  many 
pie-oruat  pledges  made  by  the  Ohief 
Beoretary  tor  Ireland  to  the  House  during 
the  passage  of  the  Aot  waa  upaet  when 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  assured 
na  the  other  day  that  it  was  the  dnty  of 
the  stipendiariee  to  state  a  casewhen  ro- 
quired  except  upon  a  ftivoloua  applica- 
tion. Now,  Bir,  I  hare  followed  closely, 
except  for  one  period  of  six  weeks,  the 
whole  coarse  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  I 
lay  down  broadly  this  assertion,  that  it 
has  been  the  almost  invariable  rule  of 
the  atipendiaries  under  this  Act  to  refuse 
to  state  their  reasons  and  to  refuse  to 
record  the  ground  of  the  application  and 
to  refase  to  state  a  oase,  no  matter  how 
good  the  ground  of  applioation  might 
be.  But  how  waa  it  with  regard  to  ap- 
peala  ?    The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

Jromised  an  appeal  in  every  case.  How 
as  the  pledge  been  kept  ?  The  law  was 
left  in  auch  a  condition  that  no  man 
could  get  an  appeal  at  all  unless  his 
sentence  exceeded  imprisonment  for  a 
month.  Althongh  the  Obief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ingeniously  pretenda  that  he 
haa  no  control  over  the  Besideut  Magis- 
trates, and  that  he  does  not  direct  their 
action,  I  would  recall  the  memory  of  this 
House  to  his  speech  to  his  own  oonsti- 
tuents  last  year,  where  he  pointed  out  to 
his  oonatituents,  but  really  to  his  ser- 
▼ants  in  Ireland,  the  inoonvenience  of 
long  sentences  and  the  inoonvenienoa  of 
allowing  public  men  to  be  at  large  in 
the  interval  between  the  infliction  of  the 
sentence  and  the  hearing  of  the  appeal, 
and  the  superior  advantage  of  the  inflic- 
tion of  short  aentenoea  from  that  point 
d  view.  The  effect,  Sir,  was  instant 
and  signal.  The  apeeoh  waa  as  effective 
as  a  ciraular  horn  Dublin  Castle.  The 
stipendiarios  forthwith  began  to  pass 
short  sentences  of  a  month  and  under, 
which  deprived  the  men  upon  whom 
they  were  inflicted  of  their  right  of  ap- 
peal.    Ib  case  that  mi^ht  not  be  satu- 
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factory  to  the  Government  owing  to  the 
lightening  of  the  punishment,  the  plot 
waa  completed  by  the  lawyers  of  the 
Grown,  for  they  initiated  at  the  same 
tim.e  a  ayatam  of  cumulative  aen- 
tences— a  ayatem  repugnant  to  the  idea 
of  jnstice  and  the  spirit  of  the  law — a 
principle  by  which  they  carved  out  of 
the  same  Act  a  eeriea  of  offences  and  of 
charges.  As,  for  instance,  Sir,  if  a  man 
made  a  speech  at  a  public  meeting  they 
charged  him  first  with  an  unlawful 
asaembly,  they  charged  him  then,  for 
the  same  speech,  with  taking  part  in  nn- 
lawful  conspiraoy  to  innite,  and  then 
they  charged  him  with  inciting  other 
people  to  take  part  in  the  conspiracy. 
tXpon  each  of  these  three  charges  the 
man  was  tried,  and  upon  each  ofthem a 
aaparate  sentence  was  inflicted.  These 
aeparate  sentences  amounted  to  a  good 
long  term.  The  Government  were  satis- 
fied by  the  severity  of  the  sentences, 
and  the  liberties  of  tiie  subject  in  Ireland 
were  absolutely  left  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  hia  menials  at  the 
bar  and  on  the  Benoh ;  but  the  progress 
went  one  step  further,  and  was  con- 
ducted in  this  way — when  a  aentenoe  waa 
passed  upon  a  public  man  long  enough 
to  allow  him  to  appeal,  he  was,  upon 
being  admitted  to  bail,  immediately  re- 
arrested, tried  upon  another  charge, 
and  put  into  gaol  for  a  period  not  long 
enough  to  entitle  him  to  appeal,  hut 
long  enough  to  embarrass  his  defence 
and  to  keep  him  in  prison  until  his 
appeal  came  on  to  be  heard.  I  will 
refer  to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Galway  (Mr.  Sheehy),  who 
was  imprisoned  for  a  public  speech.  Ho 
was  charged  with  delivering  a  public 
speech.  He  was  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment for  three  months.  He  woe  ad- 
mitted to  bail,  and  the  moment  he  had 
given  bail  and  was  set  at  liberty,  upon 
leaving  the  Oourt  he  was  re-arrested 
and  was  taken  to  Olonmel.  He  was 
there  tried  in  respect  of  a  speech  which 
had  already  been  used  against  him  in 
his  trial  at  Bosoommon  —  which  had 
been  used,  Sir,  to  ensure  his  convic- 
tion ;  and,  to  increase  the  measure  of 
hia  guilt,  he  was  sentenced  a  second 
time  upon  that  speech  to  be  imprisoned 
for  a  term  short  enough  to  prevent  him 
from  appealing,  and  then  during  that 
term  he  was  kept  in  prison  he  was  pre- 
vented  from  arranging  and  preparing 
his  defence,  and  he  was  taken  from  the 
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Srison  to  the  hearing  of  his  appeal  into 
le  midst  of  hie  ova  constituents  in  the 
g^arb  of  a  common  cricainal.  I  also 
refer  to  the  case  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox).  He 
was  tried  for  the  delive^  of  a  public 
speech,  and  was  senteiioed  at  Ennis  to  a 
period  long  enough  to  prevent  him  from 
appealing.  He  was  sentenced  to  four 
months' imprisonment.  He  was  liberated 
on  bail.  Upon  being  set  at  liberty,  he 
WSB  inatantly  re-arrCBted,  and  four  days 
later  be  was  brought  before  the  same 
Court,  before  the  same  magistrates,  and 
tried  a  seooad  time  upon  a  oharge  carved 
ont  of  the  same  speech ;  and  upon  that 
second  charge  he  was  not  admitted  to 
bail,  although  he  had  been  admitted  to 
bail  in  respect  of  the  heavier  oonviction. 
He  was  sent  to  prison,  and  kept  in 
prison,  until  the  time  for  the  hearing  of 
his  appeal  came  on.  Sir,  this  is  the 
system  by  whioh  the  right  of  appeal 
which  the  Obief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
promised  has  been  extinguished,  and 
the  plot  culminated  in  the  action  by 
which  three  or  fomr  County  Court  Judges 
suddenly  amazed  the  country  by  in- 
oreasing  and  doubling  sentences  on 
appeal — an  act  which,  whether  teohni- 
oally  illegal  or  not,  was  as  repugnant 
to  tha  spirit  of  justice  as  any  act  by  any 
Judge  could  well  be.  It  aroused  such 
a  tempest  of  indignation  in  this  country 
that  by  no  County  Court  Judge  in  Ire- 
land is  Buoh  action  likely  to  be  re- 
peated. Now,  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  practically  left, 
in  violation  of  pledges,  at  the  mercy  of 
the  Stipendiaries ;  but.  Sir,  these  Sti- 
pendiaries have  been  amusing  them- 
selves for  the  past  year  by  sending 
fieople  to  prison  on  the  charge  of  un- 
Bwful  assembly.  Now,  what  is  an 
unlawful  assembly  in  Ireland  ?  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  attempt  to 
define  it.  A  man  is  sent  to  prison  in 
Ireland  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and  his 
farm  is  left  to  go  waste  and  his  wife 
and  family  left  to  starre,  and  if  the 
neighbours  come  to  plough  or  to  sow 
his  land,  or  to  give  food  or  foel  to  his 
family,  the  pohoe  break  in  upon  that 
gatheriDg,  and  that  becomes  an  unlaw- 
ful assembly.  A  public  man  in  Ireland 
is  arrested,  and  the  people  cheer  him  on 
bis  way  to  prison.  That  is  an  unlawful 
assembly.  If  a  coercion  prisoner  is 
released,  and  his  neighboura  meet  him 
outside  the  gaol  to  w»]oome  him  badk 
Hr.  8ettm 


to  liberty  and  to  accompany  him  to  his 
home,  the  police  break  in  upon  that 
occasion  also,  and  it  becomes  an  unlaw- 
ful assembly.  If  upon  any  occasion  of 
a  gathering  in  Ireland  anyone  groans 
at  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irehind^ 
which  a  great  many  people  are  certainly 
inclined  to  do — or  if  anyone  cheers  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian — 
whioh  chiefly  means  the  popular  inclina- 
tion in  Ireland — the  polios  make  the 
groan  or  the  cheer  the  pretext  for  the 
attack,  and  the  gathering  of  the  people 
becomes  an  unlawful  assembly ;  and 
every  man  upon  whom  the  police  choosea 
to  lay  hands  on  on  such  an  occasion  ia 
sent  to  prison,  sometimes  for  months 
and  Bometimee  with  hard  labour,  upon 
a  oharge  of  taking  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  A  man  is  sent  to  gaol  with 
hard  labour  for  taking  part  in  meetings 
of  the  suppressed  branches  of  the  Na- 
tional League.  What  has  been  the 
evidence  7  Has  it  been  proved  the 
meetings  of  the  suppressed  branches 
have  been  held?  Not  at  all.  The 
Stipendiaries  never  stop  to  ask  for  suoh 
evidence.  A  number  of  men  are  seen 
going  into  a  house,  and  the  police  are 
not  aware  of  what  happens  in  the 
house.  They  charge  the  men  with 
holding  a  meeting  of  the  suppressed 
branch  of  the  League,  and  the  Coercian 
Stipendiaries  Massey  and  Bedmondhave 
wisely  laid  it  down  that  the  onus  of  proof 
does  not  lie  on  the  Crown  but  on  the 
men.  But  the  main  fuDction  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  has  been  in  reference  to  charges 
of  conspiracy,  I  have  closely  followed 
the  working  of  the  Act,  I  have  read  the 
evidence  published  in  every  case  since 
the  Act  passed  into  law,  and  I  say  that 
no  such  case  has  oome  to  my  knowledge 
of  conviction  for  conspiracy  under  £d 
9nd  section  of  the  Act  which  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Exohequor  does 
not  render  an  illegal  conviction.  A 
charge  of  conspiracy  under  the  Act  is  a 
new-fangled  oharge.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  that  the  Act  created  no  new 
crime,  but,  in  truth  it  is  studded  with 
brand-new  crime.  The  Chief  Baron  him- 
self declared  the  other  day  that  an  in- 
dictment for  the  kind  of  conspiracy 
charged  in  this  section  oould  not  have 
been  maintained  in  any  Court  before 
the  Act  passed  into  law.  What  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  to  that  f 
I  ooofront  him  with  the  declaration  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron.    The  judgment 
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of  the  Coart  of  Exobequoc  has  made  it 
plain  that  a  conspiraoy  amongst  persons 
not  to  deal  ia  not  an  offence  against  the 
Aot.  Then  I  say  that  the  cxmriotions  for 
conspiracy  since  the  Aot  passed  into  law 
have  been  illegal,  because  I  cannot  oall 
to  mind  one  single  case  in  which  the 
Crown  have  ventured  to  go  one  inch 
beyond  that.  The  Lord  Chief  Baron  and 
his  brother  Judges  have  laid  it  down 
that  in  order  to  establish  a  charge  of 
conspiracy  the  word  "  induce  "  must  be 
understood  to  mean  compulsion,  and,  in 
effect,  intimidation,  and  in  these  cases 
not  a  shadow  of  this  intimidation  is 
found.  The  Oovemment  have  sheltered 
their  magistrates  under  the  plea  of  mis- 
take. But  there  could  be  no  mistake  in 
the  Caatlemartyr  case.  In  the  cane  of 
David  Barry,  what  mistake  could  there 
have  been  about  the  man  who  sold  the 
bread  and  wanted  to  giro  the  money 
back  because  he  would  not  be  a  black 
sheep  more  than  the  othe^,  and  would 
rather  give  the  bread  than  receive  money 
for  it?  How  can  any  Judge  or  magis- 
trate pretend  that  he  was  compelled  by 
others  not  to  deal  with  the  police  ?  It 
was  not  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  these 
magistrates  if,  when  they  tried  the 
Caatlemartyr  case,  they  had  before  them 
the  judgment  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  the  case  of  Sullivan  the  blacksmith. 
That  judgment  declared  that  it  was 
necessary  to  prove  in  these  cases  that 
oompaleion  had  been  exercised  upon 
Othera.  It  was  a  warning  and  direction 
to  them,  and  to  every  other  magistrate 
in  Ireland,  that  no  conviction  for  con- 
spiracy could  be  fonnd  unless  compulsion 
was  proved.  They  ignored  that  judg- 
ment. They  trampled  upon  it,  and  they 
disgraced  even  the  tainted  Bench  of 
which  they  are  members.  And  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  nevertheless,  has 
declared  to-night  that  these  men  are  to 
be  continued  in  their  places  toderidethe 
judgments  of  Buperior  Courts,  and  to 
oppress  and  imprison  innocent,  helple'ss, 
and  inoffensive  men.  I,  for  my  part, 
am  scarcely  sorry  for  it,  and  I  should 
not  be  sorry  if  they  were  promoted  and 
included  in  the  next  batch  of  C.  B.'s, 
because  it  is  owing  to  their  scandals  and 
illegal  acts  that  the  Oovemment  will  be 
eventually  overthrown.  The  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  the  Castle- 
martyr  case  miss  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon.  Now,  this  Act  was  applied  to 
the  flouDty  of  Loath  in  order  to  entrap 
TOI-.  OCOXXVII.  |_TmaD  bbeieb.") 


Mr.  Dillon.  He  is  as  ready  as  any  man 
in  thie  House,  or  in  the  world,  to  faov 
the  consequences  of  his  acta  under  any 
law  that  the  Government  may  devise; 
We  do  not  complain  of  this.  What  we 
do  complain  of  is  that  the  Government 
thought  nothing  of  abolishing  the 
dearest  interests  of  100,000  people  in  an 
Irish  county — a  most  crimeless  county, 
against  which  not  even  the  shadow  of  a 
case  has  been  made  out— for  the  sole 
and  simple  purpose  of  imprisoning  one 
man,  and  placing  a  gag  upon  the  lips  of 
one  man,  whose  voice  they  fear  when  it 
is  addressed  to  the  English  people.  If 
Mr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Tullyallan  was 
sufficient,  why  did  they  give  in  evidence 
against  him  the  speech  of  another  hon. 
Gentleman  which  was  not  made  the  sub- 
ject  of  a  charge  ?  They  gave  in  evidence 
a  speech  made  two  years  ago,  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  passed,  and  a  speech 
for  which  he  had  ^ready  been  tried  by 
a  carefully  selected  jury  and  not  con- 
victed, and  that  in  contravention  of  a 
pledge  that  no  such  step  should  be 
taken  under  the  Coercion  Act.  Hr. 
Dillon  was  charged  with  taking  part  in 
an  unlawful  conspiracy  to  compel  and 
induce  others  to  commit  an  offence.  Why 
were  not  some  of  those  with  whom  he 
joined  identified  and  placed  in  the  dock 
with  him?  If  the  Government  were 
honest  in  their  desire  to  keep  down 
crime  in  Ireland  they  would  welcome 
the  speeches  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  of  others. 
Hr.  Dillon's  speech  at  Tullyallen  was 
the  most  powerful  protest  against  crime 
which  ever  proceeded  from  the  lips  of  a 
public  man.  When  Mr.  Dillon  said  that 
the  lives  of  traitors  would  be  an  un- 
happy one,  he  meant  it  in  the  same 
sense  in  which  the  lives  of  blacklegs 
and  thieves  would  be  unhappy.  The 
unhappiness  was  the  nnbappiness  of 
those  who  aot  against  the  interests  of 
the  people  and  against  the  public  wel- 
fare. Why  was  he  sentenced  to  six 
months' imprisonment?  Because,  as  the 
magistrate  said,  he  was  a  man  of  power. 
But  what  a  sad  commentary  is  that  upon 
the  spirit  of  your  rule.  The  same  thing 
which  makes  a  man  a  leader  if  he  is 
bom  in  England  makes  him  a  prisoner 
if  he  is  born  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Dillon 
took  his  case  to  the  County  Court ;  but 
the  Judge,  aoting  upon  the  instructions 
of  the  Government  to  refuse  facilities  as 
far  as  possible  for  the  effectuation  of 
jostioe,  refused   to  make  the  ordw  in 
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suoh  a  form  as  to  enable  it  to  be  re- 
▼ieved.  The  County  Court  Judge  wh.o 
sent  Ut.  Dillon  to  prison  was  appointed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  is  as  zealoua 
a  partizan  as  any  man  in  Ireland.  Such 
is  the  oourse  of  prooedure,  absurd  and 
illegal  as  it  is,  and  suoh  are  the  funo- 
tionariea  by  whose  proourement  M.T. 
Dillon  has  heen  sent  to  priaan  and 
others  have  been  subjected  by  a  Oo- 
TerumeDt  irho  profess  to  desire  the  oon- 
ciliatioQ  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  the 
loss  of  liberty.  They  hare  been,  as  it 
the  case  with  some  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
assaulted  by  warders,  stripped  of  their 
clothes  in  gaol,  allowed  to  stand  naked 
for  hours  together,  clothed  in  the  garb 
of  the  criminal,  tortured  on  the  plank 
bed  by  deprivation  of  sleep,  shut  up  in 
holes,  and  starved  on  bread  and  water 
for  days  and  weeks  for  refusal  to  per- 
form Uie  meaneat  tasks  associated  with 
otiminale.  Such  is  the  record  of  one 
year  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  auch  being 
the  reoord  of  one  year  of  the  Act,  how 
long  do  you  think  the  Act  wilt  endure  ? 
It  will  last  as  long  as  its  authors  last — 
perhaps  so  long — but  certainly  not  one 
day  longer.  And  how  long  will  they 
last  ?  Two  years  ago  they  went  into  the 
Lobby  with  a  majority  of  140.  Will 
they  pretend  that  they  have  that  majo- 
rity now  ?  The  answer  is  often  given. 
It  began  at  Burnley  a  good  long  time 
ago,  and  it  has  continued  in  many  oon- 
Btituenoies.  It  was  given  the  other  day 
with  crushing  emphasis  at  Southampton, 
and  it  was  delivered  laat  night  in  un- 
mistakable terms  by  the  Member  for 
Ayrshire.  The  Ministry  does  not  de- 
pend on  the  Tory  Party.  They  do  not 
constitute  one-half  the  House,  and  they 
have  not  even  the  power  to  issue  a  Writ 
for  filling  up  a  seat.  The  real  authors 
of  the  Ooeroion  Act  and  its  efhoient 
gaardiaiu  are  to  be  found  on  this  aide 
of  the  House  in  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party.  The  Ooeroion  Act  could  never 
have  been  eoaoted,  and  without  them 
and  without  their  favour  it  could  not 
last  a  single  day.  What  la  the  position 
of  the  Liberal  Unionists  7  They  have 
been  compared  to  a  criminal  in  a  oon- 
deBined  cell.  The  compariaon  was  in 
several  eenaes  moat  apposite,  because 
they  may  while  they  stay  here  drag  out 
an  unhappy  kind  of  life.  They  will 
stay  hers  aa  long  aa  they  can,  but  when 
the  day  comes  which  obliges  them  to  go 
forth,  that  day  will  mark  their  doom.' 
Jlr.StsUm 


The  Liberal  Unionists  in  this  Hoaae 
enjoy  a  kind  of  life,  bat  what  is  to 
become  of  them  in  the  country?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Ifember  for  Rossendale 
(the  Uarqueas  of  Hartington)  puts  on 
the  airs  of  a  Party  Leader ;  but  can  he 
return  a  Member  for  any  seat  in  Great 
Britain  ?  Nay,  more,  is  there  a  seat  in 
Qreat  Britain  at  the  present  moment 
where,  if  a  contest  occurred,  a  published 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  would  not  en- 
sure the  defeat  of  the  candidate  whom  ho 
favoured  ?  The  Liberal  Unionist  Party, 
so  far  as  concerns  the  public  life  of  tUa 
country,  is  nothing  more  than  a  mouldy 
relic.  It  ia  oSenaive  to  every  sense,  and 
the  only  remedy  is  to  bury  it  on  the  first 
available  occasion.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Kosaendale  is  the  head  of  it, 
and  the  hou.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  is  one  of  the  Joints 
of  its  deoompDsing  tail.  Suoh  is  the 
moral  condition  of  the  authority  of  the 
Qovemment  and  their  Confederates. 
What  is  our  position  f  At  the  Qeneral 
Election,  a  few  years  ago,  youleft  us  two- 
thirds  of  the  seats  without  a  contest  and 
without  even  nominating  a  candidate, 
and  for  every  conteat  that  took  place  in 
the  other  third,  we  von  against  you  a 
greater  relative  majority  than  that  by 
which  the  power  of  the  Qovernmeut  was 
sustained.  Our  moral  and  elective 
authority  ia  increasing  every  day,  while 
yours  ia  decreasing  and  is  on  the  wane. 
But  you  have  a  majority  here  to-night; 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  can  be  de- 
feated, jour  votes  will  defeat  him ;  but 
what  respect  will  your  votes  command  ? 
The  day  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  come.  He 
need  not  ask  the  Semovablea  opposite 
to  state  a  case  for  him,  for  he  has  ap- 
pealed to  what  is  happily  the  final  court 
of  his  country — the  conscience  of  the 
people.  We  believe  that  the  British 
public,  or  the  greater  part  of  it,  are 
weary  of  the  cruel  use  of  this  Act  and  of 
its  corrupt  adminiatration,  and  their 
abhorrence  of  it  will  burst  out  into  a 
moral  insurrection  when  they  find  that 
under  it  a  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
at  the  instigation  of  a  faction,  can  become 
the  gaoler  of  &  man  more  powerful  in 
Ireland  than  the  Chief  Secretary  is  in 
England,  more  respected  in  England 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  is  anywhere. 
The  people  of  England  will  appreciate 
the  UBS  to  vhicb  the  Act  is  being  put ; 
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and,  tot  my  part,  I  make  no  doubt  that  if 
to-morroir  the  gaoler  and  the  priBoner 
should  appear  together  before  a  free  and 
open  aBsemblj,  not  of  the  olaaees,  but  of 
the  fair-minded  Britiih  people,  who  hate 
all  tyranny  and  abominate  all  meanneea, 
the  gaoler  in  his  new  red  gown  as  Doctor 
of  Coercion  Law,  and  John  Dillon,  in 
convict's  garb — I  make  no  doubt  tiiat 
public  approval  and  public  welcome 
would  be  given  not  to  the  Minister  who 
has  made  himself  the  willing  instrument 
to  the  ^ed  and  revenge  of  a  class,  bat 
to  the  Representative  who  forfeited  his 
liberty  and  is  risking  his  very  life  in 
what  is  to  him— and  what  ought  to  be 
to  him — the  most  worthy,  the  most 
sacred  cause  upon  tbis  esrth — the  oause 
of  the  homes  and  the  liberties  of  hia 
people. 

Question  put. 
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Fuller,  O.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Uaabelt,  C.  O.  Uilnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
QiU,  T.  P. 

Gladstone  ,Tt.  tin.W.  E. 
Oladalone,  H.  J. 
Qouriey,  E,  T. 
Graluim,  B.  0. 
Qiey,  Sir  E. 
GroTo,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gully.  W.  0. 
Halfume,  E  B. 
Hanbury-^IYtuiy,  hon. 

F.B.A. 
Harcoort,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  a.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  G. 

HaydMi,  L.  P. 
Harne,  C.  Seale* 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
HoweU,  G. 
UoyU,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
Illing worth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Jamee,  hon.  W.  E. 
Joioey,  J. 
Jordui,  J. 
Eay-Shattleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenor,  VL  3. 
Kilbnda,  D. 
Idiboucbeie,  H. 
Lalor,  B. 
l4mB,  W.  J. 
I«waon,  Sir  W. 
UtWM}n,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  3. 
Leake,  B. 
Lafarre,  right  hon.  Q. 

J.  8. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
LyeU,  L. 

Uacdonald,  W.  A. 
Uaelunee,  M, 
UaoNeiU,  J.  Q.  5. 
U.' Arthur,  A. 
M'Anhur,  W.A. 
U'Uartsn,  U. 
H'Carthy,  i 
M'Carthy,  J.  H. 
U'Donald,  P. 
U'Donald,  Dr.  B. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenn*,  Sir  J.  N. 

^7,% 


M-Lagan,  P. 
U'lAren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P 
Maitland.  W.  F. 
Happin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Ut^um,  E.  M. 
Uayne,  T. 
Heniiea,  B.  8. 
MoUoy,  B.  0. 
Hontaga,  S. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  Q; 

O. 
Morgan,  O.  V, 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Unndella,   right  hoQ. 

A.  J. 
Unrphy,  W.  M. 
Nevilla,  E. 
Newnea,  Q. 
Nolan,  ColonelJ.  P. 
Nolan,  3. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J, 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  3. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty.  J.  B. 
0' Gorman  Wahon,  The 
O'HaDloD,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Eeeffe,  F.  A. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  H. 
Parker,  G.  8. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M.. 
Peaw,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
Piokengill,  E.  H. 
PiotoQ,  J.  A. 
Pinkarton,  J. 
Playlair,    right   hon. 

&r  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Portman,  hon.  B.  B. 
Potter.  T.  B. 
PoweU,  W.  B.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  E. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priettlev,  B. 
Pronnd,  A.  D. 
Pngh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,T. 
Eandell,  D. 
Bathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  B. 
BedmoDd,  W.  H.  E. 
Beed,  Sir  E.  3. 
Eeid,  E.  T. 
fiendel,  S. 
Beynolds,  W.  J. 
Biohard,  H. 
Boberta,  J. 
BoberU,  J.  B. 
Bobertson,  B. 
Eobinson,  T. 
Bob,  T. 

BoBooe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Bowlanda,  J. 
Bcwlandi,  V.  B. 
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Bowntree,  S. 
RoHell,  Sir  G. 
Samnelson,  Sii  B. 
SamuaUoQ,  Q.B. 
Schvum.  0.  E. 
Bezton,  T. 
Sh&T,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
8h«U,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  J. 


tOagg.J 
Smith,  i 


Smitb, 

Bp«i)cer,  bon.  0. 
StAck,  J. 
Stanhope,  hoD.  P.  J. 
SUnaf eld,  right  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stovenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 
Storey,  8. 
Stuart,  J. 
Bullivan,  D. 
SdIUtui,  T.  D. 
Bummers,  W. 
Bntherlaad,  A. 
Swinbame,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  0.  H.  M. 
Tanner,  0.  E. 


Thomas,  A. 
Thomu,  D.  A. 
TreTeljao,  right  hon. 

Sir  a.  0. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
WaUaoe,B. 
Wardle,H. 
Warmington,  0.  U. 
Watt,H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  8. 
WiU,  J.  B. 
WilliBms,  A.  J. 
Willi  am>on,  J. 
Williamion,  S. 
Wilaon,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson.  I. 

Winterbotbam,  A.  B. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 

THLLBRS. 

Marjoribanlcs,  rt.  hon. 
Uorley,  A. 
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Fnlton,  J.  F. 


Ainalie,  W.  G. 
Aitd,  J. 

Allsopp,  hoD.  Q. 
ABsopp,  boo.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstrather,  Colonel  B. 

H.  L. 
Anttruther,  E.  T. 
Ashmeod-BartleU,  H. 
Baden>FoweII,  Sir  Or. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  B. 
Baird,  J.  6.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banea,  Major  Q.  E. 
Barclay,  j;  W. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Banes,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H.  8. 
Battler,  a.  C.  T. 
Bartlelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,E. 
Bates,  Sir  S. 
Baumann.'A.  A. 
Bazley- White,  J. 
Beanh,  right  hon.  Blr 

M.  E.  Hiobs- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel.  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  II.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
BentJnok,  rt.  hn.  Q.  6. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bantinok,  W.  G.  O. 
Bereaford,  Lord  0.  W. 

DelaPoer 


BeiheU,     Commander 

G.  a. 

Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddolpb,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeok,  Sir  E. 
BlmideU,Col.  H.  B.  B. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonaor,  H.  0.  0. 
Boord,  T,  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,   Col.  hoa. 

P.O. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Biodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

Broiikfleld,  A  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruoe,  Lord  H. 
Bnrdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Aah.-B. 
BurgUey,  Lord 
Caioe,  W.  8. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Usiq.  of 
Caveadiah,  liord  E, 
Ohamberlun,  rt.  hn,  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H . 
Churir^ftOD,  S. 
CbnrcUU,  rt  hn.  Lord 

K.H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cocbrane-Baillie,  hon. 

0.  W.  A,  N. 


Collin  K[s,  J. 
Colomb,  Sir  3.  0.  R. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  0. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Coortney,  L,  H. 
Cranbome,  Viecoont 
Cross.  E.  8. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Orossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  bon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Corzoo,  Tiscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalpymple,  Sir  C. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawoay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Db  Cobain,  B.  S.  W. 
DeLiBle,E.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  E. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  Q. 
Dimsdale,  ^roQ  B. 
Diion, G. 

Diion-Eartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  B.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E, 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,   right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Yisoonnt 
Edwards-Mosa,  T.  G. 
Egerton,  bon.  A.  J.  P. 
EKerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Eloho,  Lord 
Elliot,  Sir  Q. 
EUiot,  hon.  A.  K.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H,  F,  H. 
ElUot,  O.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  0. 1. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquhanon,  E.  B. 
Feilden,  Lt  -Gen.  B.  J. 
Fellowca,  A.  E 
Fergnason,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Elelden,  T. 
Finoh,  G.  H. 
Finlaj,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitcgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz William,  hon.  W. 

E.  W. 
Fitzwilliam,  bon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz  •  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Tisconnt 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  B.  N. 
Pnwer,  General  O.  C. 
Fry,  L. 


Qathome-Eardy,  hoa. 

A.E. 
Gathoms-Eardy,  hon. 

J.  8. 
Gedge,  8. 
Gent-Davie,  E. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
OuldsDiid,  Sir  J. 
Goldswortby,    Major' 

Oenoral  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  Q.  J. 
Granby,  Marqnesa  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greenall,  Sir  Q. 
Qreene,  E. 
Qrimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gnoter,  Colonel  E. 
Ourdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halaey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  0.  J.  T. 
Eamiltcm,  right  boo. 

LordG.  F. 
UamiltoD,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  B. 
Hamley.Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbnry,  B.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
HardosaUe,  B. 
HardouUe,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heatboote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Eaaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  rij 


Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Harmon-Hodge,  B.  T. 
Harvey,  Lord  P. 
Hfll,  right  hon.  Lord 

HiU,  Colonel  E.  S. 
EiIl,A.  S. 
Eoare,  B.  B. 
Boare,  S. 
Hobhoose,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Honldsworth,   Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Eoworth,  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 
Habbard,  hon.  E. 
flnghes.  Colonel  E. 
Eughea.HaUett,  OoL 

F.O. 
Eolss,  E.  H. 
Hnnt,  P.  8. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  a. 

__  .X:.oogle 
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IWBcs,L-  H. 
luacsoD,  P.  W. 
Jacbion,  W.  L. 
JamM,  rt.  hon.  Sir  E 
Jardine,  Sir  B. 
JarviB,  A.  W. 
JeffrevB,  A.  F. 
Jemungs,  L.  J. 
JohiutoD,  W. 
EftUy,  J.  B. 
KeimawSi^Sir  J.  U. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  O.  T 


P&rluintinlary  {Jum 

Uonison,  W. 
Moas,K. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Howbrav,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  E. 
Mowbrav,  B.  O.  C. 
UuthoU^d,  H.  L. 
Mnneatter,  Lord 
Mantz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
NohU,  W. 
Noma,  B.  S. 


Eeoyon  -  Sbuuf,  QoL  Northoote,    hon. 

W.  H.  8. 

Ker,  E.  W.  B.  Norton,  E. 

Koran^  F.  H,  O'NoiJl,  hon.  B.  T. 

Kimbo',  H.  Paget,  Sir  B.  H. 

King,  H.  3.  Parker,  hon.  F. 

SnatchbuU-HagMMn,  Pearoe,  Sir  W. 

"  *"  Pelly,  Sir  L. 


H.T. 
Snightley,  Sir  B. 
Enowlea,  h, 
Kynooh,  Q. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambeit,  0. 
lAurie,  Colonel  B.  P. 
lAwranco,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sic  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrenoe,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Leohmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
L«ea,  E. 
Legh.  T.  W. 
Ldghton,  ° 


Penton,  Captain  F.  1. 

Plunkat,     TiB;tit    hon, 
D.B. 

Pluniott,  hon.  J.  W. 

Pomfrot,  W,  P. 

PowaU.  F.  8. 

Price,  Captain  O.  E, 

Poleaton,  Sir  J.  fl. 

Ouilter,  W.  0. 

Baikea,  rt.  hoa.  H.  0. 

Bankin,  J. 

Baach,  Major  P.  0. 

Bead,  H.  B. 

Kchardaon,  T, 
Lannoz,  Lord  W.  0,     Eidley,  Sir  M.  W, 

Gordon-  Rilohio,  right  hon.  0. 

Lethbridge,  Sir  B. 


Lswis,  Sir  C.  E. 
LewiWm,  right  boo. 
Visconot 


Eohertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
GohertoOD,J.  P.  B. 
HobioBon,  B. 
ItoUit,  Sir  A.  E. 
Boss,  A.  H. 
Eothichild,  BaroQ   F. 

J.  de 
Bound,  J. 
Boyden,  T.  B. 
RosmII,  Sir  G. 


Lowther,  hon.  "Vf. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
LymingtoQ,  Viacount 

Uacartner,  W.  G,  E. ,  „„  „, 

Uacdanald,  right  hon.     Ruuall|  T.  w! 

J.H.A.  Sandys.  Lt-CoI.T.M. 

Mackintodi,  0.  F.  BaonderKm,  Col,  E.  J. 

Uaelean,  F.  W,  SeUar,  A.  C. 

M«l«*n.  J-  M.  Selwin-Ibbotaon,  right 

UaclDre,  J.  W.  hon.  Sir  H  J. 

M'Calmont,  Captain  J.    Selwyn,  Captwn  0.  W, 
Madden,  D,  H.  Seton-Karr,  H. 

Makina,  Colonel  W.T.    Shaw-Stowart,  M.  H. 
«...„..   D  Sidebotham,  J.  W. 

Sidebottom,  T.  H. 

Bidebottom,  W, 

Sinclair,  W.  P. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Smith,  A. 

Spencer,  J.  E. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  B 

Stanley,  E.  J. 

Stephens,  H.  C. 

Stewart,  M.  J. 

Stokea,  G.  G. 

Sutherland,  T. 

Swstenham,  B. 


Maple,  J.  B. 

Marriott,     right  hon- 

Sir  W.  T. 
Maakslyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
UatthewB,  right  hon. 

H. 
UattinsoG,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  B.  C, 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hoQ.  C.  W. 
Hilvain,  T. 
More,  B.  J. 
Morgan,  hoD.  F. 


Sykos,U. 
l^bot,J 


J.G. 


Wolmar,  Viiooant 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  0,  B.  Stoart- 
Wright,  H.  8. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  B.  A. 
Toong,  a  E.  B. 
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Tapling,  T.  K,  Wharton,  J.  L, 

Taylor,  F.  Whitley,  E. 

Temple,  Sir  B.  Wbitmore.  0.  A. 

Theobald,  J.  Wiggin,  H. 

Thorbom,  W.  Willikma,  J.  Powell. 

Tollemache,  H.  J,  Wilson,  Sir  8. 

TomUnion,  W.  E.  M.    Winn,  hoo.  R. 

Townsend,  F,  —  -  -  "   - 

Trotter,  Col,  H.  J. 

Tyler,  Sir  H,  W, 

VeraoD,  hon.  G.  B. 

Vincont,  C,  E.  H. 

Walah,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 

Waring,  Colonel  T. 

Walaon,  J. 

Webster,  Sir  E.  B. 

Webater,  E,  G. 

West,  Colonel  W.  C. 

Woymoalh,  Viscoont 

PARLIAMENTARY      FRANCHISE      (EX- 
TENSION TO  WOMES)  BILL. 

{Barui  Simidale,  Mr.  Woodall,  Sir  Rabtrt 
Fmultr,  Sir  William  MouUtwerlA,  Sir  Albirt 
Sollit,  Ur.  UHngviorth,  Mr.  Uaeluri,  Mr. 
Slaniftid,  Dr.  Camtrint.) 

I^BILL   11.]       BECOITD  RElDIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
on  Friday." 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  asked  Mr. 
Speaker  if,  under  the  Besolution  the 
House  had  that  day  passed,  the  suspea- 
sion  of  the  Eule  closing  debate  at  mid- 
night only  applied  to  the  debate  just 
concluded,  and  then,  seeing  that  1  a'olook 
was  passed,  should  not  &fr.  Speaker, 
under  the  One  o'clock  Bule,  at  once 
vacate  the  Chair  without  Motion  put,  the 
remaining  Orders  of  the  Day  standing 
over  until  the  next  day's  Sitting? 

Mk.  8PE&KEB  said,  the  House 
pasaed  a  Resolution  providing  that  the 
debate  on  a  particular  Motion  should 
not  be  interrupted  at  12  o'clock,  and  at 
the  termination  of  the  proceedings  for 
which  such  provision  vas  made  the 
operation  of  the  usual  Bule,  until  then 
suspended,  began. 

Mb.T.  U.  HEALY  said,  be  submitted, 
simply  for  ruling,  and  not  as  argument, 
that  it  was  only  in  regard  to  a  particular 
Motion  leave  was  given,  and  that  then 
tbe  One  o'clock  Bule  remained  absolute. 

Ma.  8FEAKEB  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  bon.  and  learned  Member  that 
tbe  Bule  to  wbicb  he  alluded  bad  refer- 
ence to  Morning  Sittings. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Second  Beading  dtftrrid  till  Fridey, 
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for  the  purpose  of  forcing  through  tnoh 
a  measure.  He  added  one  more  to  the 
manj  protests  he  had  made  against 
these  Bills  being  taken  at  an  hoar  when 
many  hon.  Members  interested  were 
absent,  haying  had  no  intimation  that 
such  Businew  would  be  brought  on. 
When  there  was  such  an  ontcry  against 
the  waste  of  public  money,  it  was  more 
than  erei  the  duty  of  hon.  Members  to 
diaouBs  these  financial  items;  but  the 
Qovemment  took  upon  tbemselres  time 
after  time  to  endeavour  to  aneak  throagh 
some  measure  of  the  kind,  always  ready 
with  the  excuse  that,  like  the  baby  in 
the  MiJikipmm  £at]/  stoij,  "  It  waa  such 
a  little  one."  But  by  a  little  at  a  time 
they  managed  to  get  through  a  great 
deal  of  money,  and  speaking  in  all 
solemn  earnestness,  ana  oertain  that 
many  Members  shared  his  viaw,  he  de- 
clared it  highly  improper  to  pass  im- 
portant Money  Bills  at  that  late  hour 
without  some  protest  against  such  dia- 
oieditsble  mancsurres  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  GoTomment. 

Thb  SEOHETAEY  to  thm  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jaosson)  (Leeds,  N.),said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  a  little  hard  upon 
him. 

Db.  IANNEB:  No;  sevei  hard  on 
you, 

Mb.  JAOESON  aaid,  it  would  be  very 
much  more  to  his  satisGaotion  if  he  were 
able  to  bring  on  these  Bills  earlier. 
But  the  hon.  Member  waa  under  some 
misapprehension,  this  was  no  question 
of  proposing  a  Tote  of  money ;  the  Bill 
merely  gave  effect  to  a  Yote  the  House 
had  already  passed.  The  House  had 
voted  the  money  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Beaolutian  this  Bill  was  introdtioed. 
Therefore,  he  hoped  the  doubts  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  dispelled,  and 
he  might  rest  assured  that  whenever  an 
opportunity  offered  of  bringing  on  these 
Bills  earlier  it  should  be  taken  advantage 
of. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (LonKford,  N.) 
said,  the  practice  of  setting  down  Go- 
vemmont  Orders  on  a  private  Members' 
day  was  quite  an  innovation.  To  the 
Bill  in  its  present  stage  he  had  no 
objection,  and  ha  was  quite  sure  h^ 
hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  his  ofiposi- 
tiou,  but  a  protest  against  this  insidious 
practice  of  the  Government  waa  not  out 
of  place.  Already  the  Government  had 
acquired  a  large  proportion  of  the  time 


COCNTT  C0T7KTB  aMILAND)  BILL. 

(JTr.   T.  M.  Emly,   Mr.   CUncg,  Mr.    Chanat, 

Mr.  MaurUt  Bialy.) 

[bill   166.]      SSOOKD  SBADina. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  if  the 
Government  pioposea  to  offer  opposition 
to  the  Bill  f 

Tm  SOLIOITOB  GENEBAL  Foa 
IBELAMD  (Mr.  Masdsn)  (Dublin  Hni- 
versity)  said,  he  would  not  say  that 
ultimately  the  Government  would  object 
to  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  ask  that  the 
eeoond  reading  should  be  postponed  to 
next  week. 

Second  Beading  dtftrrai  till  Monday 
next. 

0ON8OLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Ctartnty,  Mr.  CImKiUvT  of  tht  gte/uquer, 

Mr.  Jatixm.) 

TBIBO  KBAQIRa. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Jaekien.) 

Ds.  TANNEB  (Oork  Co.,  Mid)  said 
although  the  hour  was  late,  he  certainly 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  who  invariably  made  a  cour- 
teous response  to  any  request  addressed 
to  him,  should  offer  some  explanation 
of  the  Bill  and  why  the  country  had  to 
pay  this  amount  of  money.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the 
arrangement  of  Government  Business 
would  do  wisely  if  he  brought  on  these 
Money  Bills  at  a  time  when  some  dis- 
cussion would  be  possible  for  the  public 
benefit,  and  not  after  a  tedious  sitting 
and  a  suooession  of  long  speeches  to 
which  Members  of  the  Government  had 
lately  contributed.  It  was  not  be- 
coming that  large  sums  of  money  should 
be  voted  away  and  not  a  word  said  as  to 
why  they  were  granted.  Let  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  were  public  servants, 
explain  to  the  publio  why  they  asked 
for  the  money;  and  if  any  points  re- 
quired dtBOUBsion  let  them  be  debated, 
seeing  that  the  suspension  of  the  Rule 
allowed  the  sitting  to  be  prolonged  ad 
infinitum,  though,  for  his  own  part,  he 
was  averse  to  a  sitting  being  prolonged 


1421 


Conioliilalti 


{June  26,  16881 


Ftttii  (m.  2)  Sill.       1422 


usually  allotted  to  private  Kembera.  and 
were  about  to  ask  for  more ;  but  not 
content  witli  their  luge  powers,  they  eet 
down  theae  Billa  on  Tueadaj.  On  auch 
a  practice  the  House  ehould  look  with 
great  jealouaj,  and  hon.  Members  should 
preserve  to  themselTes  such  shreda  of  the 
public  time  aa  thny  yet  retained.  He 
took  the  opportuni^  of  acknowledging 
the  correction  of  Mr.  Speaker  on  the 
point  of  Order  he  raised  earlier. 

Bis  EOBEIIT  FOWLEE  (London), 
said,  the  rule  by  which  these  Bills  were 
taken  at  any  hour  of  the  night  originated 
in  1870,  and  under  an  authority  that  hon. 
Members  oppoaite  should  respect — that 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 

Me.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
bume)  said,  a  word  of  protest  was  due 
from  an  English  Member,  for  it  would 
not  be  quite  seemly  to  leave  a  protest  of 
this  kind — first,  against  the  impropriety 
of  taking  Money  Bills  at  so  late  an  hour, 
and,  secondly,  against  the  monopoly  of 
private  Members'  time  by  the  Govern- 
ment—-entirely  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Friends  from  Ireland.  He  only  now 
wished  to  emphasize  the  proteat  he  and 
othera  had  made  on  previoue  occasions, 
that  it  might  not  be  aaid  they  had  leas 
regard  for  the  interests  of  the  country 
than  hon.  Gentlemen  who  came  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Obannel.  Ae  to  the 
usual  tu  quoquf  of  the  worthy  alderman, 
it  mattered  not  a  straw  whether  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  or  any  one  elae,  who  in 
1870  laid  down  any  Eule  of  the  kind. 
Many  thinga  had  happened  since  then, 
ideas  had  changed,  and  Members  of  the 
advanced  Democratic  Farty  said,  no 
matter  who  passed  the  Bulo,  it  was  a 
monstrous  injustice  to  the  people  and  a 
scandal  to  the  House  that  public  money 
should  be  voted  at  such  an  hour. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  withdraw  his  oppo- 
aition.  It  was  a  growing  habit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  ask  for  a  Yote 
of  many  millions  on  account,  promising 
Members  that  there  should  tie  oppor- 
tunity for  full  diecussion  when  the  Votes 
oame  on.  But  what  did  thia  amount 
toT  The  other  night  afforded  an  ex- 
ample. The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  "W.  H. 
Smith)  interrupted  a  debate  of  great 
interest,  after  it  had  proceeded  for  an 


hour  and  a-half,  by  moving  the  closure. 
Then  the  House  waa  asked  to  pass  the 
stages  of  the  Bill  at  any  hour  quite  aa  a 
matter  of  form.  He  hoped  the  protest 
would  be  aufficient  t«  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  postpone  the  Bill  to  a  Govern- 
ment  day. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONWOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  the  Bill  provided  for  the 
advance  of  aome  £5.600,000  sterling  for 
Consolidated  Fund  purposes,  and  it  also 
gave  the  Government  power  of  borrow- 
ing that  amount.  But  the  limit  of  inte- 
rest to  which  the  Government  was  tied 
was  5  per  cent.  Now,  inaamuch  as  the 
Government  had  been  pluming  itself  on 
the  ability  to  borrow  at  leas  than  3  per 
cent,  and  had  converted  3  per  Cents  into 
2}  per  Cent  Consols,  it  struck  one  at 
first  sight,  in  the  absence  of  any  expla- 
nation, that  it  was  rather  a  strange  thing 
that  for  this  comparatively  small  sum 
the  Government  should  take  power  to 
pay  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  on  advanoea 
in  connection  with  this  particular  Bill. 
Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  explain  that  apparent 
anomaly? 

Me.  JACKSON  said,  it  waa  only  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  Houae  he  could 
speak  again.  No  change,  so  f ar  aa  the 
Bill  was  concerned,  was  made  as  com- 
pared with  its  predecessors,  and,  aa 
formerly,  it  included  the  power  of  bor- 
rowing money  if  neoeasary ;  and  upon 
the  possibility  of  borrowing  being  necea- 
aary,  it  was  always  usual  to  insert  the 
maximum  rate  of  interest,  5  per  cent. 
But,  as  the  hou.  Member  knew,  the  Go- 
vernment could  borrow  money  at  much 
leas  than  that  rate ;  the  last  Treasury 
Bills,  he  believed,  were  granted  at  a 
trifle  over  I  per  cent. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then, 
why  insert  5  ? 

Mb.  JAOKSON  aaid,  it  was  a  purely 
arbitrary  figure  inserted,  beyond  which 
the  Treasury  might  not  go ;  but  there 
was  not  the  least  intention  of  giving  6 
per  cent,  or  anything  like  it. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  he  hoped  opposition 
would  not  be  persisted  in  to  what  waa  a 
purely  formal  measure.  It  was  too  late 
to  raise  the  questiona  ae  to  the  expendi- 
ture involved  in  a  Ways  and  Means  Bill. 
He  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
aaid  about  taking  Votes  at  a  late  hour. 
The  Civil  Service  Votes  ware  in  a  state 
of  arrear,  for  which  he  believed  there 
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was  no  precedeDt  in  recent  years.  But 
this  being  a  purely  formal  etags,  the 
Oovernment  mightin  f aim ogb claim  that 
the  third  reading  Bhould  be  taken  nov. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottiugbam,  Buab- 
cliffe)  Baid,  he  was  glad  to  hear  tbeee 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  as 
to  the  cooditioQ  of  Supply,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon,  Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  couvey  to  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury the  strong  view  that  was  entertained 
that  very  soon  the  House  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  fairly  considering 
Totes  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Ub.  JACKSON  said,  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  would  very  soon  have  that  oppor- 
tunity. 

Mk.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  he 
had  listened  to  the  conversation,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  they  were  rather  being 
taken  advantage  of  lu  being  detained 
until  half-past  1  o'clock,  when  they 
ought  to  have  gone  home  when  the  de- 
bate of  the  night  closed ;  and  to  put  his 
protest  into  form,  he  moved  that  the  de- 
bate be  Bdjournsd. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  Biggar.) 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  said, 
he  seconded  that  Motion.  In  addition 
to  the  obaorvations  offered  in  the  first 
instance  against  proceeding  with  the 
Bill,  now  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr. 
1.  M.  Healy)  had  drawn  attention  to  the 

gractice  of  putting  down  Qovemment 
ills  on  private  Members'  nights,  and 
reprobated  that  objectionable  practice. 
Then  he  learned,  from  the  course  of 
the  dieouaaion,  that  this  was  merely  a 
formal  measure,  and  since  that  was  the 
oaae,  and    there    was    an    objection  on 

Erinciple  to  its  being  taken  on  a  private 
[embers'  ni^ht,  the  Government  might 
generously  yield  the  point,  and  defer  the 
Bill  to  Thursday.  The  result  would  be 
no  injury  would  be  done,  while  there 
would  be  an  admission  tbat  the  practice 
was  a  novel  one,  and  it  might  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  pledge  that  the  Government 
would  not  persist  in  the  evil  practice. 

Me.  E.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  desired  to  join  in  the  appeal. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
move,  "  That  the  Queation  be  now  put." 

Me.  speaker  not  assenting, 
Mr.  Senrg  S.  Fowler 


Mb.  E.  BOBERTSON,  oontinuiDg, 
said,  it  was  said  this  was  a  purely 
formal  Motion,  and  on  that  ground  they 
were  sppealed  to  to  withdraw  opposi- 
tion. But  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  any  proceeding  of  the  House  was 
purely  formal.  It  was  the  right  of  any 
Member  to  rise  upon  any  proposal  ood- 
nected  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Houae.  If  the  hon.  Member  persisted 
with  his  Motion  ho  would  go  with  him 
into  the  Lobby. 

Mb.  JAGKBON  said,  he  did  not  think 
he  should  be  consulting  the  convenience 
of  the  House  if  he  entered  at  that  hour 
into  an  unseemly  wrangle.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had  rightly  described  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  as  formal ;  but  it  was,  unforta- 
nately,  one  of  those  formal  stages  neces- 
sary to  pass  before  the  Government 
could  UBe  the  money.  He  would  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  postponement 
of  these  matters  placed  the  Government 
in  a  very  awkward  position  for  carrying 
on  the  Service  of  the  ouuntry.  The  Bill 
had  been  down  on  the  Orders  for  some 
time — be  would  be  extremely  sorry  to 
use  words  that  might  give  offence  to  any 
hon.  Member  —  but  everybody  must 
dearly  understand  that  this  purely  for* 
mal  Motion,  supported  by  his  right  hon. 
Fredeceesor  in  Office  from  the  other  side, 
was,  notwithstanding  this  appeal,  op> 
posed— this  formal  third  reading  stage 
of  a  Money  Bill,  necessary  for  carrying 
on  the  Business  of  the  country — was 
opposed  simply  for  the  sake  of  pntdng 
the  Government  in  a  difficulty.  [An 
hon.  Mbubeb  :  The  nov^ty  of  the 
practice!]  There  was  no  novelty  in  the 
practice  of  putting  down  a  Bill  founded 
on  a  Besolution  in  Ways  and  Means, 
and  necessary  to  provide  money  for 
the  Service  of  the  country,  day  by 
day,  for  successive  stages.  He  was 
speaking  in  the  hearing  of  those  who 
bad  knowledge  of  the  ueual  prac- 
tice. However,  having  regard  to  those 
who  had  long  been  sitting  in  the  House, 
and  the  officers  of  the  House,  be  would 
not  resist  the  Motion  which  had  been 
made.  But  he  hoped  the  House  would 
understand  the  reason  why  he  assented  to 
it  was,  because  opposition  bad  been  most 
unreasonably  raised  to  a  purely  formal 
Motion. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  said,  before  the 
Motion  was  agreed  to,  he  should  like  to 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  thought  proper 
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to  give  an  answer  to  a  very  reasonable 
Question  put  to  him  earl;  in  the  day  as 
to  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday,  the  Qo- 
vemment  might  have  met  with  a  very 
different  reception  from  below  the  Gang- 
way. He  put  a  Question  to  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  Friday's  Business,  and 
instead  of  receiving  the  information  he 
nonght,  he  was  not  even  told  if  there 
would  be  a  Uoming  Sitting  or  not. 
Therefore,  to  say  that  a  formal  st^^ 
had  been  refused  merely  to  spite  ue 
Govemment,  when,  on  their  part,  the 
Government  refused  to  answer  a  most 
respectful  Question,  was  to  make  a  com- 
plaint that  rsciprocity  was  not  all  on 
one  side.  The  hon.  Gentleman  probably 
was  wise  in  terminating  an  unpleasant 
controversy  by  postponing  the  Bill, 
though,  80  far  as  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
was  personally  concerned,  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  accede  to  the  request 
to  pass  the  Bill,  and  had  said  as  much, 
but  let  it  be  understood  that  complaints 
of  want  ol  courtesy  did  not  rest  entirely 
with  the  Government. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  a  word  in  de- 
fenoe  of  his  right  hon.  Frisnd,  who  was 
absent.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  doing  his  right  hon.  Friend  an  in- 
justice. He  could  not  answer  the  Ques- 
tion when  it  was  put  to  him,  simply 
bscause  the  Order  of  Business  was  not 
then  settled,  and  could  not  be  settled 
until  to-morrow.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  hie  right  hon.  Friend  to  give 
the  information. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  said  his  Question 
was  whether  there  would  be  a  Morning 
Sitting. 

Mr.  JAOKSON  said,  not  even  that  was 
settled,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber should  know  between  this  and 
Thursday.  There  was  not  the  least 
desire  to  be  diecourteons,  and  no  one 
was  more  desirous  to  avoid  that,  and  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  House,  than  his 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  the  fact  was,  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  give  the  infor- 
mation asked  for. 

SiK  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  it  was 
in  no  spirit  of  factious  opposition  that 
hon.  Members  on  that  aide  had  acted 
in  regard  to  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Government  Business  was 
conducted  in  a  remarkably  loose  way,  if 
they  were  unable  to  say  on    Tuesday 


what  Business  they  proposed  to  take  on 
the  Thursday  and  Friday.  Equally  ej- 
traordinary  was  the  statement  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  countiy 
would  be  eeriously  interfered  with  if 
the  final  stage  of  a  Money  Bill  waa 
postponed  for  46  hours. 

Question  put,  and  agrMd  to. 

Debate  a^'oumed  till' Thursday. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wtdntiday,  27th  Jun4,  1888. 
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ORDERS   OF   TBS  DAT. 


CHANNEL  TUNNEL    (ESPEBIJIENTAL 

WORKS)  BILL.— {*y  Ordtr.) 

SSCOKS  BSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

SiH  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe), 
in  moving  the  second  reading,  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  promoted  by  600  or  700 
genUemen  ana  a  few  ladies.  Among 
the  number  were  Members  of  that 
House  and  Members  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  together  with  representa- 
tives of  the  great  staple  induatrieB  and 
commerce  of  the  country.  He  wished 
they  could  have  had  upon  the  present 
occasion    a    more    effective    advocate. 


:y  Google 


Uil 


C^nntl  Itannei 


{COkMONS)     (^i^ptrimmtat  Wor%,)  Bill.  1428 


There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  letter 
and  pamphlet  writing  on  the  subject,  and 
a  coniiderable  amount  of  mieoonception 
and  miarepresentation  in  regard  to  it. 
Only  that  morning  there  was  an  article 
in  The  Timei  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
particular  attention.  It  contained  one 
of  the  most  glaring  miastatementa  he 
ever  remembered  to  have  rood.  The 
article  said — 

"  We  ire  promlaed  >  great  lnerea«e  of  tntda  if 
««  coDltrnot  ft  Tannel  &nd  >Toid  the  breaking 
of  bulk;  but  the  Taot  ii  jadiGioualf  igoored  that 
bulk  will  haieto  be  broken  alt  the  ume.  beoaun 
Ibe  ContineDtal  railvar  gtage  ii  different   from 

In  regard  to  that  statement,  he  could 
onl;  say  that  the  carriage  of  His  Bojal 
Highnesa  the  Prince  of  Wales,  built 
in  England  on  the  English  gauge,  bad 
trarelled  all  over  Europe  without  break 
of  gauge,  except  in  regard  to  one  part 
of  it.  Scientifically  speaking,  no  doubt 
the  English  gauge  of  4  feet  8}  inches  was 
not  the  ^auge  of  France,  Germany, 
Italy,  and  Austria,  where  they  used  a 
decimal  system  of  measurement,  and 
there  might  be  a  hair's  breadth  of  dif- 
ference between  the  gauge  of  England 
and  on  the  Continent.  The  only  excep- 
tion to  that  substantial  continuity  was 
to  be  found  in  Busaia,  where,  un- 
doubtedly, there  was  a  different  gauge, 
and  goods  sent  to  Bussia  had  to  be 
broken  in  bulk.  He  had  now  to  return 
his  thanks  to  the  Leader  of  the  House 
for  having  given  that  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  what  he  ventured  to  think 
wasone  of  the  most  important  questions 
that  could  be  discussed  in  the  industrial 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt, 
would  have  given  a  better  day,  if  it  could 
in  any  way  have  been  conceded;  but  hehad 
been  good  enough  to  say  that  the  ques- 
tion, BO  far  as  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  concerned,  would  be  treated 
as  an  open  question,  and  not  as  one  in 
regard  to  which  every  Supporter  of  the 
Government  must  of  necessity  vote  the 
same  way.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  carried  the 
rod  for  the  benefit  of  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side,  would  kindly  bear  that 
declaration  in  mind,  and  not  attempt  to 
put  any  pressure  on  the  ordinary  Sup- 


of  the  Government,  but  would 


m  this  matter  respect  the  just  wishes  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House-    He  thought 
iS»-  Mward  Watkin 


he  might,  in  return  for  the  kindnees  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  call  on  the 
Leader  of  the  House  to  express  his 
sentiments  and  views  in  regaJ^  to  the 
construction  of  a  Tunnel  under  the 
Channel.  Undoubtedly,  in  past  times, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  much 
in  favour  of  such  a  means  of  communi- 
cation; and,  undoubtedly,  also,  when  a 
Member  of  the  Governments  of  Lord 
Derby  and  Lord  BeaconsGeld,  he  was 
the  medium  of  communications  with 
France,  intended,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
unite  the  two  countries  on  the  question. 
He  did  not  think  he  would  be  contra- 
dicted by  anybody  when  he  said  that 
the  Government  of  the  Liberal  Party 
and  of  the  Tory  Party  each  coincided  in 
conducting  negotiations  which  led  to  a 
complete  arrangement  between  the  two 
countries  in  favour  of  the  construction 
of  the  Tunnel,  and  led  further  to  the 
drawing  np  of  a  Convention  conducted 
on  the  part  of  England  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Great  Yarmouth  (Sir  Henry 
Tyler)  and  others ;  and  on  the  part  of 
France  by  certain  Commissioners,  vbich 
Convention  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
Houee  in  1876.  The  question  before 
the  House  was  hardly  a  question  whe- 
ther there  ought  to  be  a  Tunnel  under 
the  Channel  or  not.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  was  to  enable  the  experi- 
ments, which  had  so  far  been  successful, 
to  be  continued,  but  it  contained  also, 
he  admitted,  provisions  under  which,  if 
the  experiments  were  successful  throngh- 
out,  the  Government  of  the  day,  and  the 
Government  of  the  day  only,  should 
have  power  to  decide  whether  the  ex- 
perimental works  should  be  widened 
into  permanent  works,  and  the  Tunnel 
be  completed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
have  those  clauses  struck  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  confine  the  measure  simply 
to  the  continuance  of  the  experimonts, 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  make 
no  objection,  although  they  would 
regret  it.  They  would  regret  it  because 
it  had  always  been  thought  that  a  great 
work  of  this  kind,  even  it  were  con- 
ducted in  the  first  instance  by  private 
enterprize,  ought  to  become  a  National 
work.  It  had  never  been  believed 
by  those  for  whom  he  spoke  that 
a  great  structure  of  this  kind  should  be 
possessed  by  private  persons,  and,  there- 
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fore,  there  had  been  an  endeavour  in 
drawing  the  Bill  to  facilitate  future 
arrangementB  which  might  be  considered 
the  moat  salutary  to  the  country.  With 
regard  to  experiments,  be  would  remind 
hon.  Members  that  on  two  or  three  pre- 
vious occasions  the  House  had  dalt- 
beratelj,  hy  enactment,  aanctioaed  the 
proaecutioQ  of  experiments  in  order  to 
show  whether  a  Channel  Tunnel  could 
be  made  or  not.  Therefore,  he  was  ask- 
ing the  House  to  sanction  no  new  legis- 
lation, but  merely  to  enable  a  numoer 
of  private  individuals,  who  had  done  the 
publio  service  by  devoting  their  time 
and  money  to  an  attempt  to  solve  the 
question,  to  provide,  as  a  joint  stock 
company,  further  money,  with  a  view  of 
solving  the  question  whether  the  Tunnel 
could  bemadeornot.  The  article  he  had 
quoted  from  T!u  Timw  of  that  morning 
spoke  very  doubtfully  as  to  whether  the 
continui^  of  the  stratum  through  which 
the  Tunnel  would  have  to  pass  was  an 
ascertained  fact.  Now,  the  measures  were 
in  the  same  position  and  of  the  same 
thickness  on  both  sides  of  the  Ohannel, 
and  if  any  doubt  existed  as  to  the  rea- 
sonable proof  of  continuity,  he  thought 
that  would  be  an  argument  for  allowing 
the  experiments  to  proceed.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
French  Tunnel  Company,  who  held  a 
Charter  under  the  French  Gx)vernment, 
had  made  about  ll,OOOBonndiagBof  the 
Ohannel,  and  if  there  had  been  any 
fault  or  any  breach  of  continuity  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  Channel,  the 
geological  presumption  was  that  that 
fanlt  would  have  been  discovered.  The 
position  of  the  matter  at  present  was 
this — a  Convention  had  been  made  with 
the  French,  but  that  Oonvention  had 
either  been  suspended  or,  ai  the  French 
asserted,  broken  on  our  side,  although 
the  French  had  laid  out  their  money 
on  the  solemn  assurance  that  this 
country  would  allow  similar  works  to  be 
constructed  on  the  English  side  of  the 
Channel-  On  the  French  eide  £60,000 
had  been  expended  on  works  on  the 
faith  of  the  experiment  being  allowed ; 
but,  of  course,  the  works  were  at  a  stand- 
Still,  and  no  interest  could  be  paid  on 
the  capital  invested.  No  doubt  they  felt 
aggrieved,  and  perhaps  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Ftesident  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  rejdying  to  him,  would 
kindly  sav  what  Her  Uaiestv's  Govern- 
ment int 


great  sacrifices  which  had  been  made 
by  the  house  ofBotbschild  and  others  in 
reference  to  the  experiments, 

Mb.  HOWAEDTINOENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  On  the  French  side  ? 

Sia  EDWARD  WATKIN:  Tea.  On 
this  side  about  £60,000  had  been  ex- 
pended ;  but  the  expenditure  had  been 
useless,  for  they  were  interdicted  from 
making  one  single  turn  of  the  boring 
machine  without  the  permission  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  work  on  the  two 
sides  had  been  carried  altogether  for 
about  2^  miles  ;  so  that  about  one-tenth 
of  the  distance  had  been  experimented 
upon.  They  did  not  propose  to  ask 
anyone  to  subscribe  capital  for  a  perma- 
nent Tunnel  until  it  was  proved  to  de- 
monstration that  the  work  could  bo  done. 
Therefore,  they  desired  tohave  adrift-way 
out  from  one  aide  of  the  Channel  to  the 
other.  He  did  not  think  that  even  that 
"  small  hole,"  asit  had  been  called,  would 
be  useless,  because  it  might  beutilizedfor 
ths  passage  of  telegraph  wires,  and  the 
transmission  of  Her  Majesty's  mails,  to 
the  great  advantage  and  profit  of  the 
country,  even  if  the  Qovernment  of  the 
day  did  not  think  it  desirable  to  con- 
struct a  complete  Tunnel  through  which 
passengers,  baggage,  and  all  kinds  of 
material  oould  pass.  That  being  their 
object — namely,  to  complete  the  drift- 
way, and,  therefore,  reader  it  certain,  or 
abscdutely  uncertain,  that  the  Tunnsl 
could  be  made,  the  period  of  suspension 
inQic ted  upon  them,  uajustly  and  need- 
lessly, as  they  believed,  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  had  not  been  entirely  lost.  They 
had  made  experiments  in  regard  to 
ventilation,  as  to  the  kind  of  carriages  to 
be  used,  also  in  respect  of  the  electrio 
lighting  of  the  Tunnel,  and  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  trains,  whether  con- 
taining gooda  or  passengers,  could  bo 
lifted  up  from  the  Tunnel  to  the  level  of 
the  surface  of  the  ground.  They  had 
invented  a  locomotive  to  work  by  com- 
pressed air,  and  it  had  been  a  great 
success.  The  present  arrangements 
seemed  to  be  mure  costly  than  steam  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  fauod  that 
it  could  be  done  at  a  moderate  iDorease 
of  cost  oompared  with  the  cost  of  pro- 
pulsion by  steam.  That  locomotive 
would  do  exactly  what  the  Tunnel  ma- 
chine did  when  it  was  worked.  Com- 
pressed air  was  used  at  a  pressure  of 
about  20  lbs.  to  the  souare  inch,  and,  as 
gine  moved, 


the  comprsBsed  air  oame  out  Bgain,  thus 
dieposii)^  of  all  tbe  nonsenBe  whiclihad 
been  uttered  about  the  ventilation  of 
the  Tunnel.  In  regard  to  lighting  the 
Tunnel,  they  had  taken  the  advice  of  the 
late  Sir  William  Biemena,  undoubtedly 
a  very  high  authority,  and  improving  on 
that  advice,  they  prepared  a  scheme  by 
which  the  Tuqd^  could  be  admirably 
lighted ;  in  fact,  made  as  light  as  day. 
The  trainB  would  be  lifted  to  theBurface 
by  hydraulic  power.  He  oame  now  to 
the  military  objections  to  this  Tunnel, 
and  he  had  something  to  say  about  those 
objections.  He  proposed  to  answer  one 
soldier  by  another  soldier.  The  proposal, 
he  repeated,  was  to  lift  the  tram  bodily 
from  the  Tunnel  level  to  the  ground 
level,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  about 
that,  as,  with  the  hydraulic  system,  they 
might  lift  almost  anything  they  pleased. 
That  would  shorten  the  length  of  the 
Tunnel  and  place  the  carriages  on  tbe 
upper  level  sooner  than  by  any  other 
means.  TJuder  those  ciroumstanoea  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  notion  of  pouring 
millions  of  men  through  the  Tunnel  from 
all  parts  of  Europe  rather  fell  to  tbe 
ground.  That  was  the  general  position 
and  the  general  intention  of  the  pro- 
moters. The  real  question  that  day  was 
whether  tbey  were  to  have  their  most 
reasonable  request  granted,  and  be 
allowed  to  continue  these  experiments. 
He  must  say  that  he  was  astonished  at 
any  Hember  of  a  Department,  or  of  an 
intelligent  Qovernment,  interfering  with 
scientific  experiments  of  this  hind, 
especially  in  connection  with  a  country 
like  this,  where  every  ascertained  fact 
was  turned  by  merchants  and  traders 
into  money.  If  the  experimental  works 
bad  not  been  stopped  about  five  years 
ago  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  they  would 
have  been  completed  in  time  to  have 
allowed  the  placing  of  a  likeness  of  Her 
Uajeaty  in  toe  centre  of  the  Tunnel  and 
in  time  to  take  possession  of  that  part 
which  vas  under  the  aea  for  the  British 
Empire  in  the  year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Jubiloe.  The  responsibility  of  not 
doing  so  was  not  theirs,  but  that  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Simple-minded 
pe^Ie  had  an  idea  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  waa  intended  to  protect  enter- 
prize,  and  not  to  obstruct  it.  He  had 
already  spoken  of  the  right  hon.  Oeutle- 
man  die  Leader  of  the  House,  but 
he  could  quote  the  names  of  a  great 
many  personages  who  had  been,  and 
Sir  Edward  Walkin 


many  of  whom  still  were,  in  favoar  of 
tbe  oonstruotioa  of  thia  Tunnel.  At  the 
head  of  the  list  waa  the  late  Prince 
Oonsort.  He  knew  it  had  been  denied, 
or  doubted,  that  the  Prince  Consort 
ever  expressed  himself  as  in  favour  of 
the  construction  of  the  Tunnel,  and 
therefore  he  had  obtained  a  public 
document  which  had  been  published  ia 
English,  French,  Qerman,  Italian,  and 
Spanish,  and  circulated  in  1867,  the 
year  of  the  great  French  Exhibition, 
which  gave  a  history  by  the  French. 
Tunnel  Projectors  of  the  initiation  of 
the  enterprize,  in  which  approval  of  the 
scheme  was  expressed  by  the  Prince 
Consort.  The  late  Mr.  Cobden  waa 
also  in  favour  of  it,  and  spoke  of  the 
oonstruotion  of  a  submarine  Tunnel  as 
the  best  means  of  securing  a  tme 
alliance  between  the  two  oountriea. 
He  thought  that  England  would  become 
isolated,  and  more  and  more  restricted 
in  regard  to  that  continuity  of  transit 
which  existed  almost  throughout  Europe. 
The  book  ha  quoted  contained  this  pas- 
sage— 

"  Tha  flnt  time  tbftt  ws  h>d  lb*  oppoTtnaitj 
of  talking  to  Lord  Pilmenton  on  tha  inbJMt  of 
the  Sabmarine  Tnnnet,  w*  foond  him  at  Bnt 
rather  oloia.  '  What !  you  prutend  to  aak  ni  to 
oontribule  lo  a  work  the  objeoc  of  whieh  ii  to 
■bortcD  a  diitanoe  which  ws  find  already  toe 
abort!'  We  eipresaed  to  bim  our  with  to  talk 
of  it  to  Prince  Albert  io  bi>  preienoe,  and  to  that 
he  very  kindljr  eonwDted.  The  Prince  Coniort 
had  sapported  tbie  projwt  with  traly  entbaaiaitie 
■ympalhf.  Hii  reoeplion,  thererorc,  wu  most 
kind.  Ub  enlernd  into  GOnTersalion,  in  which  tbe 
Prince  nnfolded  all  tbe  adranlagee  which  hi>  ele- 
Tated  mind  foresaw  for  England  in  thecrealion  of 
a  road  lo  tbe  Conltaent.  Lord  Paimenton,  wiib- 
oat  loting  that  petfecll;  coartcoui  tone  which  waa 
bsbitnal  witli  bim,  made,  howcTer.  a  remaik  to 
tha  Prince  wiiich  wni  lerj  rode  at  tiolloni — '  Tou 
would  think  quite  differently  if  jon  bad  been 
born  in  tbli  itland.'  Wa  were  onraeliea  parfeotlf 
atnpeSad  with  thia  noeipeoted  apoatropba.  To 
make  Prineo  Albert,  whoao  Idtb  of  the  eoantrj 
of  hia  adoption  wu  well  known,  feel  that  he 
WM  a  foreigner,  wai  shocking  to  us,  and  we 
felt  deeply  hurt.  Soioo  days  after  we  went  lo 
exonse  onrtalraa  with  tbe  Prince  Consort 
for  baling  been  the  cause  of  thii  dis- 
graceful incident.  The  Prince  appeared  not 
to  have  been  offended,  and  told  ua  that  he 
bad  received  (hat  innocent  d.irt  as  one  of  the  fre- 
quent snilies  in  which  Fam  dealt.  Then  he 
added,  that  be  had  said  a  few  words  ahoat  the 
Submarine  Tunnel  to  the  Queen.  Her  Hsjestj 
had  been  graciouily  pteiaed  to  answer  bim  in 
Cheio  words—'  Tou  maj  tell  the  French  engineer 
that  if  he  can  nccompiish  it,  I  will  giro  bim  mj 
bleasin^  in  mj  own  namo,  and  in  the  name  of  all 
the  ladies  of  EDgland.'  Lord  Palmerston  knew 
thia,  and  whether  it  worked  a  auddan  ohaage  in 
hia  tbougbia,  oonsidcTlog  it  m  (nihlio  opinion,  or 
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wbelhsr  ha  wii  reallr  not  to  ditposed  to  mil-  ' 
t>D(ie  M  he  h^  kppamred  to  b*.  b«  imid  frankly 
en*  STeuing  it  >  DnmiroBi  pirty,  at  wbieb  tbo 
Tnnnpl  w»  ipokaa  about — '  Tbii  projeot  nill  be 
oarriad  out,  beoauM  it  i>  raipactable,  aail  beoauae 
it  ia  raroiirad  bf  all  tbe  ladiea  of  Englnnd.'  On 
hie  aid*  Richard  Cobdea  aaid^at  a  publio  meatiag — 
'Iconiider  tba  Sabmarlna  Tonnal  aa  tba  tms 
trcb  of  allianoe  betwmn  the  two  countries.'  " 

He  imagined  that  the  late  Lord  Derby 
waa  no  mean  authority  vith  hon.  Qentlo- 
men  opposito  as  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  Well,  Lord  Derby  muat  have 
believed  that  this  was  an  enterpriise 
vhich  ought  not  to  be  discourged,  and 
oould  hare  had  no  belief  in  the  scare  ia 
regard  to  it  which  distraoted  tbe  minda 
of  other  personB.  Therefore  he  iano- 
tioned  the  convention  vith  France.  Tbe 
notion  of  oonnec  ting  England  and  France 
together  by  a  Tunnel  originated  in  this 
way — 57  Members  of  Parliament,  an 
Archbishop,  and  a  great  many  mer- 
ohants.  traders,  lawyers,  and  scientific 
men  sent  a  memorial  to  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  asking  him  to  consent  to 
suoh  an  undertaking.  The  Tunnel  was 
thus  initiated  on  this  side  of  the  water, 
and  if  ever  it  were  made,  as  he  believed 
it  would  be  made  to  the  great  advan- 
tage both  of  England,  France,  and  every 
civilized  nation,  the  credit  would  be  due 
to  Lord  Siohard  Orosvenor,  as  he  was 
known  in  that  House,  or  Lord  Btal- 
bridge,  as  he  was  known  in  the  other 
House ;  and  also,  whatever  their  pre- 
sent opinions  might  be,  to  the  house  of 
Bothaohild.  There  had  been  plenty  of 
supporters  of  the  Tunnel,  and  many 
opinions  in  favour  of  its  construction 
expressed  on  the  part  of  leading  persona 
in  this  country  with  regard  to  it.  The 
newspapers  also  were,  at  no  distant  date, 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  construction  of 
the  Tunnel.  He  would  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  a  very  remark- 
able man,  the  late  Sir  Uoaes  Montefiore, 
who  died  in  1B6S,  at  the  age  of  101. 
In  18S:2,  Sir  Moses  Montefiore  wrote 
this  letter  to  him — 

"Tbereoalptand  peruial  of  roar  eateemsd  note 
hag  aSbrdgd  me  great  pleatora.  Id  thanking  f  on, 
vbich  1  do  moat  hrarlil;,  for  foar  kind  othr  to 
■cooDipanf  me  on  a  riait  to  the  worka  of  tbe 
Obannet  Tunnel,  I  regret  to  aay  that  the  aUte  of 
mj  boalth  la  auob  oa  to  preglnda  tba  poiaibUitT 
Of  mr  aTaillng  mjirlt  at  preaent  of  the  bonoar 
fon  bare  moat  kindlj  propoted  to  oonrer  on  me  ; 
hat  1  do  not  giie  up  the  hope  of  attending  ita 
ebriataniag,  and  of  hearing  hia  Qrace  tbe  Aroh- 
bilhop  of  Canterborj  name  it.  I  am  one  of  thote 
who  think  that  everji 
tibannel  Tann«l  undouCtedly  h 


In  an  article  on  September  llth,  1673, 
Th4  Ttmtt  said— 

"  On  oar  aide  of  the  Channel  eTerftbtng  that 
oontrihutet  to  the  daTelopment  oF  Freoeli  coin- 
meroe,  or  that  addi  to  the  stake  held  by  the 
Franeh  nation  in  the  friendly  rivalry  in  nhiob 
there  are  no  vanquiabed,  will  be  regnrded  with 
feelings  of  nnmiied  aatiafaocion.  An  improTa> 
ment  which  brings  Paris  SO  minulea  nearer  to 
pa  will  probably  induce  many  Engliihmen  to  ga 
twioe  where  they  go  onoe  under  tbe  eiisting  con- 
diliona,  and  a  submarine  railway  or  a  harbour  in 
connection  with  ■  line  of  steamers  warranted  to 
prevent  aea  siekneae,  would  tnks  traTelleraaoroai 
on  pretexts  as  alight  as  those  whioh  now  bring 
(he  rasidents  in  the  Proiincea  to  , spend  31  boura 
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Scotland,  and  far  more  accessible  than  Ireland, 
would  be  to  have  the  entmtt  cotdiaU  on  anch 
oonditiona  of  mutonl  lalisfaotion  and  advantage 
that  it  la  difflentt  to  eoneeive  the  eircamatanees 
under  which  they  conld  ba  broken  down." 

On  Deoember  8th,  1874,  7%«  T^'nM  again 
referred  in  approving  words  to  the 
Tunnel,  and  spoke  in  high  terms  of  the 
ezcellence  of  the  project.  On  the  30th 
of  January,  1875,  Iht  Timet  said — 

"The  project  or  a  Channel  Tunnel  has  now 
been  flnslly  sanctioned  by  the  GoTernmentl  of 
Great  Britain  and  France.  In  France  some 
diSloutty  nroae  from  the  Ijiw  of  1S11.  which  re- 
quired that  the  project  shonld  be  declared  'of 
public  utility  '  before  hq  ofilclnl  concession  in  its 
lavour  coutd  be  deSnillve,  and  not  merely  con- 
tingent ;  but,  as  our  Paris  correspondent  stated 
yeaterday,  tbe  diSlauit]'  has  been  orercome,  and 
thia  formality  will  have  been  completed  beroro 
the  passing  of  the  BlU  wbieb  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  baa  laid  before  the  Aaaembly.  A 
deapatch,  dalad  Jaouary  26,  intimated  the  con- 
sent of  the  Engliah  Goiarnmant  to  the  proposed 
arraDgemeDts,  subject  to  certain  eonditions — 
among  otberi,  that  the  right  to  suipead  Irafflc 
on  war  being  imminent  sliali  bean  eipress  article 
of  the  agreement,  and  that  the  exercise  of  this 
right  shall  be  msda  no  ground  for  claiming  Indem- 
nity. The  Freccb  Government  has  assented  ;  but 
thinks  it  just  that  a  term  of  extension  equal  to 
snob  saspenaion  of  traffic  should  be  given  to  the 
99  years' con cesaion  and  the  30  years'  monopoly. 
Seventy-three  Chambers  of  Commeree  have  been 
consulted,  and  all  approve,  twenty-seven  of  these 
demanding,  however,  thai  there  should  he  no  in- 
definite  monopoly,  hut  that  the  State  should  have 
power  to  purchaae,  and  that  a  tariff  of  maximum 
rales  should  be  fixed.  Whaterer  may  be  tba 
practical  result  of  thia  great  enlorpriie — and  ve 
wish  it  all  succeaa— it  will  always  remain  an 
honourable  example  of  paraevering  scientifio 
effort  and  of  international  co-operation  for  tba 
ooinmon  good," 

He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
more  than  he  oould  help,  but  be  wanted 
to  show  the  Government  and  the  House 
that  as  far  as  the  newspapen!  were  con* 
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oerned,  they  wero  at  tho  time  in  favour 
of  tlie  enterprize.  It  may  be  eoid  there 
bad  been  a  change  of  opinion,  hut  he 
was  afraid  there  had  only  heen  a  change 
of  editors.  T/u  Daily  Tdegraph  on  the 
2nd  December,  186S,  said — 

"  No  guirantee  ii  Bikad,  ir,  u  th«se  threa 
Engliahmen  and  alio  one  Tarjr  loientiBo  French 
engineer  firmly  beliefe,  the  Tunnel  ie  feaiibla. 
We  bava  not  forgattea  Ihat,  atone  ainang  hi) 
Colleaingg,  Mr.  Glndilone,  &•  Chancetlor  of  the 
Eiohequer,  wai  diapoteJ  to  giie  a  GoTernment 
£aiinintea  la  the  tnlrtpretteurt  of  tbe  Atlaollo 
Uftbla." 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  afraid  that 
!■  a  mietake. 

Sra  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  informad  bim  that 
It  was  a  mistake  about  the  guarantee. 
Tha  Daily  Ntw*  of  the  2nd  January, 
187S,  BDoke  farourabtyof  the  project, 
and  said — 


to  the  oammeraial  And 

■ides.  It  oblileratei  the  Channel,  ai  far  u  tC 
hinder!  direct  oommDnication  ;  jet  keepi  it  inlaot 
for  nil  ihoie  adfintages  of  UTerjnee  from  the 
politioal  eompliaationa  of  the  Continent,  which  no 
generation  hae  more  thoroughly  appreoiated  than 
our  own.  The  eammercinl  adiantagea  of  the 
oommaniaation  mutt  necoHarilT  ba  bejond  all 
caloutation.  A  link  between  the  liro  ahjef 
oapitali  of  Weatern  Europe  whioh  would  annei 
our  railwaj  ijietem  to  the  whole  of  the  railwaje  of 
the  Continent  would  praoticallf  widen  the  world 
to  pleatore  and   travel,  and  eTerjr  kind  of  enter- 

Siie.  The  300,000  IniTellen  who  orois  the 
lannel  everj  year  would  probablj  beoome 
3,000.000  \t  tbe  tea  were  praotioallj  taken  out  of 
the  waj  by  a  lafe  and  quick  aommnnioation  under 
it.  The  journej  to  Paris  would  be  Torj  little 
tnore  than  that  from  London  to  LiTerpool.  It  l>, 
howoTfr,  quite  needles*  to  enlarge  on  tliese 
tkdTanlagei.  The  Chanoel  Tunnel  ii  tbe  crown- 
ing enterpriia  of  an  age  of  fast  engineering  workt. 
Its  aoeompliahment  is  to  be  desired  from   everj 

Cint  ol  liew  ;  and,  should  it  be  lueoesiful,  it  will 
as  bencBoent  in  its  result)  a)  the  other  groat 
triumph)  of  the  aoience  of  our  time." 

H«  now  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
regard  to  the  military  objections.  The 
hoD.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley),  who  was  a  Member  of  that 
House,  wished  to  have  spoken  upon  the 
question  last  year,  and  intended  to  fallow 
the  Secretary  to  tbe  Board  of  Trade.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  a  Division  was 
taken  somewhat  suddenly,  at  tbe  request 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  The  request  was  a  rea- 
sonable one,  and  was  therefore  oomplied 
with.  The  n«t  day  the  hon.  and 
Sir  Mward  WaOdn 


[COMUONSI     {ExptrimmUl  Witrh)  Bitt.  14S6 

gallant  Gentleman,  who  had  heeo  on* 
able  to  take  part  in  the  debate,  wrote  a 
letter  to  7^  2\mM,  and  he  (Sir  £.  Wa^in) 
took  it  for  granted  that  the  objections 
stated  in  that  letter  were  the  objections 
of  that  section  of  the  military  classes  who 
apposed  th«  oonstraation  of  the  Tunnel 
as  being  dangerous  to  the  State.  The 
objectionB  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman were  similar  to  those  that  were 
put  forward  on  a  previous  occasion  by 
tbe  Under  Secretary  to  the  Oolonies, 
then  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms),  but  his  argu- 
ments were  demolished  in  three  words 
by  the  Obairman  of  Committees,  who 
spoke  of  them  as  a  "  combination  of 
bogeyism  and  fogeyism."  The  gallant 
general  said — 

"  I  will  now  take  the  other  eaea.  I  will  Mp- 
pote  that  an  inTaaioo  should  take  place  alter  the 
making  of  the  Tunnel — that  is  to  saj,  when  tbara 
is  a  great  highwey  between  Franea  and  England, 
the  posHBiion  ofboth  ends  of  which  would  raDder 
the  invader  independent  of  the  sea.  Of  coarse, 
we  hear  It  insiited  on  that  we  eonld  alwaja  pre- 
Teat  the  enemj  from  using  the  Tnaoel,  either  bj 
partiallr  or  completelT  deslrojiog  it  Now,  that 
a  work  of  tbisestensire  character,  involiing  such 
an  amount  of  labour  and  such  eipendilura,  should 
be  absolulelf  and  permanently  destroyed,  postiblr 
on  a  ftlee  alarm,  is  "hat  1  rehise  to  believe.  I  do 
□at  believe  that  sbarvholderi  wonM  be  found  to 
join  in  an  undertaking  that  might  be  liable  to  >aoh 
a  oatastrophe.  I,  therefore,  diim its  the  question 
ofeomplets  dettraetioa,  and  asiunie  that  either 
oar  end  of  tbe  Tunnel  would  be  blocked,  or  eome 
partial  destruction  would  be  tveorled  to.  Now. 
there  aie  many  partj  of  our  Sontbern  Coast* 
where  large  fareea  can  be  thrown  on  shore,  under 
cover  of  the  fire  of  their  warships,  anperior  to 
what  we  could  at  the  moment  assemble;  and, 
therefore,  aeanre  of  posseHing  themeelvee  of  a 
certain  area  beyond  the  immediate  landisK  place. 
If  they  were  thus  landed  at  or  near  Dover,  Ihey 
would  aaauredly  seiia  the  mine  of  the  Tunnel  and 
opeo  it,  whether  by  repair  or  otherwise.  Thus  it 
would  be  rendered  available  for  the  enemy,  and 
what  would  we  then  see  t  Night  and  day  a 
■torm  of  troops  and  sullies  would  be  poariBg 
through  the  Tunnel,  possibly  under  the  beeli  of 
our  vietorioue,  but  helpless.  Channel  Fleet.  Now 
in  this  case— and  I  woald  impress  this  point— it 
would  no  longer  be  a  contest  between  twoarmies, 
but  between  tbe  entire  military  raaanroes  of 
Franca  on  the  one  aide,  and  what  we  eonld 
oppose  on  the  other — and  who  could  doubt  tbe 
result,  it  Fraoee  could  bring  all  her  trained 
armies,  all  her  vast  military  establishments,  to 
bear  upon  us  f  And  who  oao  doubt  that  in  the 
Treaty  which  would  ensue,  a  main  article  woolit 
empower  her  to  hold  our  issue  of  the  Tunnel  and 
to  protect  it  by  works  on  the  height)  of  Dover  I 
And  this  tborn  in  our  aide — Id  our  litale — we 
night  nasar  be  rid  of." 

An  hon.  Mkubbr  asked  who  tha 
gallant  Oentleman  referred  to  was  f 
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SiE  EDWARD  WATKIN  :  General 
Sir  Edward  Hamlej. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

8m  EDWAHD  WATKIN  said,  he 
meaat  the  hon.  aad  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley), 
irhose  name  he  had  used  in  anawering 
the  question  instead  of  the  place  ha  re- 
presented. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gene- 
Tftl  had  had  great  experienoe,  and  had 
published  a  book  which  he  hoped  would 
assist  io  the  manufacture  of  man;  excel- 
lent soldiers.  They  knew  that  in  the 
OonTention  concluded  and  laid  before  the 
House  in  1876,  provisioa  was  made  for 
olosing  the  Tunnel  in  the  event  of  war. 
That  point  had  not  been  neglected.  Sir 
Frederick  Bramwell  and  Air.  Brady, 
their  engineers,  and  no  mean  authorities, 
■aid  that  by  a  simple  arrangement  the 
Tunnel  could  be  closed  by  drowning  a 
portion  of  it  in  three  minutes,  while 
it  would  take  three  months  to  pump  the 
water  out  again,  even  if  there  were 
machinery  on  the  spot.  Then,  again, 
they  had  designed  a  machine  by  which 
a  Uinister  of    the  State  or  any   re- 

Sionsible  military  officer  in  any  part  of 
Qglaad,  by  touching  a  button,  could  ex- 
plode a  mine  and  blow  up  the  entrance 
of  the  Tunnel.  They  had,  in  fact,  30 
different  modes  for  closing  or  destroy- 
ing the  Tunnel ;  therefore  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  they  had 
anticipated  aU  these  objections,  and  he 
thought  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  would  devote  hie  atten- 
tion to  what  had  been  proposed  before 
he  wrote  letters  to  newspapers,  it  might 
lead  to  a  better  result.  He  had  said 
that  he  would  answer  one  soldier  by 
another  soldier.  He  would  answer  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Birken- 
head by  quoting  the  opinion  of  a  gallant 
officer  who  had  been  one  of  his  own 
pupils — hemeantColonelHozier.  Every- 
one knew  that  Colonel  Hozier  was  a 
gallant  soldier,  and  that  he  had  had  an 
advantage  which  no  other  officer  had  of 
having  been  the  correspondent  for  The 
Timsi  in  the  war  in  Denmark,  in  the 
ivar  between  Prussia  and  Austria,  and 
in  the  Franco-German  War.  On  each 
occasion  he  had  served  on  the  Staff  of 
the  Grown  Prince,  the  late  Emperor, 
whom  he  described  as  the  noblest  man 
he  em  m^  and  no  one  knew  better 
I  opinions  of  German 
and  many  other 
"  »r  said — 


"  It  has  bean  ftrgncd  lliat,  if  the  Tunnel  ok- 
lited,  we  might  be  defeated  lotnaiihere  elie  and 
be  obliged  to  earrender  it  and  allow  our  enemiei 
to  UM  it  >■  thar  tiksd.  If  we  were  lo  tiaaTilj  di' 
feated  aa  to  hare  to  make  sajr  terma  our  enemiet 
ohoie,  would  cot  the  Brit  demand  ba,  '  Qire  up 
fourNavrf  We  muat  nerer  be  defeated,  but 
keep  up  the  Armj  and  tlaJf  at  eaah  n  atren|;th 
tbat  aueh  a  eontingenaj  oould  not  be  ponaibla. 
Another  objection  ii.  tbat  m  ahail  get  ilaok  in 
the  eniirae  of  time,  and  allow  our  aentriei  to  get 
negligent,  and  aame  one  might  arriTo  and  take 
at:  but  if  oar  aantrias  are  aa  liable  to  be  negli- 
gent, and  our  oatpoeta  to  be  aa  oareleai,  we 
aught  to  be  aniioua  at  the  preaenl  moment, 
WhTihoald  not  Gibraltar  be  aeiied  to-morrow 
by  the  9paniardi  T  Tbo  lentriei  ibere  have  not 
jet  gone  to  aleep.  If  our  aoldiere  are  not  to  be 
trusted,  what  ia  the  good  oF  building  foTtiSca- 
lians  t  Thii  argument  ngninat  the  Tunnel  ia  the 
fnntaatio  idea  of  aome  diaordered  imagiDation." 

He  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  quite  agreed 
with  the  opinion  that  we  must  never  be 
defeated,  and  he  would  go  very  far  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  bota  sides  of  the 
House  in  increasing  our  Army  and 
Navy  in  any  way  that  was  deemed 
necessary.  He  advocated  the  cooatruo- 
tiun  of  Uie  Tunnel,  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  bo  one  of  the  best  means 
of  defence,  and,  at  times,  of  offence, 
which  oould  possibly  be  provided.  It 
was  Colonel  Hozier's  opinion  that  the 
arguments  against  the  Tunnel  were  only 
the  fantastic  idea  of  a  disordered  ima- 
gination. One  ground  on  which  the 
advocates  of  the  Tunnel  relied  was  that 
it  formed  a  second  line  of  supply  in  oase 
the  sea  was  closed  to  us,  and  assuming 
that  we  were  not  at  war  with  France. 
He  would  read  a  few  words  that  were 
uttered  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
the  Member  for  Elaat  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  who  took  such  deep 
interest  in  the  Navy.  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  remembered,  no  doubt,  that 
we  imported  into  this  country  40  per  cent 
of  our  food,  and  all  of  our  raw  material 
except  daz  from  Ireland  and  the  wool 
we  got  from  our  own  sheep ;  and  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  pointed  out  that 
if  England  were  crippled  at  sea,  we 
sboula  be  starved  by  a  nlockade.  Then 
what  we  wanted  was  a  second  line  of 
oommnnication  that  would  enable  us  to 
pour  supplies  into  the  country,  and  re- 
lieve us  from  the  difficulty  caused  by  the 
obstruction  of  our  supply  from  America 
and  other  parts  of  the  world.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  country  that  we  should  have  a 
second  line  of  supply,  and  not  be  alto- 
gether dependent  upon  the  sea.    The 
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construction  of  tha  Channel  Tunnel 
wonld  strengthen  instead  of  weakening 
our  mOitarj  position.  Foreign  Nations 
vould  know  that,  unless  we  happened 
to  be  at  war  with  France,  of  which  he 


thought  there  was  no  probability,  except 
through  our  own  fault,  it  would  bo  im- 
possible to  defsat  us  by  stopping  our 
supplies.  Thorefore,  the  construction  of 
a  Channel  Tunnel  was  a  project  which 
vould  give  us  exactly  that  which  we 
required.  One  contention  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Tunnel  was  that  the  Qo- 
vemments  of  bath  countries,  having 
once  sanctioned  the  undertaking,  neither 
could  honourably  retire.  They  main- 
tained that  it  would  promote  and  secure 
peace  with  France.  What  was  France  ? 
France,  it  should  be  remembered,  was 
not  only  our  nearest  neighbour,  but  our 
best  foreign  customer  save  one.  The 
trade  between  France  and  this  country 
amounted  to  £51,000,000  sterling  per 
annum.  Feopletalkedof  Franoeasif  we 
had  no  interest  in  it  at  all.  In  the  time 
of  Queen  A.nne  an  Act  was  passed, 
declaring  that  trade  with  France  was 
a  common  nuisance,  and  ought  to  be 
abated.  That  seemed  to  be  the  senti- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach).  Those,  how- 
ever, were  not  the  propositions  which 
he  (Sir  Edward  Watiin)  laid  down,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  from  the  Qovemment 
it  they  were  prepared  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  saying  that  we  should 
never  have  under  any  circumstances,  or 
at  any  time,  a  second  means  of  obtaining 
our  supplies  irrespective  of  the  sea.  We 
might  increase  our  Navy  to  any  con- 
ceivable extent ;  but  with  the  cumbrous 
and  untried  ships  we  had,  and  their  im- 
mense weight,  could  anyone  tell  us  that, 
at  any  moment,  a  naval  disaster  might 
not  oripple  the  capacity  of  our  Navy  7 
Then,  would  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
take  the  responsibili^,  before  the  House 
and  the  country,  of  saying  that,  under  no 
circumstances  would  they  ever  sanction 
the  formation  of  a  second  line  of  supply 
in  the  interests  of  our  commerce  and 
our  people  ?  What  was  England  ?  In- 
dustry and  commerce.  Take  away  her 
trade  and  commerce,  and  what  sup- 
port would  there  be  for  her  Forces, 
either  on  land  or  sea?  It  might  be 
said  that  there  was  no  great  outcry 
for  the  Tunnel,  bat  that  was  because 
no  great  agitation  had  ever  been  got 
iSir  Edward  Watkin 


up  in  its  favour,  as  they  believed 
they  would  one  day  find  a  Qovemmeot 
sensible  enough  to  rise  above  all  fear 
and  panic  and  look  to  the  future  from 
a  broad  and  prudent  point  of  view. 
The  beet  national  insurance  we  could 
possibly  have  was  to  provide  a  second 
line  of  communication  independent  of 
the  sea.  As  far  as  foreign  opinion  went, 
the  great  strategist.  Count  Yon  Moltke, 
and  other  German  officers,  had  dis- 
tinctly declared  that  the  idea  of  inva- 
ding England  through  the  Tunnel  was 
perfectly  absurd.  Count  Von  Moltke 
said,  they  might  just  as  well  try  to  in- 
vade England  through  his  library  door. 
The  proposal  was  to  construct  two  single 
lines  of  tunnel,  as  it  was  believed  they 
would  be  in  every  way  better  than  one, 
and  each  would  be  about  the  sise  of  the 
door  of  that  chamber.  Yet  they  were 
told  that  all  the  Queen's  horses  and  all 
the  Queen's  men  would  bo  insufficient 
to  enable  them  to  defend  two  small  holes 
of  that  nature  against  the  enemy.  He 
thought  the  whole  thing  was  absurd 
on  the  face  of  it.  The  late  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Sir  Thomas  Farrer, 
was  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of  the 
Ofaannel  Tunnel,  and  another  official  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr.  Qiffen,  gave 
evidence  before  a  Joint  Oommitee. 
Being  asked,  with  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
and  Lord  Wolseley  that  the  Tunnel 
would  make  it  necessary  to  expend 
£3,000,000  in  turning  Dover  into  a 
first-class  fortress,  be  said — 

"  I  biiTa  lookad  at  the  qnettian  from  that  point 
of  view,  ■Mumine  the  itmtementi  thmt  bire  bMD 
iDkde  bf  1,.ord  Wolieler  and  Ihe  Doke  of  C«ra- 
brldge,  and  otheri,  in  their  mililarj  Rtpotti  on 
the  iDitter  ;  and  vhat  1  ihould  liite  to  put  before 
the  Commiltee  upon  ibnX  lubjeot  ii  with  regard 


which  ii 


:■  farli 


one  of  the  main  pointa  upon  wbloh  Lord 
and  the  Duke  iniiat.  The  expenditue 
of  i3,OOD,O0O  Bterling  would  be  rqai.!  to  ■» 
■nnual  charge  of  £90,000,  and  I  think  tbmt 
would  be  quite  an  inaignifioant  aum  compared 
wiib  the  oommercLai  adianCagea  alone  of  the 
Tunnel,  if  it  anawara  at  all  tha  expeota^ODl 
which  tha  promotera  put  forward,  and  which  I 
think  Co  a  large  extent  are  well  rounded." 

That  was  Mr.  Qiffen's  opinion.  If  they 
had  to  expend  this  mone^  in  the  way 
proposed,  Mr.  Oiffen  said  the  com- 
mercial advantages  that  would  be 
gained  would  be  so  great  that  they 
would  save  money  by  doing  so.  He 
thought  that  Mr.  Qiffen's  opinion  ought 
to  have  some  weight  with  the  Board 
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worlcmen,  vho  waited  upon  him  three  or 
four  years  ago,  that — 

"  He  regarded  the  Tunnel  ii  a  magDifioent 
enterpriie,  knd  one  involTing  the  happiest  effeoti. 
It  wsi  not,  Iharerore,  oa  that  (ids  oF  the  Chaansl 
that  anr  objeDtion  would  be  railed.    Franes  did 

I  Anhon.UEKBEB:  Hear, hoarH  "Hear, 
hear!"  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oen- 
tleman,  and  there  they  had  the  voice 
of  prejudice  at  once.  President  Orevr 
made  use  of  further  expressions  whioa 
were  very  important,  and  which  be 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
if  he  could.    The  words  were — 
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of  Trade.  He  would  like  now  to 
ask  another  question — namely,  why 
the  Goyemmeut  took  upon  themselves 
tlie  responsibility  for  refusing  for  all 
time  to  come,  if  they  oonid,  this  seoond 
line  of  supply?  What  was  the  rea- 
son they  resisted  fulfilling  the  pledges 
which  they,  as  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, gave  through  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  present  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  by  the  in- 
etrnotion  of  Lord  Beooonsfield — whom, 
he  supposed,  was  etill  considered  a 
sagacious  man — and  of  Lord  Derby  ? 
What  was  the  reason  why  they  had  now 
changed  their  front,  and  refused  to  con- 
sent to  this  most  reasonable  proposition  7 
He  would  put  these  points  to  the  Go- 
vernment Even  with  an  increased  Navy, 
as  desired  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(LordOharleeBeresford),  England  might 
be  subjected  to  a  naval  reverse,  even 
although  the  five  men-of-war  and  the 
orniaers  asked  for  by  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  were  provided.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  said,  when  interviewed 
by  TTm  Pall  Mall  Gasetlt— 

"  The;  are  making  a  great  fnn  In  the  Honse  oi 
Commone  aboat  the  deftnaclc«9D0»  of  London, 
Ae.,  and  ae  long  aa  the  Naij  learei  lOmethiDg 
to  be  deairsd  thaj  are  right  in  wiahjng  to 
■trengthen  the  Army  ;  but  1  do,  and  I  ahiill,  in- 
■iat  that  England  matl.  rulo  the  leaB,  if  ihe  ei- 
peeti  to  rule  anjilhing.  In  the  llouw  of  Com - 
mona  four  or  Sre  of  ua  from   the  Uttj   itood 

had  hard  work  to  make  oui'ielTea  lolt  :  but  ii  it 
not  evident  that  were  England  beaten  in  the 
wnCera  whieh  form  her  onlf  frontier,  the  enemr 
would  hiTe  only  to  block  her  food  inppliei  and 
let  her  itarva  t  The;  would  oonqaer  u>  without 
ittiking  a  blow.  England  can  never  be  aarad  bj 
her  Arm;.  Therefore,  as  it  ii  our  lole  hope,  our 
NaT;  must  be  Terf  strong,  Terj  mueh  stronger. 
1  maintain  now,  ai  I  have  alwa;*  maintained, 
that  «s  want  Sie  more  men-of-war  and  S3  more 
oruiian.  Then  we  will  be  safe,  and  not  until 
then." 

No  man  could  say,  as  an  infaUible 
certainty,  that  whatever  the  extent  of 
our  Fleet  we  might  not  be  euhjeoted 
to  naval  reverses.  Then,  why  uiould 
not  Her  Majesty's  Government  seno- 
tion  a  second  line  of  oommnnioatioa 
which  would  prevent  our  being  starved 
if  blockaded?  He  wished  to  know  why 
the  Convention  of  1876  was  to  be  re- 
pudiated ?  No  doubt,  if  it  was  repudi- 
ated it  would  be  from  a  fear  of  France. 
The  late  President  of  France,  M.  Grevy, 
deol"'"»    *"  -   ■* — *-•'■—   "*   n— li-i. 


"  Bat  it  was  not  for  him  to  judge  the  pre-oeau- 
patioui  of  eminent  Engllsbmeo.  It  waa  in 
England  that  the  opposition  eiisted.  They  had 
■ddreued  themialTei  to  the  French  warkman, 
who  were  osrUinlf  in  harmoDf  with  tllem[;  but 
what  influenee  could  thej  exercise  orer  public 
opinion  in  England  f  It  was  for  England  to 
reflect  and  decide.  If  England  thought  isolation 
and  separation  the  best  for  her.  she  waa  the  best 
judge.  This  was  the  only  reply  he  oould  a:iTe  so 
far  aa  the  Tunnel  wai  oonoerned.  No  objection 
would  be  raited  against  it  in  Fraaoe,  It  was 
purely  an  English  question." 

On  this  question  what  did  foreign 
nations  and  our  own  Colonies  say  about 
the  construction  of  the  Tunnel  ?  Why, 
our  Oolonies  were  almost  to  a  man  in 
favour  of  it.  Everybody  in  the  United 
States  laughed  at  our  fears,  and  they 
knew  very  well  that  if  England  be- 
longed to  the  United  States,  which,  per- 
haps, might  be  the  case  eome  day  for 
anything  he  knew,  did  they  think  that 
24  hours  would  elapse  before  they 
hegantoconnectthemselves  with  France? 
He  believed  that  we  ahoold  increase 
our  power  and  our  commerce  by  putting 
aside  our  prejudices.  The  construction 
of  the  Tunnel  was  chiefly  opposed  by 
men  who  had  narrow  naval  or  mili- 
tary views,  who  discussed  the  question 
in  cabins  and  drawing  rooms,  by  half- 
informed  editors,  and  by  men  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  great  work.  Some  of 
them  could  not  pass  a  thoroughly  good 
examination  in  geography,  and  knew 
nothing  about  the  great  commercial 
requirements  of  the  day.  In  America, 
aa  he  had  said,  they  spoke  with  con- 
tempt of  the  feare  with  which  we  chose 
to  indulge  in  in  this  country.  In 
Australia,  every  man  to  whom  he  had 
spoken  had  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
,v5  iho  #nii™  r.t  ••■■reuing  the  line  of  w^on 
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which  the  Qovemment  proposed  to  take 
with  reference  to  this  impoTtani;  quea- 
tioQ,  and  denounced  car  craeltj  in  oom- 
pelling  them,  after  they  had  croBsed  the 
ocean  to  visit  ui,  unaeeeMarilj  to 
undergo  all  the  horrors  of  the  middle 
passage  between  this  oountr;  and 
France.  Oaricatnies  were  the  laaghiog 
voice  of  nations.  He  would  produce 
only  two,  oat  of  hundreds  issued  in 
different  parts  of  the  world.  One  pub' 
liahed  in  the  United  States  represented 
the  British  Lion  running  away  with  his 
tail  between  his  legs  from  one  end  of 
the  Tunnel,  with  Lord  Wolselej  on  hb 
back,  frightened  by  the  crowing  of  a 
Gallic  cock.  Another  cartoon,  published 
in  Spain,  represented  a  British  soldie 
with  a  great  number  of  shells,  swordi 
and  guna  around  him,  saying — "lar 
BO  afraid  of  being  invaded."  One  ma 
might  be  seen  in  the  distance,  and  a  few 
rats  running  out  of  the  Tunnel.  He 
was  ashamed  that  we  should  allow  our- 
selves to  be  made  the  laughing- atock  of 
all  nations.  By  doing  so  we  were 
weakening  our  moral  power  and  our 
priitigt.  He  would  conclude  the  few 
observations  which  the  House  had  lis' 
tened  to 
quoting 

across  the  other  day.  It  was  a  letter 
written  by  the  then  King  of  Hanover 
to  ^Lord  Strantrford,  at  the  time  of  the 
opening  of  the  Great  Exhibition  of  1651, 
in  which  he  said — 

"Tbe  follf  and  abaurdilj  of  tbe  Qmmd  in 
nllaving  Ihis  trumperr  ibaw  ma>t  itrika  arerj 
•eniible  and  well-tbinking  mind,  and  1  am 
utoiiiihtd  tha  Miniitara  Ihemulrea  do  not  inaiit 
on  bar  at  Isoit  going  to  Oaborae  during  the  Ei- 
hibition,  at  no  human  being  can  pouiblr  answer 
for  what  maj  ooooron  Ihe  oooaiion,  Tha  idea  of 
permitting  3,000  National  Guarda  to  corns  orer 
«n  eorpt,  and  parade  London  in  tbair  aide-amii, 
muit  ahook  etrarj  boneit  and  well 'meaning 
EDfliabman.  Bat  it  aeema  eTer;thing  ii  oom- 
biniog  to  lower  ua  in  the  ejei  of  Europe." 

He  was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  animated  by  a  similar  spirit  to  that 
which  had  dictated  the  writing  of  that 
letter.  He  thanked  the  House  for  its 
indulgence,  and  he  would  only  repeat 
his  questions  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  give  him  a  phun,  esplioit,  and 
unmistakable  answer.  Would  the 
Government  take  the  responsibility  of 
preventing,  if  it  could,  for  all  time 
the  conatrnotion  of  a  second  line  of 
Sir  IHaard  Watkin 


supply  independent  of  the  sea;  would 
the  Government  explain  to  the  Honsa 
their  reasons  for  their  ohat^  of 
policy ;  and  would  they  tell  the  House, 
if  they  objected  to  the  oonatmotion 
of  the  Channel  Tunnel  as  a  means 
of  national  protection  and  national 
insurance,  what  they  themselves  would 
propose?  He  trusted  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  not  throw  unneces- 
sary obstacles  in  the  way  of  one  of 
tbe  greatest  works  which  had  been  con- 
ceived in  modern  times.  The  opinions 
of  some  of  the  best  and  most  able  men 
of  the  country  were  in  favour  of  the 
projeot.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  rise  superior 
to  the  prejudioes  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  would  do  justice  to  the  ^o- 
moters  of  the  Bill,  by  referring  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee,  whioh  was  all  tho 
promoters  asked.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  to  be  in- 
quired into  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  Edward  Wathin.) 

Thk  president  of  the  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Bbaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  My  duty  in  this  case  is 
to  follow  tbe  example  of  those  who  have 
represented  the  Board  of  Trade  in  this 
House,  and  to  move  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  three  months. 
The  hon.  Member  has  used  a  great 
many  hard  words  with  regard  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  relations  that  have  existed  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  and  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but  if  any  complaint  is  to  be 
made  in  respect  to  those  relations,  it 
should  be  made  rather  with  regard  to 
tbe  oonduot  of  the  hon.  Member  towards 
the  Board  of  Trade  than  that  of  the 
Department  towards  the  hon.  Member. 

8m  EDWARD  WATKIN :  I  rise  to 
Order.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  that  I  have  had  a  letter 
from  a  former  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  thanking  me  for  my  oonduot 
and  tor  the  very  useful  information 
whioh  I  had  given  to  the  Depart* 
ent. 

8ra  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
We  have  been  told  that  the  information 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  neither 
candid  nor  accurate  when  the  right  hon. 
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the  conaequence  if  thia  House  should, 
unfottimately,  sanotion  the  Mcoud  read- 
inj^  of  the  Bill,  The  bon.  Member  him- 
Bell  would  be  tlie  first  to  attribute  i^eat 
importance  to  the  action  of  the  House, 
and  to  assert  that  the  House,  by  sane- 
tioninfi;  the  second  reading  of  the  mea- 
sure, had  not  merely  sanctioned  the 
oontinuanoe  of  a  soieatifio  experiment, 
but  had  approved  the  principle  of  the 
conatruotion  of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  I 
will  prove  that  by  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  himself  stated  to-day.  The  boa. 
Member  has  put  it  before  the  House  as 
a  great  grieraDoe  that  whereas  at  one 
time  the  GoTemmeDta  of  England  and 
France  looked  with  farour  upon  the 
scheme  of  the  Chaunel  Tunnel,  and  en- 
oourag9d  an  experiment  in  which  pre- 
liminary  expenses  were  incurred,  there 
was  Bubeequently  a  change  of  policy  ; 
aud  he  has  actually  suggested  that,  on 
this  account,  compensation  ought  to  be 
given  by  the  Qovernment  to  a  French 
firm  which  made  this  experiment  and 
expended  money  under  a  French  Charter 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  Channel.  No, 
Sir;  the  faet  is  that  we  have  before 
us  a  proposal  to  institute  experiments 
which,  if  successful,  would,  according 
to  the  hon.  Qentleman,  be  subsequently 
carried  on  to  the  completion  of  the 
works  which  he  advocates.  Therefore, 
the  question  ve  are  aaked  to  decide 
to-day  is  not  a  question  of  mere  soien- 
tifio  experiments,  but  the  principle  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel.  Well,  Sir,  I  may  aay 
at  ouoe  that  I  am  opposed  to  that  prin- 
ciple. I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  whether 
the  conatruction  of  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel is  feasible.  It  may  or  may  not  be 
so,  although  that  is  a  point  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  not  given  the 
House  or  the  public  sufficient  informa- 
tion. I  do  Dot  want  to  dwell  upon  the 
sufficiency  of  the  very  varying  estimates 
which  at  one  time  or  another  have  been 
put  before  a  credulous  public — f"  Oh, 
oh  ! "] — Yes;  I  repeat  before  a  credulous 
public,  by  the  hon.  Member,  ae  to  the 
amount  of  capital  that  would  be  re- 
quired  for  the  oompletion  of  such  a 
work,  or  upon  the  probability  of  it 
proving  a  commercial  suooees,  if  ever 
it  were  to  be  completed.  These  ere 
matters  upon  which  Parliament  would 
certainly  require  to  be  fully  and  amply 
satisfied  before  they  authorised  the  con- 
struction of  this  Tunnel.  But  those  are 
not  matters  with  which  we  have  to  deal 


Omtleman  the  Member  tor  West  Bir- 
iniDgham  (Ur.  J.  Chamberlain)  was 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  that  matter. 
It  is  not  merely  on  Departmental 
grounds  that  I  oppose  this  Bill ;  I  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's 
QoTernmeot.  I  saw  the  other  day  a 
roost  extraordinary  statement  that  went 
the  round  of  the  Press  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  treat  this  matter  ae  an  open  question. 
I  did  not  contradict  that  statement ;  I 
treated  it  with  contempt.  But  we  have 
heard  to  day  from  tike  hon.  Member 
that  that  statement  w&e  made  upon  the 
authority  of  no  less  a  person  than  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN:  Certainly. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
On  the  anthority  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  ? 

Sitt  EDWARD  WATKIN :  Yes. 

8iK  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH 
Then  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  statement  ia,  absolutely  without 
foundation. 

8m  EDWAED  WATKIN :  WUI  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  eay  bo  himself  ~ 
No ;  he  will  not  do  so. 

Sib    MICHAEL    HICKS-BEAOH 
Yes ;    he  will.    These  are  the   words 
whidi  my  right  hoo.  Friend  has  autho- 
rieed  me  to  state  to  the  House — 

"I  told  Sir  Edvaril  Walkin  that  the  Go'arn- 
ment  had  eoniidered  hi)  proporali,  and  bad  aomc 
to  the  oonolution  that  thej  wonld  oppoia  the 
■aoond  reading  ;  nod,  Turttiar,  that  the  Hreiident 
ot  the  Board  ot  Trade  would  moire  iti  rejeotioD, 
and,  thererare,  there  aiuit  be  Goreromeal 
r«1lon." 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN:  That  is 
quite  true,  but  not  all  the  truth.    . 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  say  that  in  moving 
the  rejection  of  this  measure  I  am  doing 
so  as  completely  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  any  of  my  Predecessors  in 
Office  in  former  years.  At  the  outset  of 
my  observations  I  would  deprecate  the 
attempt  of  the  hon.  Member  to  minimise 
the  importance  of  the  Bill  he  has  intro- 
duced. The  hoQ.  Member,  in  moving 
the  eeoond  reading,  described  it  as  a 
Bill  merely  to  authorize  the  continuance 
of  a  scientific  experiment  which  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  at  any  time  to  put  an  immediate 
stop  to.    But  I  know  what  would  be 
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exUts  that  wo  hare  been  saved  in  this 
Kingdom  from  the  OHrae  of  conscription, 
and  that  for  so  many  generationa    we 
have  been  apared  those  bonore  of  inra- 
sion  from  which  every  other  Eoropean 
oonntry  baa  heavily  suffered.     Now,  the 
first  thing  for  the  Honee  to  ash  itself  ia 
whether — as  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
such  a  door  would  be  opened  by  the 
construction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel — 
that  door  could  be  closed  with  absolute 
certainty  in  time  of  danger?     [Sir  Ed- 
ward Watkin:  Tea.}  Thebon.  Member 
thinhe  that  it  can,  and  many  hoa.  Mem- 
bers who  will  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  no  doubt  are  of  the  same 
opinion ;  but  my  own  opinion  is  that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  absolute  cer- 
tainty in  the  conduct  of  human  affaire, 
and    I   will   venture    to  quote,   if   the 
House  will  bear  with  me,  some  expres- 
sions of  opinion  from  high  authorities 
on  these  matters,  who  agree  in  the  main 
with  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  which 
I  think  will  show   that  on  this  point 
they  are  not  precisely  in  accord  with  his 
views.     The  House  ia  aware  that  this 
subject  was  considered  by  a  veiy  able 
and  strong  Committee  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and   that  a  Report  of 
unquestionable  ability  was  presented  by 
a  minority  of  that  Committee  in  fevour 
of  the  scheme  of  tbe  hon.  Member. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  In  1888. 
8m   MICHAEL    HICKS-BEACH: 
Tea;  in  1883.     Well,   that  minority, 
beaded  by  Lord  Lanedowne,  admitted 
that  the  oonstruotlon   of   the    Tunnel 
would  in  some  respect  modify  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  defences  of  this 
country  would  have  to  be  considered, 
and  that  special  precautions  would  be 
necessary  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the 
hands  of  an  enemy;  they  admitted,  fur> 
ther,  that  its  possession  either  during 
the  progress  of  operations  or  an  oconpa- 
tion  of  English  soil  would  be  highly 
advantageous  to  the  invading  foroe  and 
injurious  to  the  nation,  and  they  oon- 
□etved  that  if  it  oould  be  shown  that  no 
means  could  be  devised  to  prevent  the 
Tunnel,  when  once  made,  from  passing 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  its  forma- 
tion  would  be  in  the  bighest  degree 
objectionable.    The  question  was,  ooald 
such   means  be    devised  7     That    was 
referred    to   a  scientific    Committee  of 
military   and  engineering    autiiorities, 
who  made  reoomioandations  for  tho  se- 


in  the  debate  to-day.  The  hon.  Membt 
has  adverted  to  the  opinions  which  he 
says  have  been  expressed  on  the  idea  of 
the  construction  of  a  Channel  Tunnel 
by  several  persons.  I  leave  the  House 
to  judge  of  the  good  taste  of  tbe  hon. 
Member  in  introducing  tbe  name  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  into  such  a 
controversy  as  this,  or  of  the  value  of 
the  opinion  of  a  man  tu  his  99th  year, 
like  Sir  Mosea  Montefiore.  But  I  say 
that  I  disbelieve  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  late  Lord  Derby 
ever  gave  au  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel.  Moreover,  I  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  entirely  mis- 
represented to  the  House  the  opinion  ol 
the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  on  the  ques. 
tion,  and  I  challenge  him  to  produce  the 
letter  in  which  he  avers  that  the  noble 
Lord  expressed  himself  in  favour  of  this 
scheme.  Whan  that  tetter  is  produced 
I  believe  that  it  will  be  found  to  con- 
tain a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the 
shareholders  who  might  be  deluded 
into  taking  part  in  snoh  a  scheme  would 
never  receive  any  interest  on  their 
money.  But,  however  that  may  be, 
this  is  by  no  means  a  Party  question, 
and  I  trust  the  House  will  look  at 
it  as  that  which  should  be  far  above 
Party  differences — namely,  a  question 
relating  to  tbe  national  security.  Well, 
that  is  the  way  in  which  this  ques- 
tion has  been  considered  by  authorities 
whom  I  think  even  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self must  respect.  Those  authoritieB,  Par- 
liamentary, military,  and  scientific,  have 
reported  adversely  to  the  oonstruotion 
of  the  Tunnel  as  injurious  to  this  couU' 
try,  and  the  House  of  Commons,  oe 
three  previous  occasions,  has  ratified 
the  decision  at  which  those  authorities 
arrived.  Now,  Sir,  what  were  the 
reasons  on  which  that  dedsion  was 
based.  I  will  endeavour  veir  shortly 
to  state  them  to  tbe  House.  I  think  it 
is  quite  impossible  for  any  reasonable 
person  to  deny  that  the  insular  position 
of  this  country,  and  the  absence  of  a 
military  frontier,  have  been  of  enormona 
advantage  to  as  in  the  past,  and  may 
prove  of  enormous  advantage  in  the 
future.  Now,  so  far  as  it  goes,  the 
ooDBtmotion  of  the  Channel  Tunnel 
would  giva  ns  a  military  frontier.  It 
would  open  a  door  for  attack  which  does 
not  now  exist,  and  I  think  it  is  not  a 
little  due  to  the  fact  that  no  enoh  door 
Sir  Mithael  ffieht-Seach 
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ourit;  of  the  Tunnel  ae  complicated,  so 
numerous,  and  so  costly,  that  if  they 
were  carried  out  in  auy  great  degree  at 
the  expense  of  the  shareholder  a,  as  the 
hon.  Member  once  suggested— he  does 
not,  I  aee,  now  give  any  assent  to  that 
proposition  —  they  would  absolutely 
deprire  the  shareholders  of  any  pos- 
sibilities of  making  the  Tunnel  a  com- 
mercial Buccesi.  But  this  scientific 
Committee  reported  that  while  by  the 
means  tfaey  recommended  the  Tunnel 
might  be  made  absolutely  useless  to  an 
enemy  it  would  be  presumptuoua  to  place 
absolute  confidence  in  the  most  complete 
arrangements  for  preventing  it  from 
failing  into  the  hands  of  an  enemy,  thus 
absolutely  negativing  the  presumption 
on  whiob  the  Minority  Eaport  of  Lord 
Lansdowne  was  based.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  treated  almost  with  ridicule  any 
idea  that  we  could  possibly  ever  be  at 
war  with  France.  I  hope  and  pray  that 
such  a  calamity  to  both  nations  may 
never  occur,  but  it  is  simply  folly  and 
madness  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
wars  between  these  countries,  of  the 
most  serious  character,  have  occurred. 
It  is  possible  that  they  mayoccur again, 
and  we  have  no  right  in  this  House  to 
look  at  this  question  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel  without  reference  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  war  between  this  country  and 
France.  Now,  I  do  not  imagine  that  it 
has  ever  been  contended  by  those  mili- 
tary experts  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
— who  IS  not  a  soldier  himself — has  re- 
ferred in  terms  of  remarkable  contempt, 
that  if  in  a  war  between  France  and 
England  the  English  end  of  the  Tun- 
nel were  in  our  possession  the  French 
would  attempt  to  invade  this  coun- 
try by  sending  an  army  through  the 
Tunnel;  but  what  has  been  contended 
is  this— that  there  might  be  the  pos- 
sibility of  surprise.  Such  things  have 
happened  in  past  wars,  and  the  House 
will  remember  that  they  have  some- 
times happened  without  a  previous  de- 
claration of  war.  One  notable  case  ia 
that  in  which  we  seized  the  Danish  Fleet 
in  1807.  Surprise  might  be  attempted 
and  made  enocesBful  through  treachery, 
for  who  will  guarantee  the  loyalty  to  this 
country  of  all  of  the  tmployit  of  a  cos- 
mopolitan company,  many  of  the  share- 
holders in  which  might  be  Frenchmen 
themselves  ?  It  might  be  aided  by  de- 
lay  on  the  part  of  the  authorities,  or  by 
the  failure  of  the  action  of  the  apparatus 


for  flooding  the  Tunnel  in  a  moment  of 
danger,  because,  of  course,  yon  never 
could  test  such  an  apparatus  to  see 
whether  it  would  work  when  required. 
We  should  have  no  guarantee  for  its 
continuous  efBciency,  and  I  should  like 
to  know  what  Government  would  not 
hesitate  until  the  very  last  moment  be- 
fore  it  gave  the  order  for  causing  such  a 
great  destruction  of  property  as  would 
result  from  the  flooding  or  blocking  of 
the  Tunnel  ?  But  supposing  this  danger 
avoided,  the  order  given,  the  Tunnel 
blocked  or  flooded,  and  the  risk  of  sur- 
prise or  treachery  gone,  would  not  the 
English  end  of  the  Tunnel  atill  remain 
as  a  point  of  the  gravest  anxiety  to  this 
country  during  the  progress  of  a  war  ? 
It  would  be  the  first  point  of  contem- 
plated attack  by  our  enemies  through- 
out. I  will  not  attempt  to  express  an 
opinion  as  to  the  possibility,  military  or 
engineering,  of  such  an  operation;  but 
we  hear  a  great  deal  in  these  days  about 
the  likelihood  of  an  invasion  of  Eng- 
land. Surely  it  would  be  a  much  easier 
and  simpler  operation  to  send  over  a 
force  sufficient  to  seize  and  hold  the 
English  end  of  the  Tunnel  for  such  time 
as  would  be  necessary  to  repair  and 
pump  it  out?  Then,  how  can  the  hoQ. 
Member  ridicule  the  idea  that  if  this 
were  once  done,  troops  might  be  poured 
from  France  through  the  Tunnel  in  such 
numbers  as  would  render  it  very  for- 
tunate for  US  if  we  ever  secured  the  pos- 
sesaion  of  the  key  of  England  again  ?  I 
dare  say  that  hon.  Members  viU  say 
that  these  ideas  are  exaggerated;  but 
I  would  submit  this  to  their  considera- 
tion. There  is  no  doubt  that  these 
opinions  are  widely  entertained  in  this 
country.  They  are  held  by  great  military 
authorities,  and  have  been  enforced  by 
able  writers  in  the  Press;  and  tfaey 
have  taken,  and  will  take,  hold  very 
largely  of  public  opinion.  Do  you  think 
that  that  public  opinion,  so  iofluenced, 
would  have  no  bearing  upoa  our  mili- 
tary and  naval  expenditure  ?  Do  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  are  anxious  for 
economy,  and  who  are  endeavouring  in 
every  possible  and  impossible  way  to 
promote  it  in  these  matters,  think  that 
they  are  doing  something  likely  to  tend 
to  economy  in  military  and  naval  ex- 
penditure by  adding  a  greater  scare  to 
the  scares  which  already  exist?  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  with  every  rumour  of 
war  an  the  Continent  there  would  b« 
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fresh  demandH  for  fottifi cations,  arma- 
ments, and  garrJBons  for  the  defence  of 
the  English  end  of  the  Tunnel.  At  alt 
events,  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe 
will  admit,  if  he  will  not  take  the  burden 
of  erecting  these  fortifications  upon  the 
ehareholders  of  hia  Oompany,  that  the 
nation  would  have  to  spend  a  consider- 
able Bum  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
fortification B,  armaments,  and  garrisons, 
and  that  thouaauds  of  men,  whether 
added  to  the  atrengtb  already  exist- 
ing of  the  Army  or  taken  from  their 
preaent  dutiea,  would  be  fixed  in' 
one  spot  in  peace  and  in  war,  their 
aervicea  being'  required  for  the  pro- ' 
teclion  of  the  Tunnel.  Therefore,  on  the 
ground  of  risk,  posBible  rather  than 
probable  though  tliat  risk  may  be,  but 
even  more  on  the  ground  of  the  great 
addition  to  our  expenditure  which  Buch 
riek  would  certainly  cause,  I  am  opposed 
to  the  coDBtructioQ  of  euch  a  Tunnel  aa 
this.  But  I  should  like  to  knov  what 
are  the  advantages  which  are  held  out 
to  ua  ?  The  hon.  Member  tells  us  that 
the  conatruction  of  the  Tunnel  would 
promote  and  secure  peace  with  France; 
and  he  charges  us  by  implication  to- 
day, and  in  bo  many  words  in  bis  former 
speeches,  with  a  policy  of  ieolation  and 
separation,  the  logical  end  of  which 
must  be  to  strain  the  relations  and 
possibly  lead  to  war  between  the  two 
countriea.      I  maintain  that  our  inaular 

{osilioQ  is  the  beet  security  for  peace, 
believe  that  it  aaves  many  opportuni- 
ties of  quarrel  and  much  temptation  to 
an  invasion  of  this  country.  Our  rela- 
tions with  France  now  are  admitted  even 
by  the  hon.  Member  to  be  friendly. 

8iE  EDWAED  WATKIN :  Yea. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
The;  certainly  are  so.  Then  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  would  he  change  them 
for  the  relation*  which  obviously  exist 
between  Fiance  and  her  two  powerful 
Continental  neighboure,  with  whom  she 
has  an  extended  land  frontier  and 
such  complete  means  of  artificial  inter- 
courae  by  railways,  roads,  and  other 
methode  of  communication  ?  You  can- 
not flay — it  would  be  ludicrous  to  pre- 
tend— that  you  can  deprive  nationa  of 
occasions  of  quarrel  by  increasing  the 
mean  a  of  communication  between  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  two 
arguments  in  support  of  the  Bill  which 
I  must  notice.  He  said  that  the  Channel 
Tunnel  would  provide  thia  country  with 
Sir  MieAtul  Hickt-Beach 
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in  the  banda  of  France,  it  certainly 
would  not  provide  us  with  an  additional 
meane  of  food  supply  if  we  were  at  war 
with  France,  and  France  ia  the  only 
country  which  could  possibly  deprive  u 
for  a  day  of  the  complete  command  of 
the  sea.  Therefore,  what  would  be  the 
advantage  of  the  hon.  Member's  Channel 
Tnnnel  from  that  point  of  view  ?  Thea 
the  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  on  the  great 
commercial  advantages  which  would  be 
derived  from  the  proposed  undertaking. 
I  give  him  the  benefit  of  the  argument 
as  to  the  greater  eaae  and  comfort  of 
the  pasaeogers.  He  would  mitigate  the 
sufferinga  of  many  an  old  lady,  and  in- 
crease largely  the  passenger  tr^o.  Bat 
the  suffering  might  be  leaaened  if  the 
harbours  on  both  aidea  were  eo  improved 
as  to  make  it  possible  to  uee  ateamen 
like  the  ateamers  between  this  oonntiy 
and  Ireland,  though  a  large  proportion 
of  passengers  would  prefer  a  cheapo 
mode  of  conveyance.  So  far  aa  heavy 
goods  traffic  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think 
the  Channel  Tunnel  would  do  anTtbing 
for  it  at  all.  I  would  invite  hon.  Mem- 
bera  to  look  at  the  evidence  which  wm 
given  before  the  Farliameotaty  Com- 
mittee. It  they  will  do  so,  I  think  thej 
will  find  conclusive  proof  upon  the  sub- 
ject. For  there  is  not  only  the  difficulty 
of  the  break  of  gauge,  which  the  hon. 
Member  passed  over  so  lightly 

8ia  EDWARD  WATKIN  :  There  ia 
no  such  thing  aa  a  break  of  gauge. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HI0ES-6EAGH: 
But  the  hon.  Member  admitted  that 
there  is  a  break  of  gauge. 

Sir  E  ""     "" 

Russia. 

Sni  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH: 
There  is  not  only  that  question,  what- 
ever ic  may  amount  to,  but  there  is  the 
fact  that  a  tunnel  20  or  25  miles  long 
could  not  by  any  possibility  have  the 
same  relative  capacity  for  carrying 
goods  in  24  hours  as  an  ordinary 
railway.  If  there  is  to  be  a  great 
passenger  and  perishable  goods  traffic, 
there  would  not  be  room  for  heavy 
goods  trains,  and  the  cost  of  the  line 
would  be  so  great  that  the  rates 
charged  muet  necesearily  be  high  if 
the  shareholders  are  to  get  a  return 
for  their  money,  and  goods  would  go  liy 
the  cheapest  route.  Another  argument 
is  that  we  ere  losing  the  depot  trade  of 
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the  Continent,  and  that  by  better  com- 
munication between  England  and  the 
Ck>ntine&t  we  might  retain  that  trade. 
1  will  tell  you  of  a  better  and  cheaper 
node  of  retaining  that  trade.  It  is  eo 
to  improTe  our  own  harboura  as  to  make 
them  better  and  more  aoceaaible  to  large 
ehipa  than  the  harbours  of  our  Conti- 
nental rivals,  and  in  doing  that  we 
ahoald  have  ^e  additional  advantage  of 
benefiting  our  Mercantile  Marine,  vhicfa, 
aa  far  as  it  goes,  would  be  rather  injured 
than  benefited  by  the  construction  of  a 
Tunnel.  I  quite  grant  that  the  conatruo- 
tion  of  a  railway  between  England  and 
France  would,  to  some  eitent,  stimulate 
trade,  as  undoubtedly  it  would  encourage 
travelling ;  and  it  might,  therefore,  if  it 
were  done,  be  of  service  to  the  wealth  of 
thie  country,  and  improve  the  relations 
between  this  country  and  France.  But 
I  do  not  believe  that  anything  would  be 
gained  in  this  way  which  would  not  be 
far  outweighed  by  the  injury  to  trade 
from  the  anxiety  caused  by  the  per- 
petaally  recurring  panics,  and  the  feel- 
ing of  inseourity  which  would  arise  from 
the  existence  oi  a  Tunnel,  and  the  gain 
would  also,  to  a  great  extent,  be  counter- 
balanced by  the  expenditure  that  would 
be  required  for  fortifications  and  de- 
fence. I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
g eater  length.  I  would  remind  the 
ouse  that  on  three  previous  occasions 
it  has  rejected  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading.  The  first  occasion  was  in  1884; 
and  in  1885  it  was  also  rejected,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Ohamber- 
laiu),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  ibe  day,  moved  the  same 
Motion  that  I  am  about  to  make.  I  do 
not  know  what  has  happened  since  that 
time  which  would  induce  the  House  to 
alter  its  decision,  unless  it  be  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Mid  liothian  ie  in  a  posi- 
tion of  greater  freedom  and  less  respon- 
sibility, and  that  the  rumour  is  true  that 
on  this  occasion  he  is  goiog  to  give  his 
powerful  support  to  a  Bill  against  which 
be  voted  in  1884  and  1885.  If  that  be  '■ 
BO,  it  is  even  a  more  remarkable  change . 
than  the  political  gyrations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hy  the  himself ,  for  I  cannot 
conceive  the  faintest  reason  for  it.  It 
may  be,  for  the  moment,  that  the  Euro- 
pean sky  is  clearer  than  it  wae.  [ili. 
W.  E.  GiADBToire  dissented.]    The  nght 


hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head.  lam 
trying  to  give  him  the  benefit  of  a  doubt. 
It  may  be  that  rumours  of  impending 
wars  are  not  quite  so  rife  aa  thej  were 
at  that  time.  I  do  not  know  that  either 
of  those  propositions  are  true,  but  of 
one  thing  I  am  quite  certain — that  the 
causes  of  great  Continental  wars  exist  in 
aa  great  foroe  now  as  they  did  then,  and 
that  the  excessive  armaments  of  the 
great  Continental  Powers  have  been 
largely  increased  since  that  time.  And 
what  is  the  condition  of  France  ?  It  ia, 
unfortunately,  far  more  unstable  now 
than  it  was  in  1884,  and  there  is  an  un- 
certaiuty  about  its  political  future  fat 
greater  than  existed  then.  What  ia  our 
condition  here  ?  We  have  a  strong  feel- 
ing abroad,  propagated  with  great  dili- 
gence, of  the  ineeottrity  of  this  oountry. 
Is  this  the  time  to  add  to  that  feeling  of 
insecurity  by  opening  another  door  to 
the  attack  of  a  possible  enemy?  Is 
this  the  time  to  give  a  chance,  and  a 
very  good  chance,  for  that  feeling  to  be 
increased,  and  a  scare  created  which 
would  sweep  away  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  and 
all  the  economists  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  land  us  in  a  military  and 
naval  expenditure  which  was  never 
contemplated  in  the  wildest  dreams  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
was  Prime  Minister  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  less  responsi- 
bility now  than  in  1884,  we  have  greater; 
and  in  pursuance  of  that  responsibility 
it  ia  my  duty,  on  behalf  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  to  aak  the  House 
to-day,  by  refusing  to  sanction  the 
second  reading  of  tbis  Bill,  to  maintain 
inviolate  the  silver  streak  which  for  so 
many  ages  past  has  been  the  natural 
and  cheap  defence  of  the  liberty  and  the 
prosperity  of  our  oountry.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
thia  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — (Str  Michael  JTickt- 
Beaeh.) 

Questioa  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  aLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  The  appeal  which 
haa  been  made  to  me  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Goremment  Board  is  a  very  fair  appeal. 
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He  has  a  right  to  know,  and  I  will  en- 
deavour to  esplain  to  him,  why,  having 
been  at  the  head  of  the  Oovernment  in 
18S4,  and  having  voted  against  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Ohannel  Tannel  Bill, 
I  do  not  take  the  same  courae  on  the 
present  oooaaioii.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  spoken  lor  the  Government 
to  which  he  belongs,  and,  so  far,  he  is 
in  the  same  position  as  was  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
mingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  w 
in  1S85,  he  asked  the  House  to  put  a 
negative  upon  the  Bill.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wilt  at  once  perceive 
the  broad  and  vital  difference  between 
the  speech  which  he  has  now  made  ii 
stating  the  grounds  for  his  proceeding 
and  the  speech  wbioh  was  then  made  by 
my  right  non.  Friend.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  opposed  the  Channel 
TuDtiel  Bill,  I  am  sornr  to  say,  upon 
its  merits— upon  grounds  whioh  will  be 
as  good  in  any  future  year  as  they  are 
at  the  present  moment.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham is  not  in  the  House,  but  I  have 
had  within  the  last  week  or  10  dayi 
opportunity,  through  his  kindness,  of 
going  over  the  whole  ground  and  testing 
our  several  recollections,  and  I  believe  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  in  the  speeoh  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  there  was  not  one 
word  condemnatory  of  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel upon  its  merits,  and  that  his  oppo- 
sition was  an  opposition  of  time,  and  oj 
time  only.  For  my  part,  I  could  not 
have  taken  then  any  other  position,  and 
I  will  presently  state  why  it  was  that  I 
was  a  party  to  opposition  on  that  ground. 
It  is  a  matter  of  justice  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin)  and  to  the  promoters  of  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel,  after  what  happened 
1664  and  1885—1  believe  these  were 
the  years,  though  I  am  not  certain  that 
I  am  absolutely  correct — that  I  should 
explain  the  view  which  I  took  of  their 
esse  and  the  reasons  which  induced  me 
at  that  period,  without  any  doubt  or 
hesitation,  to  join  in  the  opposition  to 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  I  am  very 
glad  to  think  after  the  debate  of  last 
night  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  a  very  different  kind.  I  do 
not  think  that  any  person  who  agrees 
with  me  will  be  induced  to  vote  against 
the  Ooverament  from  any  desire  to  dis- 
place it,  or  that  any  Gentleman  who 
will  vote  with  the  Oovemment  will  do 
3fr.  W.  E.  Gla3»toH« 


80  upon  the  ground  that  this  is  one  of 
the  saoriGces  required  from  them  to  pro- 
teot  the  country  against  the  danger  of  a 
Liberal  invauon  of  the  Benches  oppo- 
site. On  the  other  hand,  I  am  afraid 
that  our  arguments  in  this  matter  on 
the  one  side  and  on  the  other  are  looked 
upon  as  singularly  unsatisfactory  by  oar 
opponents.  On  political  questions  we 
often  feel  that,  at  any  rate,  there  is 
something  in  what  the  other  man  says ; 
but  on  this  ocuasion  we  seem  to  get  at 
the  ultimate  principles  and  modee  of 
thinking  which  are  fixed  on  one  mda 
and  fixed  on  the  other,  and  which  would 
lead  ua,  if  we  used  the  language  that 
ocuurs  to  us,  to  describe  the  opposite 
arguments  in  very  disrespectful  terms. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
his  case  with  force,  clearness,  and  ability; 
and  yet  I  frankly  own— and  frankness 
is,  after  ail,  a  great  virtue — the  whole  of 
the  considerations  he  has  advanced,  and 
bis  arguments  against  this  Tunnel,  are 
neither  better  nor  worse  than  mere  and 
sheer  bugbears.  Having  gone  thus  far 
in  the  exercise  of  frankness,  I  will  for 
the  rest  of  my  speech  endeavour  to  fall 
back  on  the  virtue  of  courtesy ;  and 
I  will  not  recur  to  the  use  of  any  lan- 
guage of  that  character,  by  which  I  only 
meant  to  illustrate  the  position  in  whi<^ 
we  stand  to  one  another,  and  which  we 
unhappily  aggravated  in  1884.  Kow, 
Sir,  this  subject  was  first  introduced  to 
me  by  a  Tory  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. It  was  first  introduced  to  me  in  the 
year  1865  by  a  gentleman  whose  name 
will  always  be  mentioned  with  respect  in 
this  House— I  mean  Mr.  Ward  Hunt. 
He  was  not  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
at  that  exact  time,  for  I  was.  He  eame 
to  me  as  the  leader  of  a  deputation,  and 
endeavoured  to  induce— or  perhaps  I 
should  eay  seduce — me,  the  Cbanceltar 
of  the  Exchequer  to  Lord  Palmereton, 
into  giving  my  support  to  the  promotion 
of  this  dangerous  project.  Mr,  Ward 
Hunt  was  totally  insensible  of  the 
dreadful  nature  of  the  petition  he  was 
making — notwithstanding  his  position 
in  the  Conservative  Party,  he  was  totally 
unaware  of  all  the  dangers  that  have 
been  pointed  out  by  &e  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  And  here,  Sir,  I 
am  obliged  to  correct  a  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hythe, 
who,  on  the  authority  of  somebody  or 
another,  alleged  that  I  alone  among  the 
Ministers  of  that  day  waa  disposed  to 


give  a  guBTtuiwfl  in  Bome  enape  or 
otlier  to  the  promoters  of  the  project. 
I  was  never  diBpoBed  to  give  a  guaran- 
tee to  the  extent  of  one  aiogle  farthing 
to  the  promoters  of  thia  Boheme,  or  any 
other  scheme  of  a  Bimilar  kind.  I  find 
it  neceesary,  for  my  own  credit  psrhapi 
at  any  rate  for  the  truth  of  history,  to 
disclaim  it.  Sir,  I  was  instructed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  and  with  my 
own  full  conourrsaoe,  to  ref  uae  a  guaran- 
tee ;  but  we  did  so  without  giving  the 
slightest  indication  of  any  opposition  to 
the  Tunnel  scheme.  A  asries  of  other 
Goveroments  followed,  and  every 
thoBe  Governments  officially  committed 
itself  on  the  merits  of  the  Tunnel.  Lord 
Granville  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  1668;  Lord  Derby  on  the  part 
of  the  Garemment  of  1874;  ond.Ithiiik, 
the  senior  Lord  Derby,  the  distinguished 
Prime  Minister  of  a  former  period,  ex- 
pressed precisely  similar  eentimenta ;  and 
every  one  of  those  Governments,  acting 
unanimously,  was  engaged  so  fat  in  the 
promotion  of  this  project  that  they  gave 
it  their  unequivocal  sanction.  Nor  did 
they  stop  there,  but  they  entered  upon 
international  proceedings.  Communica- 
tions were  established  with  France.  A 
Commission  was  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  two  countries,  and  I  do  wish  to 
bring  home  to  the  minds  of  hon.  and 
right  boQ.  Gentlemen  the  degree  to 
which  our  honour  and  our  dignity  in  an 
international  aspect  are  involved  in  the 
question  before  tbe  House.  I  must  say 
uiat  that  is  one  of  tbe  most  serious  con- 
uderations  that  operate  on  my  mind 
with  regard  to  the  promotion  of  this 
Bill.  Tbe  two  Governments  jointly  in- 
stituted a  Commission  to  consider  tbe 
details — the  important  and  difficult  de- 
tails— of  tbe  schemes  by  means  of  which 
this  great  project  oould  be  best  ad- 
vanced. The  principle  of  tbe  project 
was  taken  for  granted,  on  the  one  side 
and  on  the  other,  when  we  entered  Into 
these  general  proceedings  with  the 
French  Government.  The  Commission 
laid  down  conditions  which  were  to  be 
tbe  basis  of  a  Treaty  between  the  two 
countries,  and  the  actual  siguature  of 
tbe  Treaty  was  auapended,  not  upon  the 
ground  of  any  political  apprehension 
whatever,  but  simply,  I  believe,  upon 
tbe  ground  that  financial  considerations 
did  not  at  that  moment  favour  the 
progress  of  the  soheme.  What  dwells 
upon  my  mind  is  this— that  there  was 


very  muon  oi 
^agement  of  honour  in  these  proceed- 
ings between  England  and  France,  and 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  some  difficulty  to 
justify  the  recession  of  a  Kingdom  like 
this  from  a  position  of  that  kind,  after 
you  have  voluntarily  and  deliberately, 
and  after  long  thought  and  refiection, 
made  it  the  subject  of  such  inter- 
national proceedings.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Bays— and  I  have  no  doubt 
very  truly — that  there  are  serious  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  military  authorities 
against  the  scheme.  Well,  Sir,  at  the 
time  I  am  speaking  of,  the  opinion  of 
tbe  military  authorities  was  in  favour 
of  the  Tunnel.  The  two  Governments 
did  not  act  in  reapect  of  tbe  Tunnel 
without  consulting  the  military  autho- 
rities, and  those  military  authorities 
whom  the  Government  had  to  consult 
were  distinctly  favourable  to  tbe  Tunnel. 
But  I  think  I  may  go  a  little  further 
than  that,  and  may  venture  to  read,  at 
least  for  the  purpose  of  challenging 
contradiction  if  it  can  be  challenged,  a 
short  extract  from  a  very  well-informed 
memorandum  with  which  I  have  been 
supplied  on  the  part  of  the  promoters — 
and  which  is  one  which  can  easily  be 
brought  to  issue.  Tbe  extract  to  which 
I  refer  says — 

"It  «»  not  until  th«  autumn  of  1S81   tlut 
aaj  Qiilitarj  opinion  odverm  to  tbe  Tuan«l  wu 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  remaricable  fact. 
The  Tunnel  was  then  a  scheme  20  years 
old.  It  had  been  discussed  in  every 
possible  form.  It  bad  been  tbe  subject 
of  much  official  Correspondence,  and  it 
had  received  the  assent  of  a  number  of 
Governments.  Those  Governments  would 
not  have  assented,  and  did  not  assent, 
ithout  the  authority  of  the  Military 
Department  and  the  advice  of  their 
military  advisers,  and  until  the  year 
1681  these  portentous  discoveries  which 
have  taken  poeseeeion  of  the  mind  and 
imagination  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and,  I  suppose,  of  those  who  sit 
near  him,  were  never  beard  of.  Surely 
that  is  rather  astaggering  circumstance. 
And  now  I  will  relate  the  facts  upon 
which  tbe  Government  of  I88I  and  the 
following  years  had  to  base  itself  in 
dealing  with  thie  subject.  At  that  time 
we  find  that  the  military  authorities  had 
commenced  their  opposition,  aod  a  great 
ferment  began  to  prevail.  A  combina- 
tion of  powers  was  brought  into  opera- 
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tion.  Ths  literary  authoritieB  were 
broDght  to  back  ap  the  military  autbo- 
rities.  Qreat  poets  evoked  tbe  Uusee, 
and'  strove,  not  as  great  poets  in  otber 
timea  used  to  do,  to  embolden  their 
couDtrymea  to  enconnter  serious  dan- 
gers, but  to  intimidate  their  countrymen 
by  conjuring  up  phantoms  of  danger 
that  were  not  fit  to  be  presented  to  any- 
body except  that  Taluable  class  of  the 
community  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  described  in  bis  speech  as 
suffering  occasionally  the  pains  of  sea- 
siokneee.  Then,  Sir,  the  Army — the 
military  host  and  the  literary  host — 
were  backed  by  the  opinion  of  what 
is  called  "  Soaety,"  and  society  is 
always  ready  for  the  enjoyment  of  the 
laxury  of  a  good  panic.  There  is  nothing 
more  enjoyable  than  a  good  panic  when 
that  panic  is  based  on  a  latent  convic- 
tion uiat  tbe  thing  which  it  oontemplates 
is  not  in  the  least  degree  likely  to  hap- 
pen. These  speculative  panics— these 
panics  in  the  air — have  an  attractioa  for 
certain  classes  of  minds  that  is  inde- 
scribable, and  these  classes  of  minds,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  are  very  largely  to  be 
found  among  the  educated  portion  of 
society.  The  subject  of  this  panic  never 
touched  tbe  mind  of  the  nation.  These 
things  are  not  accessible  to  the  mind  of 
the  nation.  They  are  accessible  to  what 
is  called  the  public  opinion  of  tbe  day — 
that  is  to  say,  public  opinion  manufac- 
tured in  London  by  great  editors  and 
olnba,  who  are  at  ul  times  formidable, 
and  a  great  power  for  the  purposes  of 
the  moment,  but  who  are  a  greater 
power  and  become  an  overwhelming 
power,  when  they  are  backed  by  the 
threefold  forces  of  the  military  and 
literary  authorities  and  the  social  circles 
of  London.  Well,  Sir,  these  powers 
among  them  created  at  that  period  such 
a  panic  that  even  those  who  were  most 
favourable  to  the  Tunnel,  of  whom  I 
was  one,  thought  it  quite  vain  to  offer  a 
direct  opposition.  We,  therefore,  pro- 
posed the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Osra- 
mittee,  and  the  issue  of  that  Joint  Com- 
mittee has  been  very  fairly  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman.  I  am  bound  to 
make  a  fair  admission — and  Idoitin  the 
presence  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  BoBsendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (tbe  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  whose  opinion  at  the  time  I  do  not 
now  remember — that,  although  in  the 
Qovernment  of  186B,  to  which  be  and  I 
1/r.  W.  E.  Qladttent 


belonged,  there  never  was  a  question  aa 
to  the  propriety  of  the  Tunnel,  and  Lord 
Qranville  wrote  in  that  sense,  and  even 
instituted  communications  with  France ; 
yet  when  we  come  to  tbe  Gh>Temment  of 
1880,  and  the  circumstances  of  1881, 1882, 
and  1883,  a  change  of  opinion  did  find 
its  way  even  into  the  Oabinet.  Some  of 
ns  were  what  I  should  call  not  quite 
sound  and  others  of  us  were,  and  we  all 
agreed  that  the  best  thing  we  could  do 
was  to  refer  tbe  matter  to  this  impartial 
tribunal.  And  when  that  tribunal  re- 
ported there  was  no  improvement  in  the 
oironmstanoes.  If  I  am  asked  why,  nnder 
these  circumstances,  I  took  part  in 
throwing  out  the  Ohannel  Tunnel  Bill, 
my  answer  is  that  we,  the  Government, 
were  engaged  in  arduous  affaire. 
Powers  were  put  very  freely  into  aoti<m 
against  us  at  that  time  which  are  noT 
happily  in  abeyance.  We  deemed  that 
it  was  our  duty  to  have  some  regard  to 
the  time  of  Parliament.  We  knew  it 
was  impossible  to  pass  the  Bill.  It  waa 
a  time  of  tempests,  and  as  sensible  men 
in  time  of  tempeet  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  shelter  of  an  umbrella  and  seek  shel- 
ter under  the  roof  of  some  substantial 
building,  BO  we  acted.  Whether  or  not 
we  ought  to  have  shown  more  heroism 
I  do  not  know.  But  we  thought  it  idle 
to  persevere  in  a  hopeless  struggle.  We 
did  not  in  the  least  condemn  the  Tunnel 
on  its  merits.  We  did  not  think  there 
was  tbe  slightest  chance  of  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  to  the  end,  and  we,  there- 
fore, invited  Parliament  not  to  bestow  its 
time  on  a  discussion  which  we  believed 
to  be  perfectly  aeeleas.  That  was  the 
principle  on  which  we  proceeded  at  the 
time.  I  will  say  a  little  upon  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
X  am  not  going  to  attempt  to  follow  those 
arguments  as  if  we  were  engaged  in  a 
debate  like  that  of  last  night.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  expedient  or  convenient 
tomake  this  a  debate  between  both  sides 
of  the  House.  There  are  some  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  are  probably  un- 
sound besides  those  who  are  usually  so  ; 
and  I  hope  there  are  some  on  that  side 
who  are  sound,  and,  therefore,  the  Honse 
is  totally  without  prejudice.  But  there 
is  one  thing  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  I  regret,  and  that 
was  his  comparison  between  the  internal 
condition  of  France  at  tbe  present  time 
and  the  internal  condition  of  France 
Bome  six  or  seven  years  ago.     I  own  I 
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tbisk  it  was  an  error  to  enter  upon  that 
ohnpter  of  the  subject,  even  if  t&e  right 
bon.  Qentleman  entertaint  the  opinion 
vbioh  he  apparently  does  entertain.  But 
ai  he  has  said  that  he  thinks  tbereia  not 
the  eacae  prospect  of  atabilit^  in  France 
now  aa  then,  I  must  give  myself  the 
eatiafaction  so  far  of  expressing  quite  a 
different  opinion.  And  I  may  remind 
the  Oovernment  and  the  House  of  this — 
that  the  French  fiepublio  never, 
1870,  has  been  called  upon  to  pass 
through  BO  severe  a  oriaia  m  the  orisie, 
not  yet,  I  think,  12  montha  old,  withre- 
apeot  to  the  appointment  of  President. 
That  was  the  most  trying  axperienoe 
whioh  it  has  had  to  go  through,  and  it 
made  many  of  ita  fnenda  and  well- 
wishers  tremble  as  to  the  issue.  It  made 
every  sound  and  right-minded  man 
France  apprehensive  of  what  was 
happen,  and  I  rejoice  to  say  that  France 
and  the  institutions  of  France  came 
through  the  struggle  with  as  mueh  calm 
temper  and  solidity  aa  any  country  in 
the  world  could  have  done.  That  is  one 
thing  Ifeelit  right  to  saj  inconsequence 
of  what  fell  from  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man.  Following  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  opposite,  I  do  not  touch  on  the 
engineering  question.  Neither  will  I 
touch  upon  the  commercial  queatiou,  ex- 
cept te  say  frankly  that  I  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  and  I  believe  the 
commercial  advantages  of  this  Tunnel 
would  be  enormous.  I  have  nothing, 
however,  to  do  with  engineering  or  com- 
mercial questions.  I  am  here  simply  as 
a  Member  of  Parliament  to  see  whether 
there  is  any  reason  why  I  should  with- 
hold my  assent  to  the  plan.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  used  the  familiar  illustration  of 
theumbrellaae  ehelterina  eterm.  After 
hearing  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
.  Oentleman,  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
the  storm  is  still  going  on;  but  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  panic  had 
pansed  away.  My  impression  ha«  been, 
and  in  the  main  my  impression  is,  that 
the  literary  alaro),  the  social  alarn;, 
which  backed  up  the  military  alarm  are 
very  greatly  allayed,  and  that  we  have 
now,  what  we  had  not  five  or  six  years 
ago,  a  chance  of  a  fair,  temperate,  and 
candid  discussion.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman refers  to  a  land  frontier  as  if  it 
were  an  unmixed  evil.  No  doubt  it  is 
lees  secure,  upon  the  whole,  than  a  sea 
frontier;  but  he  most  not  forget  that  a 
land  frontier  has  enormous  advantages 


with  respect  to  iotetcoures  between  man 
and  man,  which  are  of  great  consequence 
in  the  view  of  those  who  believe  that 
peace  and  not  war  is  the  natural  and 
proper  condition  of  mankind,  and  it  is 
to  be  as  we  trust  to  a  great  extent  for 
this  country,  at  least,  the  ordinatr 
normal  and  habitual  condition  in  which 
we  live  with  foreign  countries.  But  on 
the  question  of  procuring  a  land  frontier, 
if  it  is  a  land  frontier,  which  I  do  not 
think  it  is,  the  habitual  and  standing 
advantages  of  a  land  frontier  are  enor- 
mous oompated  with  its  occasional  di^* 
advantages  and  dangers.  With  regard 
to  the  political  and  military  objeotionB, 
I  must  say  I  feel  pained,  as  an  English- 
man, in  considering  the  extensive  revo- 
lution  of  opinion  that  has  taken  place. 
For  20  years  this  project  lived  and 
flourished,  difficult  in  an  engineering 
sense,  very  difficult  in  a  technical  sense, 
and  as  a  Snancial  question.  I  do  not 
presume  to  enter  upon  those  questions, 
and  leave  them  to  those  who  bettor 
understend  them — but  with  no  doubt 
cost  on  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
security  of  this  country.  Now,  Sir,  a 
transition  from  darkness  to  tight  baa 
taken  place— and  it  ought  to  be  hailed 
notwithstanding  all  the  inconveniences 
whioh  accompany  such  transitions — and 
it  is  rather  a  serioue  question  for  us  to 
consider  whether  the  English  nation  and 
Qoverament  from  1860  to  1880,  or  whe- 
ther the  influences  which  acted  during 
the  years  1883-4  and  1885,  and  which 
are  to  some  extent  acting  now,  lead  ua 
in  the  right  or  wrong  direction.  Speak- 
ing of  the  dangers  of  a  land  frontier 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  in  a  lugu- 
brious manner,  said  that  this  end  of  the 
Tunnel  must  always  be  the  subject  of 
great  anxiety.  Well,  if  this  end  of  the 
Tunnel  is  to  be  the  subject  of  great 
anxiety,  what  will  the  other  end  be  t 
But,  strange  to  say,  I  find  that  the  other 
end  of  the  Tunnel  is  the  subject  of  no 
anxiety  at  all.  Many  of  ua  are  in  the 
habit  of  considering  the  French  nation 
light-minded,  with  great  rosources 
id  great  ingenuity,  talents,  and  energy, 
but  still  light-minded,  unlike  ouTselves, 
solid,  and  stable,  perhaps  rather  heavy, 
but  at  any  rate  a  veiy  steady-going 
people,  who  make  up  our  minds  slowly 
and  resolutely,  and  do  not  change  them. 
\_rMught»r.'\  Oh,  I  am  not  speaking  for 
myself — I  am  only  speaking  on  behalf 
of  my  country ;  but  I  woiud  ask  hon. 
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Osntlemen  to  ftpply  this  test  to  the  oaee 
of  the  French  people.  I  muat  ea;  that 
they  have  treated  this  matter  witii  the 
most  dignified  self-restraint  and  oon- 
siatency  throughout.  I  sm  bound  to 
give  my  opinion,  and  I  think  the  French, 
had  they  any  other  than  the  most 
friendly  disposition  with  regard  to  our- 
selves, might  have  made  serious  com- 
plaints of  the  manner  of  their  treatment 
in  having  been  invited  to  embark  in  this 
enterprizs  to  an  extent  only  short  of  the 
signature  of  the  Treaty  when  we  receded 
from  the  ground  and  left  the  Ugbt- 
minded  people  standing  in  exactly  their 
original  attitude,  while  wo— not  the 
nation,  but  the  Government  and  the 
circles  of  opinion  known  in  London — 
have  very  considerably  altered.  Well, 
hut,  you  will  say,  the  question  of  our 
invading  France  is  not  a  matter  to  be 
considered  at  all.  Therefore,  the  other 
end  of  the  Tunnel  does  not  seriously 
enter  into  the  question.  The  real  ques- 
tion that  we  have  before  us  ia  the  likeli- 
hood of  the  coming  of  that  unhappy 
day — I  agree  it  is  a  perfectly  possible 
thing,  I  think  and  hope  it  is  nothing 
more  than  a  possible  event,  still  it  must 
bo  taken  into  consideration — when  Eng- 
land will  be  invaded  by  France.  I  am 
very  much  behind  the  age  in  a  great 
many  respects,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
very  much  behind  those  Bepresentatives 
of  the  ace  who  ait  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  for  I  have  the  habit  of 
being  guided  to  a  certain  extent  in 
antioipationa  of  the  future  by  considera- 
tions of  the  past.  I  know  that  it  ia  a 
mode  of  looking  at  a  subject  entirely 
dismissed  from  oonsideration  at  present. 
For  about  600  years,  beginning  from 
the  Conquest,  I  want  to  know  which 
oountry  haa  oftenest  invaded  the  other, 
and  I  willstate  this  proposition — that  the 
invasions  of  France  by  England  have 
been  tenfold  more  than  the  iovaeiona  of 
the  British  Islands  by  France.  Do  you 
believe  in  a  total  revolution  in  the  msana 
of  action  between  the  two  countries  ?  I 
do  not  believe  it.  There  has,  indeed, 
been  a  great  ohonge  in  one  matter — that 
of  population.  Now,  Sir,  during  the 
Bevolutionary  wara  what  happened? 
The  great  Napoleon — the  most  wonder- 
ful general  and  strategist  of  modem 
times,  the  man  of  whom  Dr.  Dijllingur 
says  that  he  raised  war  as  the  mode  of 
its  planning  and  execution,  not  as  to  its 
morality,  almost  to  the  dignity  and  atti- 
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tude  of  a  fine  art — addressed  the  whole 
of  bis  resources  and  thoughts  to  the  in- 
vasion of  England.  Ireland  was  tried 
three  times  by  the  Directory,  and  threo 
times  there  were  miserable  failures. 
Two  other  Fleets  had  set  out,  one  from 
Holland  and  one  from  Spain,  and  they 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  power  of 
British  arms  at  sea.  But  Napoleon 
made  it  a  study  nightly  and  daily  to 
devise  and  arrange  the  means  of 
invading  England,  and  he  was  obliged 
to  recede  from  it  as  an  impossible 
task.  Not  that  it  ia  an  impossible 
task.      Do    not    suppose     that    I    am 

foing  to  say  anythiag  so  extravagant, 
am  going  to  say  this.  It  ia  worth 
while  for  those  who  have  these  portents 
oua  ideas  of  the  power  of  France,  and 
so  small  an  idea  of  ourmeans  of  defence, 
to  consider  the  relative  population  of 
the  two  countries.  At  the  time  when 
Napoleon  prosecuted  his  schemes  the 
population  of  Oreat  Britain  waa 
10,000,000;  the  population  of  France 
22,000,000.  I  will  not  count  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland,  for  at  that  period, 
unfortunately,  as  at  others,  it  added 
nothing  to  the  military  resources  of  this 
country  for  repelling  invasion.  Well, 
10,000,000  Englishmen  constituted  the 
sum  of  those  whom  Napoleon  had  to 
invade,  and  he  could  not  manage  it.  At 
the  present  moment  this  leland  contains 
far  more  than  30,000,000  men  not  leas 
strong,  not  less  determined,  not  less 
energetic  than  the  10,000,000  in  Napo- 
leon's time  at  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury, and  they  are  cloae  in  mere  numbers 
upon  the  population  of  France.  Here, 
then,  are  two  countries,  and  the  question 
is  whether  one  will  invade  the  other  by 
means  of  the  Channel  Tunnel  ?  This  is 
a  oountry  that  has  incessantly  invaded 
France,  and  I  am  not  sorry  to  aay  that, 
though  we  did  it  with  marvellous  euc- 
cesa  500  years  ago,  we  have  not  always 
been  equally  suooessful  in  recent  yeore, 
though  there  is  the  paramount  case  of 
1816,  with  respect  to  which,  if  a  parallel 
case  could  be  quoted  on  the  other  side 
for  the  action  of  England  and  Welling- 
ton, I  would  admit  that  there  would  be 
something  more  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  than  I  can  allow 
that  it  contained  as  matters  stand.  I 
ahall  be  told  that  Napoleon  had  no 
steam.  That  appears  to  be  a  strong 
argument,  but  it  is  capable  of  being  used 
both  ways.    I  believe  that  the  invea- 
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tion  of  steam,  and  the  great  revolution 
that  we  have  seen  in  shipbuilding,  have 
enormouslf  inoreased  our  means  of  de- 
fence as  compared  with  those  of  France. 
X  believe  that  our  defenaive  power  in 
times  of  crisis  would  derelop  itself  with 
a  rapidity,  to  an  extent,  and  with  an 
effloieotiy  that  would  surpass  all  pre- 
viouH  examples,  and  would  astonish  the 
world.  There  is  one  question  that  I 
should  like  to  ask — What  is  the  ground 
taken  up  by  those  Gentlemen  who  point 
to  our  security  as  the  main  matter  which 
T8  have  to  consider  ?  Do  they  mean,  on 
that  ground,  to  limit  our  communications 
with  France  P  Do  they  mean,  as  in  the 
time  of  Queen  Anne,  to  "  abate  "  oar 
trade  with  Franoe,  as  being  a  source  of 
danger  and  insecurity  ?  "No,"8aysthe 
right  hon.  Qentteman  opposite  ;  "  any- 
thing but  it ;  extend  your  communica- 
tions to  the  uttermost ;  give  every  faoility 
by  which  men  and  material  " — for  the 
word  "  goods "  is  synonymous  with 
material — "can  pass  from  one  country 
to  the  other,  but  do  not  sanction  the 
construction  of  this  Tunnel."  That  is 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  proposes  that  the  harbours  of  the 
oountry  shonld  be  enlarged.  He  set  no 
limit  to  the  range  of  his  philanthropy 
and  enlightened  views  upon  this  matter. 
He  has  no  apprehension  upon  this  sub- 
jeot.  Well,  my  apprehension  of  inva- 
sion is  not  great ;  but,  if  I  am  to  conjure 
up  any  prospect  of  danger,  I  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deliberately  that 
his  plan  of  harbours  and  great  ships  and 
of  making  the  Ohannel  a  high  road  to 
be  OTOBsed  with  wonderful  rapidity  pre- 
aents  10  times  the  danger  that  the  pros- 
pects of  the  Tunnel  could  possibly 
present  to  the  most  excitable  mind. 
Now,  one  word  about  the  opinion  of  the 
military  authorities.  I  am  not  going 
to  Bpee^  of  them  with  contempt ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  must  say  that  I  have  the 
deepest  respect  for  the  profession  of  the 
soldier,  and  espeeially  for  the  function 
of  a  commander  in  the  field,  charged 
with  the  care  of  large  bodies  of  men, 
with  the  duty  of  making  the  most  of  the 
resources  of  the  oountry,  and  with  the 
enormously  difficult  task  of  bringing  all 
to  bear  on  a  particular  point,  under 
particular  oironm stances,  and  at  a  par- 
ticular time,  for  the  purpose  of  war. 
That  I  deem  to  be  one  of  the  highest 
and  most  extraordinary  trials  to  whioh 
the  human  miod  can  be  subjected,  and 


I  do  not  know  any  other  position  in 
which  the  demand  for  energy  and  the 
exercise  of  every  great  quality  of  human 
force  is  so  tremendous  and  overwhelm- 
ing. Therefore,  for  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Wolseley,  whom  I  believe  to  be  a  man 
extremely  valuable  to  his  country  in  the 
great  and  possible  contingency  of  mili- 
tary danger  and  military  effort,  I  have 
the  profoundest  respect,  as  I  have  for  the 
opinion  of  other  military  authorities. 
But  that  respect  is  mainly  due  in 
relation  to  the  oparatione  of  war,  or  mea- 
snres  directly  connected  with  the  opera- 
tions of  war.  On  other  matters  not  so 
oonneotedtbeirjudgment  carries  weight, 
and  always  will  rarry  weight ;  but  in 
questions  of  this  character  the  judg- 
ments of  military  authorities  cannot  be 
accepted  as  infallible,  and  we  find  that 
the  prescriptions  and  recommendations 
of  the  military  authorities  of  one  day  or 
one  year  are  disowned  and  reversed  by 
the  military  authorities  of  another  time. 
We  were  told  in  1860  that  Lord 
Falmerston's  fortifications  would  give 
us  such  a  state  of  security  that  we  need 
never  be  alarmed  aeain;  but  have  we 
not  had  tnthin  these  latter  years  alarms 
more  poignant,  more  startling,  more 
costly  than,  perhaps,  were  ever  reached 
before  in  times  of  peace,  and  these  for- 
tifications are  regarded  apparently  by 
those  who  recommended  them  with  the 
greatest  indifference  )'  If  I  am  asked  to 
rely  on  the  opinion  of  military  au- 
thorities as  infallible,  and  required  to 
surrender  my  own  poor  judgment  and 
responsibility  into  their  hands,  I  would 
quote  the  name  of  Aldemey.  If  there 
is  a  single  creation  on  earth  that  may 
bs  called  the  creation  of  military  au- 
thority it  is  the  work  now  represented 
by  the  remains,  the  ruins,  the  shreds 
and  tatters  of  the  fortifications  at  Alder- 
ney.  Save  that  the  funds  were  supplied 
from  the  Treasury,  these  works  were  a 
military  creation.  I  know  it  is  some- 
times said  that  all  faults  and  imperfec- 
tions in  such  cases  are  due  to  the 
impertinent  interference  of  civilians; 
but  what  civilian  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  works  at  Aldemey?  I  had 
to  do  with  them  in  the  service  of  yielding 
to  the  imperative  demands  of  the  military 
anthoritiea  of  that  day,  excellent,  able, 
and  highly  distinguished  men  they  were. 
Sir  John  Burgoyne,  Sir  Henry  Hardinge, 
and  others  of  whom  the  oonntry  may  oe 
proud.    Thvj  told  ua  that  with  an  ex* 


penaiture  of  i,  1  au,UUU  Unerbonrg  would 
be  sealed  up,  and  no  hostile  Fleet  could 
ever  iseue  from  it.  I  waa  tlie  mao  who 
pToposedthiB  expenditure,  and  the  House 
aigreed  to  it  35  years  ago.  But  I  need 
not  say  the  matter  did  not  stop  there  ; 
the  expenditure  vent  up  to  £1,500,000 
— audi  am  sot  sore  whether  it  stopped 
ehort  of  £2,000,000— aod  of  that  there 
now  remain  but  the  miserable  fragments 
of  that  work,  a  monument  of  human 
folly,  useless  to  ue  ae  regards  any  pur- 
pose for  which  we  were  urged  by  military 
authorities  to  adopt  their  plan,  but 
perhaps  not  absolutely  useless  to  a 
possible  enemy,  with  whom  we  may  at 
some  period  have  to  deal,  and  who  may 
possibly  be  able  to  extract  some  profit 
in  the  way  of  shelter  and  accommodation 
from  the  ruins.  Then  take  another  and 
rery  different  example  from  another 
branch  of  the  subject — I  wish  to  speak 
of  nothing  but  of  which  I  hare  some 
'personal  knowledge.  Everybody  knows 
that  in  the  orisis  of  a  great  war  the 
one  real  aud  appalling  difficulty,  if  not 
danger,  of  this  country  is  the  fewness  of 
men,  and  not  the  soantiuesB  of  any  other 
resourcee  whatever.  We  were,  until 
the  forethought  and  sagacity  of  Lord 
Falmerston  and  Lord  John  Bussell  re- 
lieved us  of  the  task,  in  military  occu- 
pation of  the  Ionian  Islands.  Our 
garrison  there  used  to  consist  in  times 
of  peace  of  6,000  or  7,000  men,  and  I 
believe  it  was  admitted  that,  oonsidered 
in  reference  to  times  of  war  and  in 
reference  to  Seserves,  such  soldiere  as 
we  should  require  to  have  there  would 
stand  to  our  debit  in  time  of  war  at  not 
less  than  12,000  men.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  political  oonsiderations;  but  I  do 
not  think  any  man  in  this  House  will 
say  it  is  desirable  to  be  chaived  with  the 
responsibility  of  maintaining  12,000 
men  in  a  time  of  a  great  war  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  a  hold,  even  if 
it  were  otherwise  possible,  upon  Oorfu, 
Oephalonia,  Zante  and  the  other  Ionian 
Isles.  But  at  that  time  military  autho- 
rities were  unanimous  in  their  belief,  and 
strongly  urged  upon  the  Government 
that  the  maintenance  of  our  military 
hold  upon  the  Ionian  Islands  was  a 
great,  if  not  an  essential,  element 
in  the  maintenance  of  our  power  in 
the  Mediterranean.  Something,  we 
must  admit,  is  to  be  allowed  for  the 
professional  seal  of  men  who  know 
no  bounds  to  the  service  they  render 
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aua  tbe  saoribces  tney  are  prepatea 
to  make  when  the  county  has  ocoaaion 
to  call  for  their  services;  but  much 
also  must  be  allowed  for  the  fal- 
libility of  human  judgment  when 
applied  to  an  object  they  consider  it 
necessary  to  secure,  and  these  are  con- 
siderations which  in  some  degree  equal- 
izes our  position,  though  not  absolutely, 
to  the  poaitfou  of  the  military  authori- 
ties. It  seems  ludicrous  for  a  person 
like  myself  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
military  danger  of  the  Channel  Tunnel 
io  the  face  of  the  opinion  of  military 
authorities ;  but  I  cannot  get  rid  of  the 
feeling — and  it  is  simply  common  sense 
— that  when  I  endeavour  to  consider  all 
the  points,  which  I  will  not  now  enter 
upon  in  detail,  I  am  bound  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  a  safe  thing  for  us  to  «ay, 
"  Wo  have  military  authorities  who  t«l 
us  this  thing  or  that,  and  we  ought  to 
be  satisfied,"  when  of  necessity  we  have 
before  our  eyes  many  exemplary  oaiea 
where  the  predictions  and  injnnctionB  of 
military  authorities  have  been  totally 
falsified  ;  and  when  we  know  that  what 
is  preached  by  the  military  authorities 
of  to-day  is  the  direct  reversal  of  what 
was  thought  and  taught  by  military 
authorities  UO  or  30  years  ago.  Under 
the  oiroumetances,  I  trust  we  hav« 
arrived  at  a  time  of  comparative  oahn, 
when  the  matter  oau  be  oonsidered  with- 
out prejudice,  which  was  not  poasible  in 
1 863.  If  I  may  presume  to  refer  to  an 
old  and  homely  proverb,  "Plulip  waa 
then  drunk ; "  but  Philip  is  now,  I  trust, 
sober,  and  it  is  in  the  sobriety  of  Philip 
that  I  place  all  my  coDfideoca.  I  hope. 
Sir,  I  am  not  going  beyond  Parliamen- 
tary etiquette,  if  I  express  my  hearty 
congratulations  that  you,  Sir,  in  the 
midst  of  the  storm  and  excitement,  were 
one  of  the  men  who  affixed  a  signature 
to  the  Minority  Report  on  the  subject. 
I  believe  even  now  we  have  arrived  at 
happier  time  when  the  gallant  enter- 
priie — for  I  must  call  it  so,  arduous  and 
difficult  it  is — of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  Hythe  has  some  chance  of 
fair  judgment.  The  opinion  of  the 
nation  was  never  against  it.  A  factitious 
opinion,  which  is  sometimes  aasuined  to 
be  national  opinion,  was  too  strong 
against  it  at  one  period,  and  it  was  too 
stoong  for  me,  and  it  even  now  exists, 
but  weakened  aud  brought  within 
moderate  bounds,  and  there  is  now  some 
chance    for   common     eense    aad    the 


exercise  of  that  spirit  of  enterpnze  that 
has  been  at  all  timea  among  ths  noblest 
oharacteristics  of  our  oountry. 

Bib  EDWARD  HAMLET  (Birken- 
head) said,  they  must  all  admit  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  llsmber  for  Hythe 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin)  posseBsed  the 
virtue  of  perseverance,  and  also  the 
quality  of  not  knowiog  when  he  waa 
beaten.  Year  after  year  be  went  on 
bringing  up  afresh  his  rejected  scheme 
for  that  imaginary  work  of  an  unknown 
future  which  he  called  the  Channel 
Tnnnel,  and  he  had  succeeded  in  making 
the  public  so  familiar  with  it,  aud  with 
everything  that  was  to  be  said  for  and 
against  it,  that  it  was,  perhaps,  almost 
annecessary  to  recapitulate  the  condi- 
tiona  of  the  question.  Those  who  ob- 
jected to  the  scheme  must  be  very  care- 
ful not  to  attribute  to  the  hon.  Member 
any,  not  even  the  most  distant,  desire 
to  make  a  profit  out  of  this  scheme. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  a  letter 
he  (Sir  Edward  Hamley)  wrote  to  Th« 
Timtt  last  year.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  also  replied  through  Tkt  Timu, 
and  in  his  letter  took  him  (9ir  Edward 
Hamlay)  severely  to  task  for  having 
presumed  to  allude  to  the  Channel 
Tunnel  as  a  commercial  speoulation. 
More  in  sorrow  than  in  anger  the  hon. 
Oentleman  remarked  that  he  would  pass 
by  what  he  pleased  to  call  his  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley's)  rude  allusions  as  un- 
worthy of  notice ;  and  then  he  took  very 
lofty  ground  indeed,  and  talked  of  the 

great  services  rendered  gratuitously  to 
IB  country  by  those  who  were  engaged 
in  what  he  styled  the  grand  work  of  the 
century.  Well,  if  the  Channel  Tunnel 
were  the  ^and  work  of  the  century,  it 
must,  he  (Sir  Edward  Hamley)  supposed, 
be  the  work  of  a  Company,  and  that 
Company  would  be  got  together  in 
the  uanal  manner,  and  capital  would  be 
raised  by  offering  the  shares  for  sale 
with  the  usual  inducements  to  pur- 
ohasers,  and  therefore  the  shareholders 
would  be  very  different  persons  indeed 
to  those  philanthropists  who  inveeted 
their  money  for  the  benefit  of  the 
human  race.  But  he  perceived  that  this 
was  a  tender  point  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  therefore  be  would  humour 
him  so  far  as  he  had  to  allude  to  his 
Company  by  calling  it  a  benevolent 
association.  Now,  when  the  matter  had 
been  so  long  diMrassad,  it  waa  in  vain 
to  expect  that  much  new  matter  coold 


be  imported  into  it,  and  therefore  they 
found  in  the  present  debate,  as  he  found 
in  the  records  of  a  meeting  which  was 
held  last  month  by  the  promoters  of  the 
scheme,  that  very  little  that  was  new 
had  been  said,  and  that  nothing  had 
been  said  which  had  not  been  quite  as 
forcibly  expressed  a  score  ot  times 
before.  They  had  had  the  usual  pro- 
mise of  immense  benefits  which  were  to 
flow  &om  the  Tunnel ;  the  usual  amount 
of  contempt  had  been  showered  on  those 
who  were  so  weak,  and  foolish  as  to 
suppose  there  oould  be  any  danger 
to  the  country  in  so  beneficent  a 
project.  A  new  feature,  however,  was 
introduced  at  the  meeting  of  the  pro- 
moters which  he  had  already  men- 
tioned. A  speaker  repeated  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  hon.  Member  far 
Hythe  in  Ms  letter  to  T/t«  'JVnut,  and 
said  that  if  France  oould  invade  us 
through  the  Tunnel,  we  oould  also  in- 
vade France  through  the  Tunnel,  and 
then  went  on  in  a  burst  of  patiiotio 
valour  to  suggest  that  we  should  not 
wait  for  the  invasion,  but  should  our- 
selves become  the  assailants.  To  bis 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley's)  very  great  sur- 
prise, this  view  bad  also  been  insisted 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone).  He  (Sir  Edward  Ham- 
ley) would  only  give  one  reason  in 
reply,  which  he  had  no  doubt  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  not  accept,  and  that 
was  that  for  wery  soldier  we  could  land 
in  France,  we  should  find  10  French 
soldiers  to  mset  him,  and  for  every 
gun  we  should  find  10  French  guns. 
To  those  pusillanimous  persons  who  had 
doubts  about  the  policy  of  the  Tunnel 
this  might  seem  to  be  a  sufficient  reply. 
Colonel  Hozier  bad  been  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe,  and  be  had 
introduced  a  plausible  argument  which 
had  some  novelty  about  it,  and  whioh 
he  (Sir  Edward  Hamley),  therefore,  de- 
sired to  advert  to.  He  wished  to  speak 
of  Colonel  Hozier  with  all  the  respect 
due  to  his  qualifications  for  dealing  with 
the  military  aspect  of  the  question. 
Colonel  Hozier  said  that  if  the  Tunnel 
were  made,  and  if  we  were  at  peace 
with  France,  we  could  still  obtain  all 
the  supplies  we  wanted  in  this  country 
through  France  in  apite  of  the  enemy's 
cruisers.  To  whioh  he  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  woold  reply,  that  if  we  were 
at  peace  with  France   we  should   be 
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pntty  sure  to  1>e  able  to  protect  our- 
wItm  against  all  other  anemie^  at  sea, 
and  that  at  least  we  ahould  always  re* 
tain  in  Boch  a  case  the  command  of  the 
Channel,  and  so  we  should  then,  aa  now, 
be  able  to  supply  onraelres  through 
France  by  shipmentB  from  that  country. 
Though  not  much  bad  been  said  which 
was  new,  jet  all  the  old  at^ments  bad 
re-appeared  in  the  present  debate.  They 
were  once  more  promised  a  unireTsal 
brotherhood  as  the  result  of  the  Tunnel ; 
the  Tunnel  was  to  be  the  highway  to 
the  Millennium ;  and  as  soon  as  it  was 
made  the  South- Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Northern  Sailiray  Com- 
pany of  France  were  to  lie  down  to- 
gether in  its  peaceful  shades,  with,  as 
the^  were  now  given  to  understand.  Her 
Uajesty's  portrait  overhead,  and  survey 
their  work,  and  plan  &esh  schemes  for 
the  benefit  of  mankind.  They  were  also 
told  that  great  riches  and  prosperity 
would  flow  out  of  the  Tunnel  for  every- 
body, especially  for  France  and  Eng- 
land. Then  the  cases  were  quoted  in 
which  tunnels  had  been  made  with  great 
advantage  nnder  English  rivers,  as  if 
there  was  any  possibfe  relation  between 
MtablishinK  a  oommunication  between 
two  EnglisQ  counties  and  eetabtishing  a 
oonneetion  between  France  aodEogland. 
Then  the  old  staple  argument  was 
trotted  out,  that  the  Tunnel  would  be  a 
guarantee  of  peace,  whereas  many  of 
Uiem  believed  that  by  offering  such  a 
prize  to  an  invader  they  would  be  estab- 
Ushing  a  perpetual  inducement  to  in- 
vasion. But  to  all  these  promises  of 
prospective  advantage,  they  could  still 
make  the  old  response  ; — everybody 
agreed  that  the  Tunnel  iteeU  might  in 
certain  drcumstanoes  constitute  a  pos- 
sible danger  to  this  country,  a  danger 
of  a  character  which  was  nothing  short 
of  fatal.  The  friends  of  the  Company 
maintained  that  by  their  precautions 
they  would  render  this  danger  unworthy 
of  consideration,  and  the  hon.  Uembet 
tor  Hythe  had  described  to  tbecL  how, 
by  pressinga  button  somewhere,  beoould 
at  once  destroy  the  work,  which  he  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  thought  must  hs  very 
agreeable  intelligenoe  for  his  share- 
holders. Well,  he  did  not  know  how 
the  hon.  Member  might  succeed  with 
bis  precaution B,  but  this  he  maintained — 
that  whatever  precautions  might  be 
taken,  and  however  effective  they  might 
be  supposed  to  be,  still  no  preoau- 
Sir  Bdvard  HamUjf 


tions  could  have  the  same  value  as 
having  no  need  for  preoautioDs  whiob 
was  our  case  at  present;  and  with  snoh 
tremendous  issues  at  stake  we  ongfat 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  accept  the  game, 
even  with  the  chances  which  were 
alleged  in  our  favour.  He  had  formerly 
presented  some  arguments  against  the 
Tunnel  which  had  never,  so  far  as  be 
knew,  been  disposed  of,  and  he  would 
only  now  reproduce  one  to  the  House. 
Putting  aside  the  pro^>ect  of  foreign 
troops  obtaining  possession  of  our  end  of 
theTunnel,  werethereno  enemies  at  home 
who  might  seise  it ;  had  wn  not  those 
among  us  who  made  a  boast  of  their 
hostilitj  to  England  ?  He  had  heard  of 
an  hon.  Member  upon  the  opposite 
Benches  on  one  occasion  announoiDg, 
within  the  predocts  of  that  Honae, 
that  if  we  were  at  war  he  would 
place  his  sword  at  the  disposal  of  the 
enemy.  Considering  the  hon.  Member'a 
profession,  he  thought  it  was  likely  the 
hon.  Qentleman  did  not  mean  his  sword, 
but  his  lancet,  which,  in  his  hands, 
would  probably  be  the  more  fatal  weapon 
of  the  two.  But,  however  that  might 
be,  the  point  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
will  existed  there,  and  that  men  holding 
such  opinions  would  acquire  an  immense 
importansa  if  they  oould  offer  such  an 
inducement  to  an  invader,  and  we  should 
be  crasy  indeed  if  we  gave  such  oppor- 
tunities to  treason.  Why,  we  knew 
there  existed  in  this  country  a  con- 
spiracy which  was  maintained  and  fed 
by  oontributions  from  a  vile  faction  in 
a  foreign  land,  whose  sole  motive  waa 
malignity  to  England.  He  would  only 
further  observe  that  there  were  many 
who  had  conaiderod  this  question  from 
a  military  point  of  view,  and  who 
oould  have  no  possible  reason  for  op- 
posing the  Tunnel  as  a  commercial 
Bpeculatian,  yet  who  had  arrived  at  the 
very  strong  conviction  that  it  would 
not  be  for  the  advantage  of  this  country, 
but  very  much  to  the  disadvantage,  tluit 
this  enterprise  should  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed. There  was  one  other  circumstance 
which  it  was  impossible  not  to  notice, 
because  it  was  an  entirely  new  feature 
in  this  question,  and  that  was,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hytbe  had  obtained  a 
very  remarkable  recruit  in  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemaa  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  No 
doubt,  the  hon.  Oentleman  was  able  to 
give  the   right  hoa.   Qentleman  very 


oogaftt  MUOns.  They  all  of  them  re- 
membered how  ail  eminent  itatesman 
of  a  farmer  time  was  desoribdd  as — 

"  Stmimng  hU  throat 
To  penDsde  Tommy  Townahsiid  to  lend  him  k 

It  they  sabstitated  another  name  for 
"Tommy  Townohend,"  they  might,  per- 
haps, aniTe  at  a  faint  and  distant  olue 
to  the  reasons  which  induced  the  rij^ht 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  at  this  late  stage  of  his  career, 
to  become  ft  oonrert  to  the  Ohannel 
Tonnel.  They  all  tolt  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  biography  came 
to  be  irritten,  it  would  largely  consist 
of  the  history  of  hts  conrersioDa.  This 
conversion  by  ths  bos.  Member  for 
Hythe  was  the  latest  of  them  up  to  the 
present  date;  let  them  hope  that  all 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  who  might 
happen  to  have  a  dangerOua  or  a  mis- 
chievous project  might  not  take  the 
surest  way  of  obtaining  the  support  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  Bat  he  knew  that 
this  was  tender  and  delicate  ground ; 
tor  they  all  felt,  especially  since  laat 
night,  bow  the  necessities  of  the  right 
boa.  Oentleman  were  great  and  prees- 
ing.  He  wonid  not,  therefore,  deal  with 
the  political  view  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman had  expressed ;  and  as  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman's  military  opinions, 
fas  wonld  refrain  from  following  him 
either  to  Aldemey  or  to  the  Ionian 
Isles.  Ho  wonld  only  venture  to  say 
tfaftt  tbe  ri^ht  hon.  Oentleman'g  conver- 
sion appeared  to  him  to  be  too  recent  to 
allour  tns  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  gain 
any  knowledge  thatoould  possibly  he  of 
service  to  anybody  in  relation  to  the 
present  question. 

Hk.  BLA.00  (Burnley)  said,  he  felt 
sure  that  the  speeches  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  opposite  must  have 
been  received  with  very  great  disap- 
pointment on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  from  two  causes.  The  first  was, 
that  it  appeared  to  be  the  determination 
of  the  Government  to  oppose  a  solid 
front  of  oppositiou  to  the  Motion ;  and 
the  second  csuse  wfts,  that  it  seemed 
that  the  old  tepdtation  for  courage  and 
self-reliance  wbich  hon.  Members  of  the 
Party  opposite  used  to  pride  themselves 
upon  had  disappeared,  and  had  been  re- 
placed by  a  timid  and  unworthy  state 
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of  mind  an  attitude  which  took  alarm 
at  any  old  wife's  story.    Xow,  tbe  right 


bon.  Oentleman  the  Fresident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks- 
Beaob)  referred  at  some  length  to  the 
conolusions  of  the  Joint  Oommittee  of 
the  two  Houses  which  sat  in  1883,  but 
be  forgot  to  give  due  weight  to  one  or 
two  of  those  coaolusious.  It  would  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  bon.  MembeTS 
that  the  oommerciu  part  of  the  case  in 
favour  of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  which  he 
(Mr.  Stagg)  admitted  was  a  very  im- 
portant part  of  it,  was  proved  up  to 
the  very  hilt  on  the  evidence  of  tbe 
most  trustworthy  oommarcial  witnesses. 
What  did  those  witnesses  give  evi- 
dence upon  7  They  were  almost  unani- 
mous in  tbe  opinion  that  means  of  oom- 
munieatios  of  this  description  would 
very  largely  inorease  the  oommeroial 
intoroourse  of  the  different  countries ; 
that  the  direct  trade  not  only  with 
France,  hut  with  the  whole  Oontioent  of 
Europe,  would  be  greatly  stimulated; 
that  for  light  articles  of  commerce  espe- 
cially, and  tor  costly  eommodities,  tbe 
proposed  method  of  transit  wonld  be 
invaluable  ;  and  that  we  might  hope,  in 
the  future,  when  this  route  was  estab- 
liehed,  to  see  a  most  useful  and  profit- 
able augmentation  of  our  trade.  The 
right  hou.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  asked  what  new  reasons  there 
were  of  a  oommetoiat  nature  which 
should  induce  them  to  go  forward  with 
this  project  ?  He  (Ur.  Blagg)  ventured 
to  offer  to  ths  House  one  or  two  new 
reasons  which  bad  developed  during  the 
period  which  had  intervened  between 
now  aud  tbe  presentation  of  the  Oom- 
mittee's  Keport.  The  method  by  which 
the  commerce  of  the  country  was  con- 
ducted had  very  largely  altered.  Tho 
manufactories  of  EtigUod  had  for  Along 
time  been  regarded  as  specially  adaf>t«d 
to  tbe  production  of  Urge  quantities 
of  cheap  articles.  That  method  of  busi- 
ness was  changing,  and  there  was  now 
seen  on  all  hands,  in  regard  to  our  staple 
industries,  ao  effort,  and  a  suooessfal 
effort,  to  produce  also  smaller  quantities 
of  valuable  and  artistic  articles.  He 
conid  answer  for  the  Gotten  trade,  of 
which  he  knew  something,  that  a  change 
was  rapidly  coming  over  its  methods. 
Whereas  the  orders  used  to  ha  mainly 
for  huge  bulks  of  a  very  limited  class  of 
commodities,  manufacturers  were  now 
applying  themselves  to  produce  also 
SB  I 
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Bmaller  quantities  of  those  articles  in  the 
productioD  of  whioh  tute,  skill,  and 
ardstio  science  entered  very  larj^lj. 
The  hon.  Hember  for  Went  Bradford 
(Ui.  lUingwortb)  would  oonfirm  bim  in 
the  opinioD  that  the  same  change  waa 
prsTalent  ia  regard  to  the  trade  of 
Yor^hire  ;  indeed,  wherever  they 
turned,  they  found  derelopment  and 
iaorease  in  the  power  of  produciog 
artistio  work.  'Woat  did  that  neceaai- 
tate  ?  It  necessitated,  of  all  things  in 
the  world,  extended  rapid  means  of 
transit.  We  oould  not  now  afford  the 
time  which  used  to  be  expended  in 
taking  our  goods  to  their  respeetiTe 
markets;  time  was  of  the  essence  of  all 
this  business,  and  where  weeks  under 
the  former  condition  were  of  little 
conseqnence,  now  days,  and  even  hours, 
were  of  the  greatest  signifioanoe  in 
making  profitable  arrangements.  The 
day  had  gone  by  when  the  producers  of 
this  country  might  be  confined  to  the 
production  of  these  masses  of  ordioaiy 
goods ;  teohnioal  skill  and  soientific 
teaching  were  now  doing  a  great  work 
among  us,  and  we  were  entering  upon 
a  phase  of  industry  in  which  we  were 
beooming  not  only  nrals,  but,  to  a  very 
great  extent,  euoceseful  rivals  with  Oon- 
tinental  producers  to  whom  we  used  too 
readily  to  relegate  the  production  of 
aoientifioand  artistic  work.  This  march 
and  change  in  regard  to  our  industries 
would  make  greater  strides  in  the 
future,  and,  therefore,  he  claimed  for 
this  new  and  civilized  method  of  com- 
munication a  position  of  absolute  neces- 
sity in  regard  to  the  future  develop- 
ment of  our  trade  and  industries.  There 
was  one  point  which  he  thought  had  not 
been  touched  upon  by  previous  speakers 
in  this  debate,  and  it  was  one  to  which 
be  attached  very  great  importance.  He 
was  sure  that  the  time  could  not  be  far 
distant  when  direct  oommunication  would 
be  established  between  the  Oontinent 
and  India;  and  he  asserted  that  our 
politicians  and  diplomatists  would  do 
well  to  consider  this  matter,  and  instead 
of  pursuing  a  policy  in  India  which  was 
to  some  extent  calculated  to  inspire 
feeliuga  of  jealousy,  alarm,  and  animo- 
sity, tney  should  direct  their  attention 
to  making  those  alliances  with  Bneaia 
and  the  Buler  of  Afghanistan  which 
would  insure  the  completion  of  the 
railway  route  to  India.  That  this 
route  would  be  eventually  finished  be 
Mr.  Slags 


thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  wbat- 
ever,  and  he  asked  were  we  alone 
of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Enrope 
— the  greatest  commercial  Power — to 
be  deprived  of  direct  access  by  railway 
to  our  important  Indian  Dependency? 
So  much  for  the  trade  aspect  of  this 
ease.  There  waa  one  other  aspect 
upon  which  he  wished  to  say  m  few 
words,  and  it  was  the  iutematianal 
aspect.  Hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
from  the  Benches  opposite  bad  addreeeed 
the  House  as  if  a  oondition  of  haired 
and  possible  war  with  France  were 
a  chronic  state  of  things.  Pray  let 
them  for  once  imagine  the  possibility 
of  being  at  peace  with  France,  and 
let  them  allow  themselves  even  to 
stretch  their  imagination  to  such  limits 
as  to  suppose  France  might  be  our 
possible  ally.  Were  we  for  ever,  to  the 
end  of  all  time,  to  regard  France,  our 
natural  allj  and  friend,  as  an  enemy 
and  OS  a  Power  to  be  held  always  in  a 
state  of  antipathy  7  He  considered  those 
old-world  prejudices,  those  worn-out 
notions  of  hostility  against  France,  would 
rapidly  disappear  under  the  benign  in- 
fluence of  a  oommunication  of  tliis  sort. 
The  two  peoples  would  get  to  know  each 
other,  to  understand  one  another's  views, 
to  appreciate  one  another's  ideas,  and  in 
a  short  time  we  should  all  look  back  with 
surprise  to  those  feelings  of  hostility  and 
antipathy  which  now  appeared  to  ani- 
mate so  many.  Now,  he  approached  the 
consideration  of  the  military  aspect  of 
the  case  with  very  natural  diffidence ;  he 
did  not,  in  fact,  intend  to  offer  an  opinion 
on  it ;  he  thought  it  would  be  sufficient  for 
him  just  briefly  to  state  what  it  was,  and 
to  draw  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
to  it.  He  thought  he  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  whole  of  the  military  scare 
which  had  been  raised  in  opposition  to 
this  scheme  rested  not  upon  probabili- 
ties, but  on  possibilities  drawn  from  a 
very  excited  imagination.  What  were 
we  asked  to  believe,  and  he  took  the 
list  of  possibilities  from  the  evldenos 
given  by  military  witnesses  before  the 
Joint  Committee  of  1883?  First,  they 
were  invited  to  suppose  that  there  might 
be  a  grand  European  plot,  hatched  and 
contrived  in  a  more  or  less  secret  man- 
ner, against  the  peace  and  liberty  of  thia 
oount^.  He  thought  that  oven  the 
gallant  Gentlemen,  including  the  hon. 
andgallant  Member  whohad  just  spoken 
(Sir  £ldward  Hamley),  who  had  given 
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frould  hardly  fear  the  aaeault  of  an; 
aiagle  Power.  They  were  to  suppoBe 
that  there  would  be  secretly  a  com* 
biuatioD  of  several  Powers.  As  a  matter 
of  course,  the  force  would  assemble  on 
the  shores  of  France.  This  assembling' 
was  to  take  place  without  awakening 
the  suspicion  or  the  apprehenBion  of 
anybody  in  this  country.  The  combina- 
tion having  been  eEFeoted,  tho  united 
forces  must  agree  upon  a  general  course 
of  operations,  which  ha  should  think 
would  be  rather  a  difBcult  thing  for 
them  to  do.  HariDg:  so  agreed,  they 
must  have  a  general  who  was  foolish 
enough  to  trust  his  army  in  such  a  place 
as  the  Channel  Tunnel.  Bemember 
also,  that  all  this  time  oar  Military 
Authorities,  our  Naval  Authorities,  our 
Politioal  Authorities  were  fast  asleep, 
and  that  the  garrison  of  Dover  and  the 
ooast  defences  were  sharinK  ii^  ^'^  ^ip 
Van  Winkle  slumber.  He  considered 
the  arguments  advanced  that  day 
against  tbis  civilizing  step  might  be 
raasonably  urged  against  the  oon- 
str notion  of  any  road  between  one 
State  and  another.  If  a  railway  made 
from  one  State  to  another  was  to  pro- 
duce all  the  terrible  consequences  which 
had  bepu  foreshadowed  in  the  House 
that  day,  he  was  surprised  that  they 
should  be  continued  on  the  large  scale 
on  which  they  were  now  projected.  But 
they  knew  very  well  that,  so  far  from 
producing  hostility,  they  tended  to  peace 
and  a  better  understanding  among  the 
nations.  He  was  convinced  that  nume- 
rous commercial  advantages  would  arise 
from  the  construction  of  ibis  Tunnel ; 
they  in  the  House  of  Commons  had 
Dothing  to  do  at  that  moment  with  the 
question  whether  the  enterprize  would 
pay  or  not.  Hon.  Members  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  that  was  a  matter  which 
the  shareholders  would  look  after  for 
themselves,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
would  be  thoroughly  sifted  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  They  had  only 
to  consider  whether  it  would  be  wise 
and  prudent  to  adopt  the  course  sug- 
gested; they  bad  to  consider  whether 
it  would  increase  or  diminish  the  com- 
merce and  prosperity  of  the  country ; 
whether  it  would  draw  closer  the 
bonds  of  friendship  between  two  great 
ocuntriea  and  increase  their  good 
derstanding.  He  was  convinced  that 
(he  establishment  of  the  proposed  com- 


and  that  by  it  we  should  be  provided 
with  a  splendid  insurance  agamst  any 
evil  which  could  possibly  arise. 

8m  HU88ET  VIVIAN  (Swansea 
District)  said,  he  was  the  only  Member 
in  the  House  except  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
he  feared  that  Mr.  Spacer's  voice 
could  not  be  heard  on  that  occasiou, 
of  the  five  Members  who  were  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  sit  upon 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Lords  and 
Commons,  in  1883,  to  investigate  the 
question  of  the  construction  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel ;  therefore  it  would  ill 
become  him  to  be  silent  on  this  occasion. 
He  did  not  think  that  in  the  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  sufficient 
weight  had  beeo  given  to  the  exhaustive 
inquiry  which  took  place  before  the 
Committee.  Before,  however,  he  entered 
upon  the  questions  which  came  before 
the  Committee,  he  thought  it  necessary 
to  caution  the  House  against  being  in 
any  way  misled  by  the  manner  in 
which  this  question  was  put  before 
them  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Hythe 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  he  brought  the  Bill  for- 
ward for  the  purpose  of  enabling  his 
Company,  or  the  Company  which  he 
proposed  to  form,  to  carry  on  experi- 
mental works.  It  was  rightly  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  that  they  could 
not  regard  the  Bill  in  that  sense ;  that, 
if  the  House  passed  the  Bill  to-day,  it 
would  pass  a  Bill  affirming  the  desira- 
bility of  constructing  the  Channel  Tun- 
nel, and  they  must  take  the  Bill  upon 
that  distinct  issue.  Upon  that  distinct 
issue  every  man  must  vote  to-day.  He 
knew  pretty  well  the  conditions,  and 
from  a  long  experience  of  underground 
work,  his  distinct  opinion  was  that  there 
would  bo  no  difficulty  in  oouatruoting 
this  Tunnel.  His  opinioo  was  that  an 
undertaking  of  such  magnitude  was 
scarcely  ever  conceived  which  would  bo 
more  easy  of  accomplishment  than  the 
Channel  Tunnel.  He  never  saw  easier 
ground  or  more  favourable  conditions 
than  be  saw  when  he  went  through  the 
already  existing  works  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel,  which  were  amply  sufficient  for 
experimental  purposes  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  it  was  altogether  misleading 
to  put  the  question  forward  as  one  of 
experiment.  It  could  not  be  regarded 
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in  that  light.  Then  the  hon.  Membar 
tried  to  persuade  the  House  that  this 
vas  to  be  regarded  as  a  small  drift- 
waj.  They  alflcDdw  that  small  driTings 
vere  always  made  before  large  tunnels 
Trere  broken  down,  and  here  again 
he  thought  that  it  was  neceuary  he 
should  caution  the  House  against  bsing 
mieled  by  any  suoh  atatement  as 
that  this  Bill  must  be  regarded  as  per- 
mitting a  drift-way  which  was  to  be 
used  for  electric  wires  and  for  the  oon- 
yeyanoe  of  mails.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  in  no  way  regard  it  in  that  sense. 
This  Bill  was,  in  fact,  a  Bill  sanctioning 
the  Channel  Tunnel.  Now,  when  he 
was  selected  to  serve  on  the  Ooinmittee, 
he  entered  upon  his  duties  with  a  per- 
fectly open  and  judicial  mind  ;  ha  whs 
not  prejudiced  in  ons  way  or  the  other. 
He  was  not  brought  up  in  what  the 
hon.  Uemher  for  Hythe  stigmatized  as 
the  cramped  atmosphere  of  the  cabin 
of  a  man-of'war,  nor  was  he  brought 
Up '  in  the  office  of  an  editor  of  a 
newspaper.  His  whole  life  had  been 
apeut  in  great  commercial  and  manu- 
facturing nndertakinga ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  he  was  about  as  unpre- 
judiced a  witness  upon  this  question  as 
oouldwell  be  found.  The  Oommitteein- 
Testtgated  the  case  with  the  greatest 
oare ;  40  witnesses  were  examined ; 
of  these  40  witnessBs,  10  were  military 
men,  3  were  naval  men,  IS  were  con- 
nected with  the  great  railways  of  the 
country,  and  tbey  were  really  represen- 
tatire  men,  the  very  best  of  ibe  railway 
officials  and  chairmen ;  10  were  engaged 
in  commerce  and  manufactures,  and  two 
were  Qovamment  officials.  It  would 
he  seen  that  the  witnesses  brought  he- 
fore  the  Oommittee  were  thoroughly 
capable  of  giving  to  the  Committee  the 
opinions  of  the  great  undertakings  with 
which  they  were  connected.  One  re- 
markable  point  impressed  itself  upon 
him  at  the  very  beginning.  It  was 
natural,  in  the  first  place,  to  oon- 
nder  what  adTantagea  were  likely  to 
aoome  to  the  oountty  from  the  oonstruo- 
tion  of  this  Tunnel,  and  whether  they 
conferred  adequate  compensation  for  the 
undoubted  dangers  which  might  arise 
from  its  construction.  One  would  have 
supposed  that  at  the  very  beginning  the 
oommerdal  adrantagee  would  havebeen 
put  forward  by  the  promoters  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms,  but  such  was 
by  no  means  the  case.  The  Oommittee 
Bir  Suuty  Fivim 


thought  it  was  their  duty  with  this 
object  to  invite  the  opinions  of  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  they  ac- 
cordingly addressed  themselves  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Associated  Ohamben  of 
Commerce.  They  roeived  from  him  thia 
reply— 

"The  Connoil  of  tha  Auoouled  Chamben 
of  Commarea  or  th«  Uuitad  Kingdom  trt  aot  pro- 
parad  to  offar  eTidoDsa  on  (ho  inbjtot  of  tbe 
Cbanncl  Tnanal  Billi  raferraJ  to  tba  Joint  Com' 
miltea  of  both  Houm  of  ParllKinMlt." 

If  this  had  been  a  very  large  and  impor- 
tant commercial  question,  surely  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce 
would  hare  taken  a  very  different  line. 
If  they  had  not  done  so  as  a  great  com- 
mercial organisation,  surely  a  large 
number  of  Chambers  of  Oommerce 
would  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
representing  to  the  Committee  the 
aa vantages  wbic^  it  was  presumed 
were  likely  to  flow  from  the  construction 
of  tliis  Channel  Tunnel.  But,  instead 
of  that,  the  Chairman,  on  behalf  of  the 
Association,  as  the  extract  he  had  read 
showed,  informed  the  Committee  that 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  had  no  desire 
to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Tunnel.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hythe  himself  gate  evidence,  and  he 
(Sir  Hussey  Yivian)  thought  those  who 
supported  this  Bill  would  do  well  to  read 
the  Don.  Qentleman's  evidence,  because 
he  did  not  think  they  would  find  in  it 
any  very  strong  statement  as  to  the  com- 
mercial advantages  which  were  to  Sow 
from  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel.  In 
his  evidence,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  admitted  that— 

"Tfaere  baa  been  nothing  chat  dnerred  tha 
epilhat  or  ft  wide  and  anthai[Mtio  deoliintion  or 
demand  for  the  Tiinnal,  upon  tha  pirt  at  tho 
trading  and  maDulkoturiD|  intareili  of  tba 
-   untrj." 

SiaEDWAHDWATKIN:  Bead  the 
context. 

Sir  HUSSET  VIVIAN  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  he  had  misquoted  the 
hon.  GentlemaD's  evidence. 

Bir  EDWARD  WATKIN;  Bead 
what  precedes,  and  what  follows  the 
passage  you  have  quoted. 

Sir  HUSSET  VIVIAN  said,  he  had 
the  reference  and  the  evidence,  but  he 
could  not  comply  with  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man's wish  without  troubling  the  House 
at  too  great  length ;  he  had  read  the 
entire  reply  to  a  question  put  to  the 
Hon.  QeDtleman.    He   listened  to  the. 
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hoD.  Gflntleman'a  epeeoh  that  day, 
and  lis  thought  he  shauld  have  heard 
some  atrOD^  statemeot  settinf;  forth  the 
f^eat  advantages  which  would  accnie  to 
the  commeroa  of  this  countrj  fh>m  the 
construotionof  the  Channel  Tunnel.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  however,  that  he  waa 
very  much  disappointed,  for  he  heard  no 
BQBh  statement ;  he  beard  prophetic  words 
of  a  large  and  sonorous  character,  hut 
tiiare  was  ui  utter  absence  of  detailed 
information  as  regarded  the  oommeroial 
effect  of  the  construction  of  this  Tunnel. 
Of  course,  prophecy  was  very  easy  ;  but 
they  wanted  material  facta  to  establish 
the  deairability  of  running  the  undoubted 
risk  we  should  run  in  psrmitting  this 
Tunnel  to  be  oonatrnoted.  The  ben. 
Gentleman  made  four  pointa  in  regard 
to  the  neoessi]^  for  the  oonatruction  of 
this  Tunnel.  He  said  that  it  was  needed 
as  a  aeoond  line  of  supply  for  the  food 
of  the  country.  That  had  been  perfectly 
well  met  by  two  speakers  already,  who 
had  asserted  that  if  we  were  at  war  with 
France  wa  could  not  get  our  aupplies  of 
food  through  the  Channel  Tunnel — that 
it  waa  only  from  France  we  could  pos- 
sibly fear  we  ahonld  lose  the  oommand 
of  the  sea,  and  that  if  we  lost  the  com- 
mand of  the  sea,  we  undoubtedly  could 
not  get  our  food  supplies  through  the 
Tunnel.  Therefore,  bethought,  the  hoa. 
Gentleman's  first  argument  fell  to  the 
ground  entirely.  The  bon.  Gentleman's 
eeoond  argument  was  that  we  should 
strengthen  our  military  power.  He  (Sir 
Hnseey  Vivian)  hardly  understood  how 
that  could  be.  Then  oame  the  question  of 
the  Government  not  being  able  honour- 
ably to  retire  from  the  engagements 
which  werecontracted  beforehand.  Upon 
that  point,  he  could  express  no  opinion, 
as  he  did  not  belong  to  either  of  the  Go- 
vernments oonoemed ;  but  this  was  dear, 
that  the  question  was  never  decided  by 
Parliament,  and  that  Parliament  never 
came  to  any  resolution  whatever  in  the 
matter.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Utd  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  referred  a  great  deal  to  the 
flourishing  condition  of  this  question 
during  the  20  years  prior  to  1883,  yet 
during  that  period  it  never  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  He  (Sir 
Hussey  Tivian)  believed  that  no  one 
thought  at  that  time  that  it  waa  possible 
to  construct  the  Channel  Tunnel,  and 
therefore  the  world  at  large  disregarded 
the  question  and  never  thought  seriously 


of  it.  At  any  rate,  the  question  waa 
never  brought  forward  and  sanctioned 
in  the  House,  and  they  could  not  go 
back  upon  any  correspondence  which 
paased  between  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  the  Government  of 
France  i  therefore  he  ooneidered  that 
this  country  was  in  no  way  honour- 
ably pledged  or  bound  by  such  oorre- 
spondenoe.  It  was  onl^  the  Parliament 
of  this  country  that  oould  hind  us  to  any 
particular  action.  Now,  as  regarded 
the  general  question.  It  came  out  be- 
fore the  Committee  that  it  was  perfectly 
certain  that  heavy  goods  would  not  pay 
to  send  through  the  Tunnel.  Take  the 
ease  of  coal.  Our  transactions  with 
France  in  ooal  were  very  large.  Those 
who  were  best  informed  on  the  question 
of  the  ooal  tra£Bo  never  ventured  to  say 
that  the  coal  traffic  with  France  would 
be  taken  through  the  Tunnel.  Why, 
ooal  oould  be  delivered  in  France  from 
the  Tyne  or  from  Wales  for  4*.  a-ton 
and  it  could  be  laid  down  at  the  vary 
place  where  it  was  wanted — at  Bouen  or 
Dunquerque,  or  some  other  port,  close 
to  the  place  where  it  was  used,  and  he 
defied  any  Railway  Company  by  means 
of  a  Tunnel  to  deliver  coal  from  New- 
castle to  Dunquerque,  or  from  New- 
castle to  Bouen,  which  is  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  the  great  manufectoriea 
of  France,  for  4i.  a-ton  or  for  three 
times  it.  a-ton.  The  hon.  Member  (Sir 
Kdward  Watkin)  knew  perfectly  well 
that  no  Railway  Company  oould  do  it. 
There  were  many  other  heavy  goods 
which  no  one  hod  ventured  to  say  were 
likely  to  be  carried  through  the  Tunnel. 
It  was  quite  posaible  that  some  light 
and  artistio  goods  might,  as  the  hon. 
Member  lorBurnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  had  just 
said,  derive  some  advantage  from  going 
through  the  Tunnel,  hut  heavy  goods 
would  never  go  through  it.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  distribution,  and 
that,  he  admitted,  was  a  moat  important 
question.  The  »ntr«p[!!  business  of  the 
ports  of  London  and  Liverpool  waa  most 
important  and  valuable  to  this  country. 
The  evidence  given  to  the  Committee 
upon  that  point  was,  that  the  distribu- 
tion oould  take  place  better  from  the 
port  of  London  or  the  port  of  Liverpool 
to  the  port  in  a  foreign  country  nearest 
to  the  place  where  the  goods  were  con- 
sumed than  by  going  through  a  Tunnel 
at  one  fixed  point  distant  from  the 
place     of    oonsumption.       Instead    ol 
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taking  goods  to  Dover  and  theDt^e 
throngh  the  Tunnel  to  Cnlais,  and 
from  there  fonrarding  them  to  dis- 
tant places  in  France,  Ghermanj,  or 
Bpain,  it  was  much  better  to  deliver 
them  at  Havre,  or  Bouen,  or  Bordeaux, 
or  Dunquerque,  or  other  French  port, 
or  at  Hambui^,  or  whatever  port 
was  nearest  to  the  place  where  the 
goods  were  conaigned,  bjr  a  steamer 
direct  from  London.  Not  only  was  it 
iDfiottely  cheaper  and  inSnitely  better 
to  do  BO,  but  thej  would  avoid  delay 
on  the  French  lines.  It  was  preseed 
upon  the  Committee  very  strongly  that 
great  delay  oocnrg  on  the  French  lines, 
that  when  once  goods  got  on  the 
French  lines  they  were  not  forwarded 
with  the  same  rapidity  that  they  would 
be  forwarded  in  this  country,  and 
therefore  he  contended  that  as  fast 
steamers  were  now  used,  it  was  in 
all  reepeots  better  and  cheaper  to 
distribute  goods  from  the  port  of 
London,  or  the  port  of  Liverpool,  or 
elsewhere,  to  the  French  and  Qerman 
ports,  than  to  send  them  through  a 
Tunnel  and  then  along  the  French 
lines.  Such  was  the  evidence  given  to 
the  Committee,  and  it  produced  a  very 
strong  impression  on  his  mind.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  goods  so  distri- 
buted had  only  one  extra  loading  and 
not  two.  It  was  just  as  easy,  and 
easier,  to  put  goods  from  one  ship 
into  another  at  the  docks,  and  then  let 
them  be  conveyed  to  a  foreign  port  as 
it  was  to  put  them  into  a  railway  truck, 
and  send  them  through  the  Tunnel. 
Itwas.therefore,  only  unlo^dingfrom  the 
ship  into  a  railway  truck  at  the  foreign 
port  which  was  extra,  and  no  more. 
Very  remarkable  evidence  was  given 
to  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  co6t  of  conveying  goods. 
Mr.  Eoroyd,  who  was  then  a  Member  of 
this  House,  gave  the  Committee  some 
very  valuable  evidence.  Mr.  Eoroyd 
said  that — 

"Tho  freight  on  wool  (rora  London  lo  Bradford 
ii  3T(.  SJ.  pPF  Ion,  and  from  London  to  Roubitix 
(in  Franco)  26i.  per  ton." 
Therefore,  the  man  who  bonght  wool  in 
London  and  got  it  conveyed  by  rail  to 
Bradford  was  10*.  per  ton  worse  o£F  than 
the  man  who,  having  his  manufaotory 
at  Koubaiz,  bought  wool  in  Laudon  and 
got  it  taken  to  Roubaix  by  steamer  from 
Loudon.  Hr.  Eoroyd  went  on  to 
say— 

Sir  Mvtuy  Vwia» 


"Bat  when  the  ;oodi  >re  mannficlDTcd,  Ih« 
freiicht  between  Bradford  and  London  for  home' 
trade  goods  i«  43>.  td.  per  Ion,  and  ibo  freight 
betwren  Bradford  and  Parii  for  Iha  lame  goods 
ii  33f .  9d.  per  ton  " — 

Again  a  diflference  of  lOt.  perton,  al- 
though in  the  latter  case  the  goods  had 
passed  over  the  Channel ;  and  he  fur- 
ther remarked — 

'<  So  that  OTon  where  the  good*  are  aent  to 
Bradford  for  tale  and  not  to  London,  tfa«  Pnneli 
manafaeturer  hai  alreadj  a  verj  great  advaDtage 
in  Ibe  matter  of  frtighti  in  both  direetioDi." 

Mr.  Eoroyd  afterwards  told  them — 

"  I  find,  again,  tliat  the  freight  of  woollen  farni, 
inoh  Bi  we  prodnoa,  from  the  Roobail  diitriot  ii 
4l)t.  per  ton  to  Bomlej,  mj  neareat  town  ;  bat 
the  freight  from  London  to  Borolar  lor  tbe  like 
fariia  ii  SOa.  per  ton." 

Be  (Sir  Huuey  Vivian)  thought  these 
facta  went  to  show  that  tbe  French 
manufacturers  had  greater  advantages 
by  the  present  sea  route  than  our  home 
manufacturers  had  by  the  railway 
routes  within  their  own  country,  and 
that  no  real  commercial  advantage 
was  likely  to  accrue  from  the  construc- 
tion of  a  Tunnel.  The  Committee  re- 
ceived a  good  deal  of  evidence  with 
regard  to  vine  and  other  things,  but 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  by 
noticing  it  in  detail.  What  he  was  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  do  was  to  state  dis- 
tinctly, as  a  Member  of  the  Toint  Com- 
mittee, that  in  his  opinion  no  case  was 
made  out  as  to  the  commercial  advan- 
tages which  wonid  flow  from  tbe  oon- 
struction  of  the  Tunnel.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  advantages  would  accrue  to 
the  passenger  traffic;  but,  after  all, 
what  was  the  sea  passage  at  present  f 
It  only  occupied  an  hour  and  10  minutes. 
How  much  time  would  be  saved  by  the 
Tunnel  ?  He  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther any  time  would  be  saved.  k»  to 
sea  sickness,  the  fact  is,  that  the  passage 
is  now  made  in  large  boats,  and  thus 
fewer  people  anffsred  from  sea  sickness 
than  formerly.  Great  exertions  were 
now  being  maiie  on  the  French  side,  and 
we  also  were  expending  large  sums  of 
money  on  our  own  side,  to  improve  the 
Channel  porta.  Immense  sums  were 
being  expended  by  the  French  Oovem- 
ment  at  Boulogne  and  Calais,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  a  very  superior  service  of 
steamers  would,  before  long,  become 
perfectly  practicable,  and  thus  still 
further  reduce  sea  sickness.  This  ques- 
tion was  worked  out  with  oonaidarable 
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we  had  no  busineea  to  entail  these  risks 
iipon  ourselves  and  our  poeterity.  His 
Eojal  Highneas  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge  was  examined  before  the  Joiot 
Committee,  and  gave  the  itrongest  pos- 
sible evidence  against  the  scheme.  Be 
belisved  there  v&s  no  mote  sensible 
Englishman  in  the  country  than  His 
Bojal  Highness,  and  vhat  had  he  said 
in  his  evidence?     He  said  this — 

"  I  think  It  woald  bs  dratruatire  of  the  io- 
lerMli  of  thii  doanlrj,  and,  tharafora,  u  fOD  Kr« 
DOW  parfcDttj  ieenre,  I  think  ■ii}tfainf[  jot  do  l« 
rcndar  it  leu  Hoara  tban  Iha  sanntTj  ia  sow,  U 
very  dangaroug,  and,  to  mf  mindi  Dot  JDiti- 
flftble." 

His  Bojal  Highness  pointed  out  to  ths 
House  that  b;  allowing  the  oonstruotioa 
of  this  Tannel  the;  would  be  creating  a 
land  frontier,  and  that  they  would  be 
oompelled,  by  foroe  of  oiroum stances, 
to  adopt  the  aama  means  of  defending 
the  oountiy  that  other  conntries  with  ft 
land  frontier  had  been  bound  to  adopt. 
Now,  what  did  Lord  Woleeley  say? 
Lord  WoUeley  stated  that— 

"  There  ii  no  ooninicreiil  ndnntafa  poMiblo 
to  Mlonlata  or  pat  into  flgarei  that  oonid  oom- 
panaale  for  the  riak  that  would  be  antailad  DpgD 
tbe  0Duntr7  hj  the  oooilruotion  of  the  Tnnnel, 
aiauming  alio,  comnierciallj,  the  great  inconve. 
nieoce  and  loai  which  tbe  ooantrj  wouid  inilnln 
in  paniei  when  the  relation!  between  (hii  eoantrjr 
were  atrainrd,  and  that  panic*  would  gi*a  riaa 
not  onlj  to  commercial  loiiei  and  damage  10  in- 
duitrj,  but  alN)  occaaion  ^reac  nnd  ludden  In- 
ereatea  lo  our  mililarj  ettahliahniBnt,  perhapa 
without  an;  good  reaaaD.'' 

And  he  farther  stated  that — 

"Be  oould  think  of  no  national  adTantage 
wblah  oonld  juatiF/  the  conatruction  of  the 
Tunnel." 

He  went  on  to  say,  when  asked  whether 
it  would  be  possible  to  drive  an  enemy 
out  when  it  had  once  obtained  pos- 
session of  the  Tunnel — 

"  I  thluk  it  would  be  Dtterlf  imponihle  for  Ihla 
counlr;  erer  lo  ralae  ita  bead  again,  at  a  free 
and  independent  countrj,  if  the  'I'anncl  were  in 
the  poaieaaion  of  a  foreign  nation." 
The  other  military  authorities  entirely 
agreed  with  Lord  Wolseley.  Sir  J. 
Lintom  Simmons  aaid — 

"  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  an  anemf  got  poa- 
aeiaion  of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  Great  Briuin, 
with  it*  preaent  nililary  orgaoiuUon,  could  not 
poaaiblf  eipel  that  «Demj  from  Great  Britain." 

And  he  went  on  to  emphasise  that  in 
this  way;  in  reply  to  Question  i,232 — 

'Then  jrou  think  tliat  our  national  danger* 
might  be  Inoreaied,  and   that  our  national  in- 
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ability  by  one  of  our  foremost  engineers, 
Mr.  John  Fowler.  Mr.  Fowler  bad  pro- 
duced a  scheme  for  the  construction  of 
large  steam  ferry-boats  to  cross  the 
Channel— ferry-boats  which  would  take 
whole  train-loads.  The  proposal  was 
rapported  by  13  of  our  most  eminent 
engineers.  Mr.  Fowler's  soheme  was 
twice  sanctioned  by  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  once  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
believed  that  Mr.  Fowler's  scheme  was 
quite  within  the  bounds  of  poesibiUty. 
He  believed  that  when  the  new  harbours 
were  eonatructed  train-Ioada  conld  be 
taken  over  in  ferry-boats,  and  that 
people  need  never  be  compelled  to  leave 
their  carriage  in  the  journey  from 
London  to  Paris.  In  a  construction 
of  that  kind,  there  was  no  teal  danger 
to  the  country,  beoause  it  was  clear 
that,  so  long  as  we  had  the  command 
of  the  Channel,  we  could  prevent  the 
passage  of  boats  of  that  kind  without 
the  slightest  difficulty.  But  if  the  House 
Muiotioned  a  Tunnel  passing  160  feet 
braeath  Ae  Channel,  our  fleets  might 
•ail  uaeleesly  over  the  Tunnel  wlule 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  men 
were  passing  through  to  invade  and 
occupy  our  country,  and  the  vessels 
wouM  be  perfectly  powerless  to  keep  the 
enemy  back.  At  present  we  had  the 
grand  barrier  which  Nature  had  inter- 
posed between  us  and  France ;  but  the 
oase  would  be  very  difi'erent  if  we  con- 
structed such  a  eommunioation  as  the 
Channel  Tunnel  would  afford.  In  this 
debate  the  opinion  of  military  men  had 
been  more  or  less  referred  to.  The 
Committee  examined  10  officers  of  fore- 
most rank,  distinction  and  experience, 
and  out  of  that  number  only  one  was  in 
favour  of  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel. 
That  officer  thought  that  the  risk  was 
infinitessimolly  small,  not  worthy  of 
calculation,  looking  at  the  manner  in 
which  this  country  had  been  built  up  by 
"incurring  risks;"  and  he  went  on  to 
say  that  we  ought  to  invade  France ;  but, 
on  cross-examination,  he  failed  to  show 
how,  with  our  small  Army,  such  an 
operation  would  be  praotioable.  Why 
this  country  should  voluntarily  incur 
risks  he  altogether  failed  to  see.  Unless 
they  could  establish  a  very  strong  case, 
a  far  stronger  case  than  had  been  estab- 
lished in  the  House  to-day,  or  had  ever 
been  established  before,  for  the  coastruc- 
tion  of  this  Tunnel,  be  maintained  that 
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He  (Sir  HuBsey  ViTian)  oould  read  to 
the  House  evidence  of  that  character 
repeated  over  and  over  again.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  these  vere  state- 
meotB  made  by  our  moat  experieaced 
Generals.  Were  we  altogether  to  ignore 
the  opinion  of  our  Generals — experts  in 
military  matters— who  were  the  beat 
qnalified  men  amongst  us,  and  bound 
to  consider  this  question  nnder  the  grave 
responeibilitiea  of  their  position.  They 
bad  considered  it  with  the  greatest  pos- 
Bible  anxiety,  and  had  come  to  a  distinct 
and,  be  might  say,  unanimons  deciaion 
against  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel. 
He  need  hardly  say  that  naval  men  were 
of  exactly  the  same  opinion  as  the  mili- 
tary authorities.  Then  what  an  enormous 
cost  would  the  construction  of  this  Tunnel 
entail  upon  the  country.  Supposing 
that  Parliament  allowed  the  Tunnel  to 
be  made,  one  of  the  results  would 
be,  that  we  should  have  to  construct  a 
first-clasa  fortress  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Tunnel.  That  would  cost  a  very  large 
Bum;  some  estimated  it  at  £1,500,000, 
others  at  £3,000,000.  In  the  first  place, 
this  enormous  expense  wonld  be  entailed 
in  order  to  construct  a  first-class  fortress, 
and  then  we  should  hare  to  keep  in  it 
8,000  to  10,000  men,  who  would  cost 
from  £40  or  £42  to  £100  a-year  each, 
the  latter  sum  being  about  the  average 
cost  of  a  soldier  of  the  Begular  Army. 
That  meant  a  permanent  increase  of  our 
military  eetabliahment  to  the  amount  of 
£1,000,000  per  annum.  But  it  did  not 
end  there.  If  we  once  bad  a  land  fron- 
tier to  this  country  we  shoald  be  bound 
to  increase  our  Army — we  should  be 
bound  to  increase  it,  he  might  eay,  to 
the  same  extent  as  foreign  nations  had 
inoreaaed  their  Armies.  Whyhadwenot 
been  under  the  necessity  of  increasing 
our  Army  heretofore  ?  Simply  because  by 
moans  of  our  Navy  we  had  command  of 
the  Channel,  and  because  we  believed, 
and  he  thought  rightly,  that  no  enemy 
could  invade  us.  If  they  did  invade  us, 
we  believed  that  we  oould  shut  them  up 
in  this  country,  cut  off  their  base  of 
operations,  and  entirely  destroy  and 
annihilate  them.  But  the  very  moment 
they  got  a  land  connection  all  that  ceaaed, 
and  we  might  depend  upon  it  that  the 
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first  step  of  anybody  who  might  deaira 
to  invade  this  country— a  Napoleon  if 
he  came  to  life  again — wonld  be  to 
seize  our  end  of  the  Channel  Tunnel. 
Our  only  eeonrity  would  be  in  inareaeiiig 
oar  Army,  so  that  we  should  be  able  to 
meet  the  Army  of  France  man  to  man. 
If  the^  were  prepared  to  do  that  he,  for 
one,  would  never  oppose  the  Channd 
Tunnel.  He  opposed  it  entirely  becanae 
he  knew  that  the  Army  of  this  ooimtry  was 
not  sufficiently  numeroua  aad  powerful 
to  meet  the  Army  ot  France,  and  that 
it  would  give  rise  to  a  vast  increaa* 
of  our  Mnitary  expenditure.  If  ^ey 
would  to-morrow  decide  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conseription,  and  raise  an 
Army  of  500,000  men  even— he  wobU 
nut  eay  1,000,000— then  he  wonld  go  into 
the  Lobby  for  the  Channel  Tucn^ ;  hnt 
BO  long  as  he  knew  that  we  wore  not 
prepared  to  meet  France  so  lone  would 
he  oppose  the  scheme,  as  he  oelieved 
that  it  would  be  an  enormous  national 
danger.  His  right  hon.  Friend  tiie 
Uember  for  Hid  Lothiaa  has  contrasted 
the  population  of  England  with  that  of 
France  now  and  at  the  time  of  the  war, 
and  had  drawn  the  oonolasioa  that  we 
were  now  numerically  nearly  equal  to 
France,  while,  at  the  time  of  the  war, 
we  were  not  much  more  than  one  halt 
He  admitted  thatthatwouldbea  weighs 
argument  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  prepared  to  pursue  it  to  its  logical 
sequence  and  to  enact  for  this  oountiy 
oonaoriptiott  and  the  aame  military 
organisation  as  that  of  France ;  other- 
wise the  argument  had  no  practical 
force.  .  Well,  bon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
in  favour  of  this  Tunnel  believed  that  we 
oould  be  rendered  safe  agaiust  invasion 
by  having  the  means  of  destroying  the 
Tunnel  at  a  moment's  notice ;  but  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Joint  Committee 
led  him  (Sir  Hussey  Yiviaa),  at  any 
rate,  to  a  wholly  different  conolasion. 
So  far  as  blowing  up  the  Tunnel  was 
concerned,  he  told  the  House  distinctly, 
liaving  bad  long  experience  in  colliery 
matters,  that  they  could  not  do  it.  They 
could  not  blow  up  a  drift  or  tunnel  UO 
feet  below  the  ground.  If  that  were 
po'iaible  many  of  our  collieriee  wonld 
have  been  blown  up  long  ago.  Tbey 
had  bad  plenty  of  explosions  qnite 
as  severe  as  any  which  could  be  ocoa- 
aioned  by  dynamite  or  anything  else 
which  could  he  exploded  in  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel  —  and   though  ttie  under- 
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ground  workinga  wen  more  or  lees  shat- 
tered for  a  oartKin  time,  he  had  never 
yet  koown  of  &  colliery  blown  up  to  the 
Burfaoe — it  vas  impoBBible,  in  fact,  to 
blow  np  150  feet  to  the  surface,  and  it 
vae  ridioulouB  nonsense  to  talk  about  it. 
Then  it  was  suggested  that  the  Tunnel 
might  be  mined — that  mines  of  djna- 
mite  might  ba  placed  around  it,  and 
that  by  touching  a  button — he  thought 
that  was  what  the  hon.  Baronet  (9ir 
Edward  Watkin)  himself  had  suggested 
— at  the  War  Ofiioe,  or  in  any  part  of 
England,  they  would  be  able  to  blow 
the  aides  of  the  Tunnel  in.  But  what  did 
Sir  John  Hawkshaw — who  was  rather 
interested  in  the  making  of  this  Tunnel 
— eay  to  that?  Why, he  said  that  no 
one  would  trust  himself  in  a  Tunnel 
mined  and  charged  with  dynamite,  and 
liable  to  be  blown  to  pieoes  by  the  touoh 
of  some  official  on  a  button.  He  thought 
Sir  John  Hawksb aw  showed  his  wisdom 
when  be  said  that.  He  (Sir  Hussey 
Yirian)  wondered  what  the  sea-siok  old 
lady  would  say  when  she  knew  that  she 
was  travelling  over  dynamite,  and  that 
it  rested  with  some  one  at  the  War 
OEBce  whether  or  not  a  button  was  to  be 
touched.  Then  it  was  said  they  might 
conatouct  auoh  aluices  aa  would  flood  the 
Tunnel ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Fresideut  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hioka- Beach)  had  rery  properly 
pointed  out  that  we  should  not  know 
from  time  to  time  whether  these  slHices 
were  in  proper  order.  It  would  not  be 
possible  to  ezeroise  them  every  week  or 
fortnight,  and  they  might  get  rusted  and 
refuse  to  act  at  the  critical  moment.  They 
would  be  depending  upon  delicate  me- 
ohanioaloonatruction  wluch,  aftera  given 
number  of  yeara,  might  not  act  aa  they 
were  expected  to  do,  and  thus  the 
safety  of  the  country  would  depend 
npon  the  oomplianoe  or  refusal  of  a 
valve  to  do  the  work  required  of  it. 
Even  if  a  ayatem  of  this  kind  were 
adopted,  the  quoetion  would  arise  who 
was  to  turn  the  valve  or  press  the  button  ? 
It  would  be  a  very  serious  question  to 
determine  upon— namely,  the  deatructioa 
of  this  great  work  and  the  saorifice  of 
millione  invested  in  it.  If  the  Tunnel 
were  made,  who  would  take  the  respon- 
aibilty  on  himself?  Suppose  that  re- 
latione were  strained  between  this  coun- 
try and  France,  at  what  period  of  this 
straining  of  relations  woiudit  be  proper 
to  give  the  order  to  flood  or  destroy  the 


Tunnel  ?  His  own  impression  was  that 
no  one  would  be  inclined  to  take  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  giving  such 
orders,  and  that  the  Tunnel  would  never 
be  destroyed  or  flooded.  They  were 
not  altogether  without  knowledge  of 
what  had  occurred  in  oases  of  this  kind. 
The  tunnels  through  the  Vosgee  moun- 
tains between  France  and  Oerman;  were 
mined,  the  mines  were  charged,  and  there 
was  an  officer  in  charge  of  the  minea  in- 
atructed  to  blow  them  up  vhen  the  order 
was  given.  Instructions  were  sent  to  that 
officer  to  blow  up  the  tunnels  during  the 
Franco- Prussian  War,  but  the  officer  did 
not  do  it ;  he  was  a&aid  of  doing  it,  and 
the  result  waa  that  the  German  Armies 
passed  through.  Very  well,  were  we  in 
this  country  going  to  create  a  danger  of 
that  kind;  were  we  going  to  lay  this 
country  open  to  invasion  in  that  way, 
and  for  what  reason  t  Had  any  suffi- 
cient reason  been  given  F  He  answered 
that  it  had  not.  He  declared  aa  one 
who,  having  liatened  to  all  the  commer- 
cial evidence  upon  this  point,  and  to 
all  the  speeches  this  day,  could  not  but 
submit  that  no  sufficient  evidence  had 
been  given  to  warrant  this  House  in 
undertaking  the  enormous  responsibility 
of  creating  this  danger  to  the  country. 
Long  immunity  from  war  would  abate 
the  vigilance  we  might  at  first  exercise. 
They  must  bear  this  in  mind,  that  long 
negotiations  and  extensive  correspon- 
dence didnot  generally  precede  the  break- 
ing out  of  hostilities.  The  House  had 
bad  a  Paper  presented  to  it  which  was  pre- 
pared by  the  Intelligence  Departments — 
showing  that  between  the  years  1770  and 
1871  there  had  been  107  cases  in  which 
hostilities  had  broken  out  without  no- 
tice. We  might  be  well  aaaured  that  if 
this  country  was  going  to  be  invaded, 
we  should  have  uncommon  little  notice 
of  the  fact.  Now,  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Uember  for  Uid  Lothian  (Ur. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  bad  instanced  the 
case  of  Napoleon,  and  had  aaid  that  that 
great  General,  with  all  his  military  ekill 
and  ability,  had  never  been  able  to  in- 
vade this  country.  But  then  Napoleon 
had  no  Channel  Tunnel,  and  he  poa- 
aeased  no  fast  sorew  steamers  which  he 
could  Donoentrate  upon  a  given  objective 
point  with  abaolnta  oertainty  at  a  given 
hour  of  any  day.  The  conditions  with 
which  Napoleon  had  to  dsal  were  wholly 
different,  as  he  prepared  to  bring  bis 
troops  across  in  open  boats.    Therefore, 
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thfly  oould  not  draw  a  parallel  be- 
tveen  the  state  of  things  in  the  time  of 
Napoleon  and  those  whicli  would  pre- 
vail to-day  if  war  broke  out.  They 
must  anticipate  that  hostilities  would 
commence  without  notice,  and  if  the 
House  should  sanotion  the  coDstruotion 
of  a  Channel  Tunnel,  it  must  be  pre- 
pared at  all  times,  and  under  all  ciraum- 
Btances,  to  resist  any  attempt  by  coup  d» 
main  to  take  possession  of  the  English 
end  of  the  Tunnsl.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Hember  for  Mid  Lotbiao  had 
said  that  there  had  been  no  anxiety  in 
Eranoe  in  r^ard  to  the  French  end  of 
the  Tnmiel.  Well,  why  should  there  be 
when  Franoe  had  10  soldiers  and  lOguns 
to  our  one  ?  Why  should  they  be  afraid 
of  any  ioTasion  from  this  country?  That 
was  really  not  in  question.  As  he  bod 
said  before,  if  they  would  raise  the 
numbers  of  our  Army  so  as  to  meet 
the  French  man  to  man,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  we  should  not  only  be  able  to 
resist  them,  but  to  msroh  from  one  end 
of  France  to  the  other  and  take  posaes- 
sion  of  the  country  without  the  slightest 
difficulty.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that.  He  was  a  great  believer 
in  the  pluck  and  endurance  of  English- 
men, but  that  was  not  onr  position,  and 
Parliament  was  not  prepared  to  place 
the  country  in  that  position  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  anyone  who  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  to  day — 
though  he  might  not  believe  it  at  the 
time — was  assuredly  taking  a  step  to- 
wards rendering  conscription  inevitable 
in  this  country. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL 
(Faddiogton,  S.):  If  I  may  say  so 
without  presumption,  I  think  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  HuBsey  Vivian)  who  has 
just  concluded  his  speech  has  made  a 
most  valuable  and  effective  contribution 
to  the  consideration  of  this  subject  this 
afternoon,  and  I  deeply  regret  that  the 
attendance  in  the  House  was  not  larger 
while  that  contribution  was  being  de- 
livered. Although  one  would  not  have 
thought,  from  the  state  of  the  House, 
that  this  question  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance, still  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  importance  of  the 
question  cannot  well  be  ez^gerated, 
and  the  only  deduction  I  draw  from 
the  somewhat  scanty  attendance  on  the 
Benches  on  both  sides  of  the  House  is, 
not  that  the  subject  is  not  one  of  impor- 
tance, but  that  no  interest  is  taken  either 
Sir  Htuity  Vivian 


in  the  country  or  by  Parliament  in  the 
project  we  are  asked  to  sanction.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  addressed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Ur.  Slagg),  and 
those  who  think  with  him,  a  cooviocing 
and  unanswerable  argument  with  regard 
to  the  commercial  results  which  are  ex- 
pected to  flow  from  this  enterprize.  It 
struck  me  partioularly,  when  the  hon. 
Hembers  for  Hythe  and  Burnley  were 
addressing  the  House  mainly  on  this 
question,  that  they  carefully  avoided  all 
facts,  figures,  and  statistioe,  and  dealt 
solely  in  generalities.  Now,  I  pat  it  to 
the  hon.  Hember  for  Burnley — who  is  a 
practical  man,  and  who  occupies  a  de- 
servedly high  position  in  the  commercial 
world,  and  who  has  defended  this  schemg 
in  general  phrases — whether,  as  a  man 
of  business,  be  would  invest  his  money 
in  this  project?  Unless  be  is  prepared 
to  give  not  only  an  unmistakable  bat  a 
ready  reply  to  that  queation,  then  bis 
argument  as  to  the  commercial  ad- 
vantages of  the  Tunnel  comes  to  abso- 
lutely nothing. 

Mr.  SLAOa :  I  hare  stated  that  the 
commercial  aspect  of  the  question  is  not 
before  the  House.  When  it  is  before 
the  House,  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to 
give  an  opinion  upon  it.  It  is  a  matter 
which,  in  the  nature  of  things,  it  would 
be  most  improper  to  comment  upon 
until  it  ie  put  before  us  formally  and 
we  know  the  exact  conditions  andoir- 
cumstances  of  the  case. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL: 
1  know  that  that  queation  is  not  before 
the  House.  I  know  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  have  declined  to 
bring  this  question  before  the  House. 
But  generally,  in  trying  a  commercial 
point,  we  must  know  whether  invest- 
ment in  an  enterprise  would  be  likely  to 
produce  a  good  dividend ;  and  on  this 
point  I  should  say  there  were  no  better 
judges  anywhere  than  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  if  the  enter- 
prize in  question  were  likely  to  produce 
a  good  dividend,  those  hon.  Qentlemen 
would  not  be  likely  to  conceal  their 
opinion  &om  the  House.  I  pass  &oid 
the  commercial  question  to  the  other 
considerations  involved.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  not  in  the  least 
discourteously,  but  at  the  same  time 
very  forcibly,  compared  the  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President 
of  the  Board  of    Trade  (Sir  Hiehael 


Hicfeo-Beact)  to  bugbeaTs.  Now,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  vae 
especially  useful  id  this,  that  be  re- 
roiodei]  the  House  of  what  seemed  to 
have  been  fo^otten,  I  admit,  that  the 
whole  queatioa  has  been  carefully  in- 
vestigated  by  tbe  highest  investigating 
authority  known  to  this  House.  We 
often  have  recourse  to  Boyal  Commis- 
sions and  Select  Committees,  but  we 
very  rarely  have  reeourae  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  it  was  the  Beport  of  such  a 
Joint  Oommtttee,  which  has  been  so  well 
summarized  and  explained  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  spoke  last  (Sir  Huasey 
Vivian),  that  formed  the  weighty  foun- 
dation for  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  If  ember  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
called  bugbears.  Have  we  really  come 
to  this,  that  an  important,  weighty,  and 
prolonged  Inquiry,  conducted  by  men  of 
position,  taking  evidence  on  a  question 
like  this,  extending  over  severu  weeks, 
and  its  deliberately  and  carefully  con- 
sidered Bepott,  is  to  ho  stigmatized  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember 
for  Mid  Lothian  as  a  mere  collection  of 
fancies  and  phantoms  and  bugbears? 
That  ie  an  assertion  altogether  too  loose, 
and  it  is  unworthy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
The  chief  feature  of  this  debate  has  been 
the  intervention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ; 
and  so  high  does  Party  feeling  run  at 
this  moment,  so  exasperated  even  are 
certain  subjects  in  politics,  that  I  greatly 
fear  that  there  will  be  a  minute  and 


microscopic  inquiry  to-morrow  morning, 
mainly  conducted  through  the  Press,  as 
to  the  motives  which  may  have  induced 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tend  his  aid 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hjthe.  I  am 
not  concerned  myself  to  examine  into 
that  matter ;  but  I  fancy  a  calculation 
might  be  made  of  a  very  formidable 
character  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  the  calculation  which  I  tbink  Party 
polemics  may  lead  to  is  this.  If  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  pay  as 
the  price  of  abstention  from  a  vote 
againat  his  Irish  policy — if  he  is  going 
to  pay  so  much  as  a  Channel  Tunnel, 
what  will  he  pay  for  a  vote,  and  what 
will  he  pay  for  a  group  of  votes  ?  I  do 
not  go  into  that  calculation  myself,  but 
that  it  will  be  made  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever.    I  am  tempted  to  make  the 


calculation  on  account  of  the  extreme 
weakness  and  absolute  inaccuracy  of  the 
reasons  advanced  by  tberight  hon. Gentle- 
man theLeaderoftheOpp0Bition(Mr.W. 
£.  Gladstone)  in  Bu^portof  his  change  of 
mind  on  this  question.  The  right  non. 
Gentleman  said  that,  in  1881,  in  1883, 
and,  again,  in  1885,  opposition  was  made 
by  his  Government,  as  a  Government,  to 
this  project;  but  that  opposition  had  re- 
ference,  he  says,  only  to  the  time  at 
which  the  proposal  was  made,  and  had 
no  reference  to  the  principles  of  the  con- 
troversy. That  is  absolutely  contradicted 
by  the  speech  made  in  1883  and  by  the 
speech  made  in  ISdfi  by  the  then  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  S. 
Chamberlain) ;  and  there  is  no  one  in 
this  House  who  will  be  bold  enough  to 
assert  that,  at  any  rate  in  those  palmy 
days,  the  then  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  did  not  possess  the  complete  con- 
fidence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  did  the  then  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  say  in  1883?  On  the 
24th  July,  1883,  he  said  that— 

"  A  Gommittea  of  both  Houki  was  BppD[nteil, 
TliBt  Cominittes  had  now  concluded  iti  laboura  ; 
■nd  stihongh  Ihe  M«mb«n  of  the  Cammiltca  bad 
been  Dnibtc  to  agree  upon  nnj  detailed  llepori, 
the;  had  made  a  Report  to  the  [louie  to  tbs 
effect  that  the  mejoritj  of  the  CommittcB  were 
of  opLDLon  thai  Parllameiilarj  innction   ahoold 


.1  be  giv( 
tweea  England  and  Fraoce." 
Now,  there  is  no  limit  of  time  to  qualify 
this  condemnation.     Then  be  goes  on— 

"  The  Gavernment  having  oniidereJ  both  lb* 
Report  of  tha  Conimiltee,  and  alao  tho  itato  of 

adopt  their  deoLSJon."— (3  flaniard,  [i8i]  289.) 
Not  a  word  in  the  nature  of  qualifica- 
tion, not  a  hope  held  out  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hytbe;  but, 
Sir,  we  find  a  remarkable  persistency, 
which  is  worthy  of  note,  considering  the 
way  in  which  poople  change  in  tho  pre- 
sent  day — a  remarkable  persistence  is 
this  view  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  then  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  because,  two  years  later, 
when  not  a  shade  or  a  shadow  of  diB'er- 
ence  existed  between  himself  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 


righl 
^d 


Lothian,  he  used  these  words— 


"  From  the  moment  the  qaeation  arote  »*  la 
whether  the  making  of  thia  Tunnel  might  not 
canatitut«  b  great  national  daDget " — 

A  bugbear,  u  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says — 


"  therlsiditdown  tbal  Ihefalleit  pouibls  inqDirjr 
Iniut  Im  held  into  tbat  qneation  ;  and,  ni  ft  BnaL 
reiult,  the;  dvtermined  ibitC  tbe  nbals  matler 
(bould  be  con >i dared  b;  a  Joint  Committee  of 
both  [louui,  *nd  tb«r  agreed  to  uocpt  the 
opinion  of  that  Committee." — (3  Ifaniant,  [19S] 
33T.) 

Well,  I  think  I  bare  etown  that  the 
reasooB  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
has  given  for  leDdiog  the  weight  of  his 
authori^  ia  support  of  a  project  which, 
as  the  Head  of  a  OoTemment,  he  had 
BtroDgl;  and  unreserredlj  condemned, 
are  iDConcIusiTe  reasons,  and  not  based 
upon  adequate  Farliamentarjr  considera- 
tions. I  am,  undoubtedlj,  impressed 
against  this  project;  and  perhaps  I  may 
as  well  here  state  to  the  House  that  it 
would  be  difficult  for  anyone  to  take 
pert  in  a  debate  of  this  kind  in  a  more 
impartial  frame  of  mind  than  myself, 
for  I  am  actually  a  shareholder  in  a 
Channel  Tunnel,  though  not  the  Channel 
Tunnel  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Hythe. 

8ia  EDWARD  WATKIN  :  The 
noble  Lord  Is  a  shareholder  in  the 
Tunnel  which  I  have  tbe  honour  to  re- 
present. I  saw  his  name  on  the  regis- 
ter only  yesterday. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHXTROHILL 1 
All  I  can  say  is  I  am  extremely  sorry  to 
hear  it.  It  ia  entirely  against  my 
will.  The  hon.  Baronet  seems  to  exer- 
oiae  that  extraordinary  power  of  ab- 
sorption and  of  devouring  every  rival 
scheme  which  be  has  so  often  shown  in 
connection  with  other  projects.  It  was 
without  my  knowledge  that  be  has  ab- 
sorbed into  his  capacious  maw  the  little 
enterprise  in  which  I  had  an  exiguous 
amount  of  stock.  I  wish  to  look  at  this 
project  from  an  impartial  point  of  view 
andwithontprejudice.  But  we  are  told  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  no  possible  danger 
can  arise  to  this  country  from  the  con- 
struction of  thia  Channel  Tunnel.  He 
has  told  us  that  it  may  be  easily  blocked. 
I  hope  tbe  House  observed  that  be  care- 
fully abstained  from  using  the  word 
"destroyed" — ho  said  it  might  he  easily 
blocked  by  certain  machinery  which  he, 
or  some  friend  of  his,  had  invented, 
connected  with  a  button  which  was  to 
be  touched  by  a  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  a  Cabinet  in  Pall  Mall.  I  ask 
whether  such  a  ridiculous  proposition 
was  a  worthy  argument  to  he  introduced 
into  auch  a  question  as  we  have  before 
us  ?  Imagine  a  Cabinet  Council  sitting 
in  the  War  Office,  around  tbe  buttoi 
Lord  JianHolpA  CAurehtll 


fancy  the  present  Cabinet  gathered  to- 
gether and  having  to  decide  who  should 
touch  the  button,  and  the  difficulty  of 
coming  to  a  conclusion  whether  it  ought 
to  be  touched.  I  think  that  point  of  the 
button  shows  the  absurdity  of  all  the 
precautions  we  might  take  to  close  the 
Tannel  in  the  event  of  war.  But  ws 
have  to  consider  other  posaibilities  be- 
eidee  the  event  of  war.  We  have  to 
consider  the  possible  event  of  what  ar9 
called  strained  relations,  and  that  is  k 
matter  of  much  importance,  which  baa 
only  been  elanced  at,  but  vbioh  I 
think  ahoula  be  considered  with  a  great 
amount  of  care.  We  must  iwnsider  the 
possibility  of  strained  relations  between 
this  country  and  France,  beoanse  this 
is  a  project  which  is  to  make  our  com- 
munications with  France  more  easy. 
I  venture  to  notice,  in  passing,  the  re- 
buke which  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  addressed 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  Ute  Board  of  Trade  for  having 
asserted,  as  I  think  rightly,  that  the 
prospects  of  stability  in  the  Qovemment 
of  France  were,  perhaps,  at  the  present 
moment,  not  so  bright  as  they  were  four 
or  five  years  ago.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

"  How  MO  70a  make  that  ■lurtioD,  ooniider- 
iog  that  tbe  Frenah  Repablio  vest  the  other 
da;  tbroogb  tbe  KrdBoui  and  oritieat  operation 
oC  elscling  a  President  I" 
But  that  is  a  proceeding  which  has  to  he 
gone  through  from  time  to  time,  and 
the  fact  that  the  political  conflict  has 
takeu  place  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be 
an  indisputable  proof  of  permanence  and 
stability  in  the  Constitution.  I  wonder 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  who  I 
believe  follows  French  politics  very 
closely,  does  not  recollect  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  bad  in  hie  mind  the  very 
great  and,  poseibly,  for  all  we  know, 
most  formidable  movement  which  ia  now 
passing  through  France,  and  especially 
in  the  Provinces  agaisat  the  Oovemment 
I  do  not  want  to  dwell  on  the  fact,  al- 
though I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  right  in  alluding  to  tbe  stability, 
greater  or  leas,  of  the  French  Republic. 
But  I  come  to  a  much  more  important 
question.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
seems  to  think  that  a  great  change  has 
come  over  the  public  mind  with  regard 
to  our  relations  with  France,  and  with 
regard  to  the  oonstruction  of  this  Tunnel. 
But  are  there  not  ample  reasons  to  ac- 


Gouni  loi  lae  cnange  r  xweniy-iiTe  years 
ago  there  were  at  least  three  elementsof 
grsAt  force  vhioh  imited  us  with  France. 
"We  had  at  that  time  the  reoolleotion  of 
the  then  recent  Crimean  War,  and  of 
having  shared  with  the  French  Govem- 
ment  all  the  dangers,  the  hazards,  and 
expense  of  that  war.  We  had  the  effect 
of  the  French  Treaty  which  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  himself  negotiated — and 
I  aappose  he  would  be  the  last  to  impair 
the  effect  of  tbat  Treatj  in  producing 
cordial  relations  between  England  and 
France ;  and  then  there  was  a  Btiler  in 
France  who,  on  many  occasions,  had 
shown  himself  to  be  determined  on  close 
and  friendly  alliance  with  this  country. 
These  were  the  elements  which  produced 
real  friendship  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. I  do  not  say  that  that  friendly 
feeling  has  by  any  means  disappeared ; 
but  I  point  out  that  the  great  elements 
have  absolutely  disappeared  which  gave 
rise  to  it.  The  feeling  exists ;  but  ve 
have  a  new  element  which  might,  at 
any  moment,  produce  most  dangerous 
discord  between  the  two  countries , 
and  I  allude  to  the  element  for  which 
we  are  indebted  entirely  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hid 
Iiothian,  and  that  is  the  occupation 
of  Egypt.  Ae  an  independent  Mem- 
ber I  can  state  my  opinion  without 
entailing  an;  responsibility  on  anyone 
else,  and  I  say  it  is  my  deliberate 
opinion  and  conviction  that,  ae  long 
as  the  occupation  of  Egypt  continues, 
there  is  what  I  may  call  a  sub-acute 
easui  billi.  In  support  of  that  assertion, 
I  remind  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  of 
what  occurred  last  year,  when  not  only 
was  there  a  state  of  dissatisfaction  in 
France,  but  the  French  Ambassador  in- 
formed the  Sultan  that  if  ha  agreed  to 
a  Convention  with  ns  for  the  occupation 
of  Egypt,  it  would  be  the  cause  of  pro- 
bable hostility  between  Franco  and  Eng- 
land. We  know  that  our  occupation  of 
Egypt  produces  in  the  French  mind  most 
intense  feelings  of  dissatisfaction.  Whe- 
ther it  ie  beneficial  or  not,  our  occupation 
arouses  every  feeling  of  pride  and  jea- 
lousy of  which  the  French  mind  is 
capable,  and  when  we  know  that  no- 
thing but  the  placing  of  the  most  com- 
plete control  upon  themselves  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  France  prevents 
an  outbreak  of  those  feelings,  I  say  it 
is  absurd  to  go  back  25  years,  and 
cb^rgs  thoee  who  are  sceptical  as  to  the 


permanence  ana  nnraoiiiiy  oi  me  J!  rencn 
Government  as  being  mere  alarmists.  I 
feel  sare  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will,  on  reflection,  be  of  opinion  that 
there  are  now  matters  at  issue  between 
us  and  France  that  might  produce  a  set 
of  circumstances,  now|happily  unknown, 
when  all  in  this  House,  without  any 
difference  whatever,  would  be  estremely 
thankfnl  that  the  Channel  Tunnel  has 
not  been  made.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman threw  doubts  upon  the  value  of 
military  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
matter,  but  he  naturally  treated'  them 
with  more  respect  thui  did  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe,  who 
treated  military  opinions  against  his 
scheme  with  the  same  amount  of  con- 
tempt as  be  would  thoee  of  a  recalcitrant 
shareholder  at  a  half-yearly  meeting  of 
the  South-Eastem  Railway  Company. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  certainly  ad- 
duced an  argument  which  seemed  to  be 
satisfactory  to  his  own  mind  to  show 
why  military  opinion  should  not  be  held 
to  be  of  great  or  conclusive  weight  in  this 
matter,  fie  said  he  had  great  respect 
for  military  opinion,  so  far  as  it  related 
to  the  absolute  operations  of  war ;  but 
he  limited  his  respect  to  those  operations- 
That  strikes  me  as  somewhat  illogical. 
What  should  we  say  of  a  person  who 
said  to  a  physician — "  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  yon  as  long  as  you  are  treating 
a  speoiflc  disease,  but  I  have  none  what- 
ever in  you  when  you  advise  me  as  to 
what  precautions  should  be  taken  to 
prevent  that  disease  ?  "  I  am  sure  he 
would  be  regarded  as  a  most  unpractical 
person.  If  we  are  not  to  pay  attention 
to  the  advice  of  our  naval  and  militaiy 
men  in  this  matter,  whose  opinions  are 
we  to  consider  f  Upon  this  subject,  it 
is  to  be  observed,  that  there  has  been  a 
remarkable  unanimity  among  military 
men  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Tunnel  from 
a  military  point  of  view.  I  am  opposed 
to  thin  Bill  on  the  general  grounds  such 
as  I  have  indicated,  which  go  to  show 
that  no  case  has  been  made  out  for  our 
running  the  risk  that  would  here  be  in- 
volved, and  no  cose  showing  any  great 
and  preponderating  advantage  by  which 
we  should  be  compensated  for  running 
that  risk.  And  now  I  come  to  the  great 
argument  which  I  am  aorry  I  could  not 
address  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
before  he  spoke,  for  it  is  one  which  I 
think,  with  great  confidence,  will  have 
some  effect  on  hon,  Qentleoien  before. 
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me.  Sir,  I  am  iavincibly  opposed  to 
this  project  on  ths  ground  of  eoonomj. 
I  am  sure  that  one  certain  efTeot  of  the 
Tunnel  would  be  to  lead  the  country  into 
largely  inoreased  military  expenditure. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  hae  a  mind 
capable  of  rising  to  every  subject  which 
interests  the  mind  of  man,  and  he  deala 
with  every  subject  which  he  approaches 
with  an  ability  which  is  surpassed  by 
almost  no  other  person ;  but  there  ia  one 
subject  which  I  do  not  think  has  at- 
tracted the  genius  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  is  expenditure  and 
organization  in  military  and  naval  affairs. 
Those  are  matters  of  which  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  made 
himself  master,  and  he  ta  indeed  some- 
what ignorant  of  what  is  going  on  with 
regard  to  them,  inasmuch  aatbey  do  not 
attract  his  notiee.  At  a  time  Uks  the 
present,  he  is  perhaps  not  aware  of  the 
tremendous  opposition  which  exists 
among  military  authorities  against  this 
project  of  a  Channel  Tunnel.  Is  he  aware 
that  it  has  been  proved  month  by  month, 
and  day  by  day,  with  increasing  force, 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years,  that 
our  military  and  our  naval  organization, 
which  ia  our  bulwark  without  the  Tun- 
nel and  would  be  ten  times  our  bulwark 
with  it,  is  in  a  state  in  which  no  sensible 
man  would  place  any  reliance  ?  Is  he 
aware  that  there  are  not  50  independent 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  who 
would  vote  confidence  in  our  present 
military  and  naval  arrangements?  I  do 
not  think  die  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  of  that  fact.  But  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  we  are  now 
going  through  what  in  this  country  pro- 
duces panic,  and  that  without  any  Tun- 
nel in  existence  there  are  demands  for 
millions  of  money  to  be  spent  in  one 
direction  and  millions  in  an  other,  and 
for  thousands  of  men  to  be  added  to  the 
Armyf  Does  he  know  that  there  is  in 
this  House  a  struggling  Party  for 
eooitomy  and  a  growing  Party  in  favour 
of  expenditure,  who  would  use  the 
Channel  Tunnel  aa  a  lever  in  support  of 
their  demands  for  inoreased  military  ex- 
penditure ?  We  know  that  if  the  Tunnel 
were  oonstruDted,  between  £2,000,000 
and  £3,000,000  must  be  immediately 
laid  out  ia  fortifications.  That  is  not 
denied.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hythe, 
in  a  burst  of  unusual  generosity — a 
generosity  in  his  own  career  absolutely 
Ztrd  Sandolph  Churchill 


without  precedent — when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  power  and  the  pro< 
posal  was  made  to  construct  the  Tunnel, 
held  out  some  hopes  that  the  share- 
holders, over  whom  he  appears  to  exer- 
iiise  some  great  influence,  would  Tote 
those  millions  themselves ;  but  he  never 
denied  that  a  large  expenditure  wonld 
be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  defend* 
ing  the  mouth  of  the  Tunnel.  Are  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  are  intereated 
in  economy  prepared  by  their  votes 
this  day — for  the  sake  of  illusory  oom- 
mercial  advantages,  for  the  sake  of 
closer  friendship  with  France,  wbioh  has 
been  shown  to  be  of  an  equally  illnsoty 
character — to  impose  on  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country,  either  next  year  or  the 
year  after,  several  millions  of  taxation 
for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the  ap- 
proaches to  the  Tunnel  ?  If  they  are, 
then  I  cannot  see  how  they  can  claim  to 
be  practical  economists.  I  feel  certain 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  will  be  affected  by  ^ia 
argument,  and  that  he  feels  great  diffi- 
culty indeed  in  supporting  a  project 
which  he  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  must 
Isad  inevitably  to  a  great  increase  of 
military  expenditure.  These  are  the 
grounds  on  which  I  oppose  the  Motion, 
and  I  consider  the  arguments  are  un- 
answerable in  view  of  the  fact  that  no 
corresponding  advantage  has  been 
proved  to  be  likely  to  accrue  from  the 
construction  of  the  Tunnel.  I  conclude 
by  urging  on  the  House  of  Commons 
the  well'known  trite  and  common-plaoe 
maxim  —  esfentially  a  Conservative 
maxim — "Let  well  alone."  It  is  not 
denied  that  our  position  at  the  present 
moment,  so  far  aa  defensive  purposes 
go,  is  a  good  one.  I  may  take  refuge 
in  the  obscurity  of  a  learned  language 
and  compare  the  position  of  Great 
Britain  to  that  of  virgo  intacta.  I  say 
it  is  essentially  a  good  position.  Now 
the  hon.  Baronet,  with  his  immense 
patriotism  and  ardent  desire  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  people  and  the 
wealth  and  power  of  the  country,  comes 
forward  and  offers  to  make  that 
position  a  better  one.  And  again,  Sir, 
I  have  recourse  to  a  common-plBce, 
and  will  remind  the  House  and  the 
hon.  Baronet,  in  the  hope  that  they  will 
treat  it  with  the  consideratioa  wUch  it 
deserves,  that  "  Better  is  the  enemy  of 
Good," 
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routQB,  there  woald  be  maDy  times  that 
number  passing  through  the  Tunnel. 
tTa  ...a«  -i.«»  r^p  »rt;»:»»  4.i«a4  *l.rt.»  ...A*  * 


SiK  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) (who  spoke  amid  cries  of  "Di- 
vide!"] said,  he  rose  to  speak  on  the 
question  because  he  found  himself  placed 
in  a  joiy  peculiar  position  with  regard 
to  this  subject,  and  he  felt  he  ought  to 
apologize  to  the  House  for  not  having 
previouslr  spoken.  He  had  the  honour, 
in  187A,  of  being  appointed  by  the  Goa- 
BorratiTQ  QoTernmeat  of  that  day,  to- 
gether with  Mr.  Kennedy,  the  eminent 
Head  of  the  Commercial  Departmeat  of 
the  Foreign  OSIcb,  and  the  then  Solicitor 
to  the  Post  Office,  as  a  Commissioner  to 
negotiate  with  some  French  gentlemenof 
eminence  on  the  subject  of  a  Channel 
Tunnel.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
GonssrratiTe  Government  at  that  time 
were  thoroughly  committed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Channel  Tunnel  equally  with 
the  ez- Liberal  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Fir^t  Lord 
of  the  TreaBory  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
at  that  timethsOffloer,  as  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  of  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, under  whom  he  (Sir  Henry  Tyler) 
had  acted  in  negotiating  for  12  months 
with  the  French  Commissioners,  at  the 
conclusion  of  which  a  Convention  was 
framed  and  signed  by  the  Commissioners 
on  behalf  of  the  two  Governments,  and  that 
Convention  was  agreed  to  with  the  full 
approval  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Conservative  Government  of  the  day. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Huseey 
Vivian)  had  given  the  House  a  prifit  of 
the  evidence  taken  later,  before  Lord 
LansdowDo's  Commission,  which  had 
awakened  in  his  mind  many  memoriea 
with  regard  to  the  reports  he  had  made 
in  the  past  in  connection  with  our  eom- 
mnniostion  with  India,  the  Channel  com' 
munioations,  and  other  matters.  He 
felt  that  he  stood  now  somewhst  in  the 
position  of  a  principal  criminal  before 
those  Members  of  the  House  who  were  so 
strongly  opposed  to  the  project,  as 
who  had  on  public  grounds  originally 
approved  and  promoted  the  idea  of  a 
Channel  Tunnel.  He  stiU  believed,  how- 
ever, that  a  Channel  Tunnel  would  be 
of  great  commercial  advantage  to  this 
oountiy  and  to  Europe,  and  be  believes 
strongly,  from  ampls  experionoe,  in  the 
humaniring  and  civilizing  effects  of 
facility  of  intercourse.  lu  his  opinion, 
instead  of  the  300,000  who  went  to  and 
from  the  Continent  in  1875  by  the  exist- 
ing shorter  means  of  oommunioation,  and 
the  500,000  who  now  travelled  b;  those 


He  was  also  of  opinion  that  there 
good  deal  of  misapprehension  on  me 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  as  to  the  danger  which  might 
possibly  arise,  from  a  military  point  of 
ew,  through  this  work  being  carried 
It.  The  questions  of  flooding,  block- 
ig,  and  defending  the  Tunnel  were  very 
simple.  The  length  of  the  Tunnel  would 
be  23  miles  under  the  sea,  and  there 
would  bs  three  or  four  miles  of  ap- 
proaches at  each  end  making  a  total 
length  of  30  miles.  There  would  be  a 
depth  of  about  20(J  feet  of  sea  above  the 
Tunnel  and  the  tremendous  pressure  of 
water  which  that  represented  would 
always  be  available  at  any  moment, 
under  proper  arrangements,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  flooding  the  Tunnel  in  case  of 
need.  Now,  it  was  agreed  by  the  Con- 
vention between  the  two  Qovemmenta 
that  it  should  be  in  the  power  of  either 
Govemmeut  not  merely  to  flood  or 
damage  or  destroy  the  works  of  the 
Tunnel  when  there  was  any  apprehen- 
sion of  war,  but,  whenever  it  was 
thought  fit,  to  etop  the  traffic,  and  that 
those  powers  should  be  exercised  with- 
out compensation ;  the  only  stipulation 
being  that  the  term  of  the  conoesaicn 
should  be  lengthened  by  the  addition  of 
the  time  for  which  the  traffic  would  be 
so  stopped.  He  remembered  that  argu- 
ments similar  to  those  now  put  forward 
were  used  against  the  construction  of  a 
railway  to  Southampton,  and  the  con* 
slruction  of  the  Suez  Canal  bad  been 
warmly  opposed  as  being  likely  to  en- 
danger British  interests.  He  had  at 
the  time  when  that  Canal  was  under 
construotion  ventured  to  suggest  that  it 
would  be  of  more  value  to  British  oom- 
merce  than  that  of  any  other  nation ;  and, 
knowing  as  an  old  officer  of  Engineers 
how  easily  and  cheaply  and  securely  a 
Channel  Tunnel  might  be  defended,  he 
was  DOW  of  opinion  that  no  case  had  been 
made  out  against  the  proposal. 
Question  put. 

The     House     divided: — Ayes     165; 
Noes  307:  Majority  142. 

AYES. 
Abrsluun,  W.  [Qlsni.]    Aastin,  J. 


Allison, 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Andenoa,  C.  H. 
Asher.A. 


BaUoor,  Sir  O. 
Bentinclc,  rt.  hn.  Q.  0 
Big»r,  J.  a. 
Bradkugh,  C, 


jgic 


Bnght,  Jacob 
BmniiBT,  J.  T. 

fiactuuuui,  T.  R. 
Bjrat,  0.  U. 
Oaine,  W.  8. 
CameroD,  0. 
Chmpball,  Sir  G. 
OuDpbell  -Bannermui, 

right  hoQ.  H. 
Cftrew,  J.  L. 
Ca* »D,  Earl  of 
Chsmiin^,  F.  A. 
Childen,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  B. 
ClaDcy,  J.  J. 
CUrfc,  Dr.  0.  B. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
CoddinfftoQ,  W. 
OoIduui,  J.  J. 


CondoD,  T.  J. 
Oonway',  H. 
Conybesre,  0.  A.  T 
Oourtnoy,  L.  H. 
Cox,  J.  B. 
CraTBD,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Creaier,  W,  E. 
OtUly.  D. 

Deujr,  J. 
DicksoQ,  T.  A. 
Diion,  Q. 
Ellii,  J. 
EUia,  T.  E. 
Eamonde,  Sir  T.  H.  Q. 
Ewlemont,  P. 
Fen  wick,  0. 
Pinacaiia,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flown,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foritw,  Sir  0. 
Fox,  Dr.  J,  F. 
Oilhooly,  J. 

om,  T.  p. 

Oladalone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Ooarley,  E.  T. 
Oraham,  R.  C. 
areraiOl,  Sir  G. 
HamUton,  CoL  C.  E. 
HarriDgtoD,  E. 
Hamngtoo,  T.  0. 
Harrii,  M. 
Haydeo,  L.  P. 
Healy,  H. 
EoldsD,  I. 

Jlliog worth,  A. 
JamM,  boo.  W.  H. 
Joiuej,  J. 
Eay-ShDttleworth,  rL 

bon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Senny,  M.  J. 
Kilbnde,  D. 
l^ne,  W.  J. 
IiBwatm,  Sir  W. 
Leahy,  J. 


LefoTTe,  ngbt  bqn.  d. 

J.  8. 
Lewi*,  T.  P. 
Maodonald,  W.  A. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
MaoNeiU,J.  O.  S. 
U-Artbnr,  A. 
H'Oartan,  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'DoDald,  Dr.  H. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J,  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M-Iatbd,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Mamm,  E.  M. 
Mayne,  T. 
Menziea,  E,  S. 
MoUoy,  B.  0. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Moriey,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Moriey,  A. 

Mnndolla,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
NoImi,  Colonel  3.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J,  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doberty,  J.  E. 
0' Gorman  MahoD,  The 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'KeeOb,  F.  A. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,    right    hon. 

SirU 
Potter,  T,  B. 
Powell,  W.R-H. 


Prieatlej,  B. 
Pngh,  D. 

Falertoii.  Sir  J.  H. 
QuioD.  T. 
Randell,  D. 
Redmond,  J .  E. 
Bsdmood,  W.  H.  K. 
Heed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Heynolda,  W.  J. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roe,  T. 

HoIlit,8irA.K. 
RoMoe,  Sir  H.  B. 
Rowlands,  J. 
RowUnds,  W.  B. 
RoawU,  Sir  0. 
Samaelion,  Sir  B. 
Samaslaon,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheeban,  J.  D. 
Sheeby,  D. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanattia,  rf.  hon.  J. 
Storey, 8. 
Stuart,  J. 


SnUiTaD,  D. 
SatbOTlMid,  A. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Thomaa,  A. 
Toite,  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
WBllaoe,R. 
WatMo,  Sir  E.  W. 
Wayman,  T. 
Willianma,  3. 


Addimn,  J.  E.  W. 
AgB-Oardnw,  J,  T. 
Aird,  J. 

AIliopp,  hon.  Q. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T, 
Anstmther,  Golood  R. 

H.L. 
Aostruther,  H.  T. 
Aehmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atberley- Jones,  L. 
BadeD-Powell,8ir  G.S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Ballantine,  W.  H,  W, 
Banes,  Major  G.  B. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Bamun,  J. 
Burr,  A.  H.  a 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bartlelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baomann.  A.  A. 
Bailey- White,  J. 
Beach,  ru^  ban.  Sir 

M.  B.  Hiokt- 
Beaoh,  W.  W,  B. 
Beadel,   W.J. 
Boaumont,  H.  F. 
B«ckett,  E.  W. 
BeotiTe,  Earl  of 
Bentiack,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinok,  W.  0.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  V. 

delaPoer 
Bethell,  OommanderG. 

E. 
Biddulpb,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Btrkbeck,  Sir  B. 
Blandell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
BoItoQ,  J.  C. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  0. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bortbwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick, boa.  W.  Bt. 

J.  F. 
Brookfleld,  A.  M. 
Brooki,  Sir  W.  0. 
Brown.  A.  H. 
Brace,  Lord  H. 
Borghlev,  Lord 
Biirt,T.' 
Boxton,  S.  0. 
Oampb^  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 


WiHiamlon,  B. 
■Witooo,  O.  H. 
Wilson,!. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J, 


Chaplin,  right  boa.  H. 
Cbarrington,  S. 
ChuTcbiU,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.H.8. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  O. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Si  J.  C.  E 
Compton,  F- 
Cooke,  C.  W-  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt  E.  T.  D. 
Ccnens' Hardy.  H.  B. 
Cranbome,  Viacoant 
Croaa,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Cubitt,  right  bon.  O. 
Onmn,  Viaooont 
Dalrymple,  Sir  0. 
DaTenport,  H.  T. 
Db  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Warms.  Baron  H. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dimsdals,  Baroa  U. 
Dizon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  Et.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  B. 
Doaoao,  Ooload  F. 
Daaeamb«,  A. 
Drira,  right   ban.   Sit 

Edwardi-HoH,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  boa.  A.  3.  F. 
Egerton,  boo.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  bon.  A.  R.  D. 
ElUot,  boa.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  a.  W. 
EltOTi,  O.  L 
EvBTshed,  8. 
Bwart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
ParoDb arson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  E  J. 
FergoMo,  R.  0 .  Unnro- 
Fergusson,  right  bon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  B. 
Fietden,  T. 
Fineh,  U.  H. 
Finlay,  E.  B. 
Fishar,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  H.  U.  P. 
Fitz  William,  hon.   W. 

H.  W. 
Fits  William,  ban.  W. 
.  J.  W. 
Fita-Wygiam,  Oeaeral 

Sir  P.  W. 


mOi  LihtlZaw  |J 

Pletoher,  Sir  H.  E«iuiawaT,  Sir  J. 

F<4i»iiibe,  O.  a.  8.  EflDDj,  0.  S. 

Palkaitane,  right  hon.  King,  B.  B. 

Viscouut  Enatchbull-] 
Forwood,  A.  B.  H.  T. 

Frawr,  Qenenl  0.  C.  Enightley,  Sir  R. 

Folton,  J.  F.  EdowIm,  L. 

OardneTiB.Riohardion-  Lafons,  A. 

GaakeU,  C.  0.  Uilnsi-  Lambert,  C. 

(inthome-Hardj,  boa.  Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 

J.  S.  Lea,  T. 

Qedge,  8.  Lechmere,8irE.  A.  H. 

Qent-DaTit,  R.  Laea,  E. 

QilM,  A.  Leigblon,  S. 

OiUiat,  J.  8.  Leanoi,  Lord  W.   0. 
Ooldimid,  Sir  J.  Qordon- 

Uoldsworthy,      Major  Letria,  Sir  C.  E. 

Genaral  W.  T.  Leni^kam,  right  hon, 
Uont,  Sir  J.  E.  Viscount 

QoHhen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J.  Llewellf  □,  V..  U. 


Amtnimtnl  Silt, 
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Oray,  C.  W. 
Green,  8ir  E. 
Greene.  B. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
<iunter,  Colonel  B. 
Oerdoo.  B.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
HaU.  0. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LotdG.F. 
HamilloQ,  Lord  0.  J. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B. 
Hanlnuy,  R.  W. 
Bankey,  F.  A. 
Haidoaitle,  E. 
Hardcaatls,  F. 
HattiogB,  G.  W. 
Hayue,  C.  Seale- 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  U. 

F^wardi*  ^ ,  _ 

HBDoage,  righthon.  E.    HilTatn,  T. 
Herbert,  hon.  8.  Uore,  R.  J. 

Hennon  •Hodge,  B,  T.     Uorgiui,  hon.  P. 
Hervey,  Utd  F.  Uou,  R. 

Hill,  right  hon.  Lord    Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 


Lockwood,  F. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lnbbook,  Sir  J. 
LymingtOQ,  Tiacount 
Macartnef,  W.  Q.  B. 
Macdooald,  rt.  boa.  J. 

H.  A. 
Uaokintoab,  0.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
M' Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makina,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Hallook,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Mapi)in,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marriott,  rt.  hoo.  Sir 

W.T. 
Uatthewt,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinion,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildnuy,  F.  B. 


A.  W. 


J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  Q,  0. 
MalboUand,  H.  L. 
UnnoMter,  Lord 
Mnntz,  P.  A. 
Neville.  R. 
Newark.  TiMount 
KobK  W. 
Nonia,  E.  8. 
Norton,  B. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Pluuket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pom/ret,  W.  P. 
Portman,  boo.  £.  B. 


HiU,  < 
Hingley,  B. 
Hoare,  B.  B. 
Hoars,  8. 
HobboDse,  H. 
HoUoway.O. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houlda  worth,8irW.  I 
Howard,  J, 
Howell,  U. 
Hubbard,  bon.  E. 
Uulae.  E.  H. 
Hunt.  F.  8. 
Hooter,  Sir  W.  G. 
laaacaon,  F.  W. 
Jackwtn,  W.  L. 

Jacohy,  J.  A.  .  _ 

Jame*.  rt.  bon.  Sir  H.    Powell.  F. 
Jaidins,  Sir  O.  Prioe,  Captain  O.  E 

JtSnya,  A.  V.  Baikea,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 

Jenninga,  Ii.  J.  Banldn,  J. 

Johniton,  W.  Reed,  H.  B. 

Kelly,  J.  R.  Ri<auud,  H. 

yo^.  oooxxvn.  (;third  shubb.] 


Theobald,  J. 
Thorns*.  D.  A. 
Thorbnm.  W. 
Tollemacbe,  H. }. 
Tomlinaon,  W.  E.  M. 
Townaend,  F. 
VamoD,  bon.  O.  R. 
■Villier*,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  U. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Walab,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Warmington,  C  U. 
Watwio,  J. 
Webster.  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  ViKonnt 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Will,  J.  8. 
WilioQ,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hoD.  R. 
Wodebotue,  E.  R. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stout- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wrooghton,  P. 
Varborgb,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  £.  B. 


Richardaon, T. 
Ridlev,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  bn.  C.  T. 
Robertaon,  Sir  W.  T, 
Robertaon,  B. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Roaa,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baroa  F. 

J.  do 
Round,  J. 
Rnssell,  T.  W. 
Saenderaon,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
8«ton-Earr,  H. 
Shaw.Stewart.  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  ririit  hon.  W 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S, 
Spencer,  J.  B. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stevenson.  J.  C. 
Stewart.  M.  J. 
Stoket,  Q.  G. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swetenham,  E. 
Sykaa,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  O. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 


Main  QueBtioa,  a^  ameaded,  put,  aad 
AgrMd  U. 


LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Bir  Algirmm  Btrlhtniek,  Sir  AOtrl  Sellil,  Mr, 
Laimn,  Mr.  Jmning;  Dr.  Canuna,  Mr.  John 
Morlti/,  Mr.  S.  Duiytr  Qray.) 

[bill  294.]      THISD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beadiag  read. 

Motion  made,  andQueation  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  KELLY (Oamberwell,  N.) :  I  do 
not  wish  to  offer  an;  opposition  to  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but,  with  the 
permiasioD  of  the  House,  I  would  offer 
a  short  personal  exptanatioa  with  refer- 
ence to  matters  which  occurred  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee,  or  oame  before 
the  House  on  the  Beport  stage.  Fre- 
quent allusion  had  been  made  to  a  ease 
in  which  50  or  60  actions  had  been 
brought  b;  a  solicitor  practising  at 
Baiters'  Htdl  Court,  E.G.,  in  respect  of 
the  same  libel.  In  order  to  aroid  ^vin^ 
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anneceMBTy  pain  to  the  aurriviug  rel<i- 
tives  of  the  plaintiff  in  those  actioas,  I 
Hpoke  of  them  as  haring  been  brought  by 
a  penoQ  whom  I  wonid  call  "John 
Smith,"  of  Salten'  Hall  Oourt,  instead 
of,  a«  the  fact  was,  b;  a  Mr.  Henry 
Tucker.  It  was  mentioned  that  he  had 
died  before  an;  of  the  actions  had  been 
tried;  that  at  the  time  of  his  having 
brought  them  he  had  been  a  bankrupt ; 
and  that  the  libel  consisted  in  a  state- 
ment as  to  hieharingbeen  struck  off  the 
Bolls  as  a  solicitor  who  had  been  guilty 
of  fraudulent  practices.  By  a  atrange 
coincidence,  it  turns  out  that  there  is  a 
Mr.  Henry  John  Smith  practising  as  a 
solicitor  at  Salters'  Hall  Oourt.  He  feels 
aggrieved  at  the  name  of  Smith  having 
been  introduced  into  the  debates,  and 
desires  me  to  state  publicly  that  I  did 
not  in  any  way  intend  to  ellnde  to  him. 
I  therefore  nish  to  say  that  I  had  at  the 
time  no  knowledge  even  of  bis  existence, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  express  my  regret 
that,  in  attempting  to  spare  others  pain, 
I  should  have  occasioned  him  annoyance. 
As  to  the  late  Mr.  Tucker,  it  is  wholly 
n&true  that  he  was  a  bankrupt  at  the 
time  of  his  having  brought  the  actions. 
He  had  had  to  contend  with  some 
peouniary  difficulties  some  time  before ; 
but  they  were  passing  or  bad  already 
passed  away  at  the  date  of  the  publica- 
tion of  the  libel.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, an  absolutely  false  statement  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
fraudulent  practices  necessarily  did  him 

e«Bt  injury— so  great  indeed,  as  his  re- 
tires state,  aato  have  actually  hastened 
his  death.  I  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowed  me  to  make  this  short  persoDal 
explanation,  which,  I  tbink,  in  justice  to 
the  parties  concerned,  seemed  to  be  both 
right  and  ceoessary. 

QnestioQ  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BUI  read  the  third  time,  and  patud. 

OATHS  BILL— [Bill  7.] 
{Xr.  BradUmgl,  Sir  John  Simm,  Mr.  Ktlif,  Mr. 
CouTtjuy  Xfiifly,  Hr.  Bart,  Mr.  Caltridgt,  Ur. 
niinfitorH,  Ur.  SitAord,  Celontl  Ef/rt,  Mr. 
Jftu  OtUinfi.) 
ooKMiTTmi.    [^Progrni   20th  Jvnt.'] 
Bill  tontidtrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauae  1  (Affirmation  may  be  made 
'    'eadofoatb). 


SiB.  l&OS 

Us.  HT7NTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  aaid, 
he  bad  on  Amendment  to  move  to  the 
Clause,  the  objeet  of  whieh  was  to 
exempt  from  the  necessity  of  taking  the 
oath  any  person  who  should  declare  that 
he  entertained  oontoientious  objectiona 
to  doing  so.  He  had  put  down  this 
Amendment  in  oonsatjuence  of  seeing 
upon  the  Paper  some  otbara  to  wbiohhe 
objected,  and  the  words  of  it  he  had 
taken  from  the  Act  of  the  2nd  Fw. 
Cap.  77,  which  was  passed  to  meet  a 
case  similar  to  that  with  wbich  the 
Committee  bad  now  to  deal.  In  1S3S 
Parliament  had  to  deal  with  the  case  of 
persona  who  had  been  Quakers,  and 
wbo,  so  long  as  they  were  Quakers,  had 
been  excused  from  taking  the  oath,  and 
who  made  au  affirmation  instead.  But 
the  provisions  enacted  with  regard  to 
them  did  not  apply  to  those  who  had 
ceased  to  be  Quakers,  and  who  had  con- 
sequently ceased  to  be  able  to  make 
affirmation.  The  words  of  the  Act 
were — 

"I,  L.  B.,  hsTing  been  ons  of  tlia  pe^la 
called  Qoakan,  and  entertainioK  conicieBtioiu 
objectiouato  the  taking  an  oath,  00  aol«iiil;aDd 
■iacarely  and  tnilj  aSbrn     .    .     .    .    " 

He  submitted  that  those  words  were 
lees  offenrive,  less  objectionable,  and 
more  suitable  than  the  words  of 
the  other  Amendments  which  he 
bad  seen  on  the  Paper.  He  bad  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  be  sboald 
prefer  to  see  the  Bill  passed  in  the 
form  in  wbiob  it  had  been  introduced 
by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  The  BUI  as  ittro- 
duoed  gave  an  entirely  free  option  to 
every  person  called  upon  to  take  the 
oath,  as  to  whether  he  would  take  it  or 
make  affirmation.  It  bad  been  alleged 
by  some  kon.  Members  in  tbe  eoarse  of 
the  debates  on  the  Bill,  that  if  that  free 
option  were  carried  there  might  be  a  loss 
to  tbe  administration  of  tbe  law,  inas- 
much as  persona  wbo  were  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  on  oath  might  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  option  to  escape  from 
their  obligation.  He  did  not  attach  much 
importance  to  that  argument.  The  prac- 
tice of  requiriog  witnesses  to  take  the 
oath  or  make  affirmation  was  an  histo- 
rical survival ;  it  bad  really  littie  sense 
or  meaning  at  the  present  day.  The 
Committee  could  easily  understand  that 
when  there  was  no  punishment  by  the 
Criminal  Law  for  those  who  gave  false 
evidence    in    judicial     proceedings  — 


wnere  sne  wimeas  was  leit  entirely 
.and  distinctly  to  hie  own  coDBcience 
and  exwrted  from  him  uo  solemn  affirm  &- 
-■tiiHt— the  oath  wai  of  the  higheBt 
aeqaence.  But  as  soon  aa  it 
impriaonment  with  or  without  hard 
labour  or  aeren  years'  penal  Bsiritude 
for  thoae  who  gave  false  evidence,  the 
more  powerful  sanction  made  the  other 
far  lesB  neoossaryaud  important,  becauge 
the  only  case  in  which  it  could  be  sug- 
geeted  that  the  oath  was  important  was 
in  the  case  where  neither  of  the  other 
sanctions  had  any  effect  on  the  mind  of 
the  witness.  Tharo  were  three  sanctions 
which  operated  on  the  mind  of  a  wit- 
ness—first, the  sanction  of  the  law; 
secondly,  the  sanction  of  the  moral  law ; 
and,  thirdly,  there  was  the  sanction  de- 
TJTed  from  the  particular  oonsequeooes 
supposed  to  follow  the  riolation  of  an 
oath.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  class 
of  men  incapable  of  being  inflaenced  by 
the  religious  sanction,  but  capable  of 
being  influenced  by  the  moral  sanction, 
or  by  the  fear  of  seven  years'  penal  ser- 
yitnde,  must  be  extremely  limited,  if, 
indeed,  it  did  not  exist  purely  in  the 
imagination.  Now,  it  was  for  the  sake 
of  that  limited  olaeathat  some  alteration 
was  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  Sill  of 
the  hon.  If  ember  for  Korthampton.  He 
entirely  objected  to  any  alteration  which 
would  convert  a  man's  appearance  in 
the  witoese  box  into  an  opportunity  for 
counsel  to  make  inquisition  into  his  re- 
ligiona  belief.  There  were,  unfortu- 
nately, at  the  present  day  many  persons 
who  Boycotted  others  who  did  not 
understand  their  religious  notions,  and 
no  one  who  came  from  Scotland  oould 
have  lived  witbont  experience  of  that 
kind.  It  was  not  right,  and  it  was  not 
juat,  therefore,  that  a  man  who  involun- 
tarily, and,  perhaps,  against  his  will, 
was  dragged  forward  to  a  Oourt  of  Jus- 
tice to  aasiit  the  administration  of  the 
law,  shonld  be  raqnired  to  say  Mther 
that  he  had  no  belief  at  alt,  or  that  his 
religion  waa  very  queer,  in  order  that 
he  might  be  able  to  make  affirmation 
instead  of  takine  the  oath.  Now,  the 
words  which  he  found  in  the  Act  he  had 
referred  to  did  not  raise  any  inquiry 
into  the  character  of  a  mon'a  religious 
opinions ;  he  simply  had  to  aay  that  he 
entert^ned  conacimtione  objections  to 
taking  the  oath  ;  and  more  than  that,  he 
thought  it  was  not  right  in  the  interest 
of  the  pablio  that  it  should  be  demanded 


trom  mm.  J<or  tuese  reasons,  consider- 
ing the  ehortnesB  of  the  time  at  their 
diepoeal,  he  would  not  oooupy  the  time 
of  the  Committee  further  than  to  move 
the  Amendment  in  hia  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  liae  S,  after  fha  word  "  person,' 
iovurt  ths  words  "  who  shall  declare  that  he 
entertaina  conBoientJous  objoctioos  to  the  taking 
of  an  oath."— (ifr.  SuBltr.) 


Mk.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  bound  by  the  undertaking 
given  to  the  Honse  on  the  second  read- 
ing. He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
Amendment  carried  ;  but  if  it  were  car- 
ried, he  should  take  it  as  the  sense  of 
the  Committee,  and  shonld  not  be  bound 
by  the  other  Amendments. 

QiR  GEORGE  CAMBPELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, fto.)  said,  he  thought  the  Sotioitor 
General  should  state  whether  he  was 
ready  to  consent  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen. 

Thk  solicitor  general  (Sir 
Edwakd  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
was  just  about  to  do  that  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  rose.  He  certainly  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Abardeen.  and  if  it  were 
carried,  he  should  feel  it  hia  duty  to  re- 
sist by  every  possible  moans  the  passing 
of  the  Bill.  Se  thought  they  were  en- 
titled to  hava  some  definite  expresaion  of 
intention  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion ;  upon  a  matter  of  the  kind,  however, 
he  did  not  think  the  Committee  oonld 
come  to  any  decision  that  afternoon. 
Hia  intentieu  in  rising  was  simply  to  say 
that  he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
which  seemed  to  him  to  depart  from  an 
essential  matter  of  principle.  Hia  ex- 
perience had  led  him  to  believe  in  the 
value  of  an  oath,  and  he  was  entirely 
oppoaed  to  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  that 
it  was  an  abaurd  historic  survivaL 
He  knew  that  the  oath  waa  a  very 
valuable  instrument  for  gettiag  at  the 
truth  in  Oourta  of  Justice,  and  he  should 
certainly  resist  any  Amendment  to  en- 
able an  individual  who  wished  to  escape 
from  the  inflnenoe  of  the  religious 
sanction  upon  his  mind  to  do  so  by 
saying  that  he  had  conscientious  objec- 
tions to  taking  the  oath.  If  the  dis- 
cussion  should  go  on  upon   an  other 
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something  further  to  say;  but  he  wished 
to  mabe  it  clear  that  the  Amendmeot  of 
the  hon.  Qentleman  was  vital,  and  that 
if  it  were  aooepted,  he  should  wish  it  to 
result  ia  the  rejection  of  the  BiU. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  eaid,  he  should 
have  considered  it  more  respectful  to 
the  Oommittee  to  have  explained  his 
views  on  this  subject ;  but,  as  he  wae 
prevented  fnta  doing  bo  by  the  short- 
oese  of  the  time  at  his  disposal,  he 
should  reserve  his  remarks  to  a  future 
occasion. 

Tkb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H, 
A.  Uaodomald]  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aber- 
deen to  eoQsider  whether  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  proposed  did  not  place 
before  anybody  who  objected  to  tell  the 
truth  very  strong  grounds  for  saying 
that  he  had  conscientious  objections  to 
taking  the  oath  ? 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
Beport  to  the  House. 

Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wedntiday,  4th  July. 

MOTION. 


STATUTX  LIW  REVISIOII  (hABTXB  AND 

asaVAHT)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  repeal 
oettain  Statutes  relating  to  Uaater  and  Ser- 
vants, in  particular  manafactnres,  which  have 
ceased  to  be  put  in  force  or  have  become  un. 
neooSBary,  ordcrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Howall,  Sir  Henrj  James,  Mr.  Mnndella,  Mr. 
William  Hunter,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Hoyle, 
and  Mr,  Penwick. 
BiUjirHmf«y,Miclreultlie  first  time.  [Bill  310.] 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
TTmridas,  2»thJun»,  1888. 


MmUTES.]— PoBuo  Bills— A'n(  Staging— 
Libel  Law  Ammdment*  (ISO);  Coosolidatad 
Fund  {No.  2): 

&saiKlA«<iA*iV-HaI)itnal  Drunkard*  Act  (ISTS) 
Amendment  {No.  2)  {138) ;  Companies  ll6Z) ; 


tration  and  Sosrobes  [No.  IBS], 
(7()inni7f»— Quarter  Seadani  (37-187):  Timber 
Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  (69-188) ;  Phar- 
macy Act  (Irelttod],  1875,  Ameodmoit  (168. 


■  NominatiDa 


IBS). 

ComniVfM  —  Stpert  —  Su&agans' 
(176). 

Rtpori  —  Land  Charges  EegUtrabon  ud 
Searohes  (40-186). 

Royal  Attent—OiaiQaa  [Wine  Duty)  [SI  k  it 
Viet.  c.  U]  :  Westminster  Abbey  [61  A  61 
Viet.  0.  11];  Electric  Lighting  Act  (1881) 
Ajnendmmit  [SI  *  62  Vict.  c.  12] :  National 
Debt  (Supplomantal)  [61  &  62  Vict.  c.  16]; 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  IS87,  AmendmBot 
[51  4  62  Vict.  0.  13]. 

PnoTiBiuHAL  Obdbs  'Bo.lA—Firtt  SauHo)-- 
Tramways  (No.  3)*(19i;. 

Seiond  Riading — Local  Qorsmment  (Poor  Law) 
{No.  7)  "  (161)  ;  Local  GoTernment  {No.  8)  • 
(172);  Local  Qovenmiont  (No.  10)-  (173); 
Local  GoTeniment  (No.  II)"  (174);  Water 
(No.  2)"  (167);  Qas  and  Water*  (166); 
Tramways  (No.  2]*  (166);  Ofster  and 
Mussel  Fisheries  (Weet  Loch  Tarbert)* 
(146). 

mrd  Rtadinf — Local  Oovamment  (Highways)* 
(US);  Lock! OoTemment(Portj'(lol}. and 

Soyal  Aiunt — Local  Govenunent  (Irelsnd) 
(Bangor  and  Warrenpoint)  [SI  &  62  Via. 

o.  xuiii]  ;  Metropolitan  Commons  (Fsm- 
borough,  &a.)  [61  &  52  Viit.  c.  iziij;  Us. 
tropohs  (Wiutechapsl  and  Limehoiise)  ISl  t 
62  Viet,  c  imii] :  Local  (JoTernment  [61  t 
52  rict.  c.  xxiii] ;  Lotal  QoTomment  (No. 
2)  [61  &  62  nm.  a.  zl] ;  Local  dovemment 
(Poor  l«w)  [51  &  62  Viet.  s.  xU] ;  Locd 
OoTsmment  {Poor  Iaw]  (No.  2j  [SI  k  61 
Viet.  c.  xlii]  ;  Local  Govenunent  (Poor  L»«) 
(No.  3)  [fil  ft  62  Vict.  0.  xliiil;  Local  Go- 
vernment (Poor  Law)  {No.  4)  [61  ft  63  Viet. 
c.  xlviiij  ;  Local  Oovernment  (Poor  I^w) 
(No.  5)  [fil  ft  62  Viet.  c.  ilii] ;  MetropolJbn 
Commone  (Chislehurst  and  St.  Paul's  Cntjr] 
[fil  4  62  Vict.  c.  1] :  Public  Health  (Soot- 
Wd)  (Denny  and  Dunipace  Water)  [fil  ft  6! 
Vitl.  c.  li];  Metropolitan  Police  [61  ft  62 
Viet.  e.  Ivi] ;  Local  Government  iNo.  3) 
[61  ft  S2  Viet.  c.  Ixi] ;  Local  Government 
(No.  4)  [61  ft  62  Vict.  c.  liiij;  Local  Go- 
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EDUCATION-RBPOET  OK  THE  KOTAL 
COMMIBSION— PBBMATDRH  PUB- 
LICATION.—OBSERVATIONS . 
Thb  SKCEETAEY  OF  STATE  fob 
INDIA  {Viscount   Cboss)   My  Lords, 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Eoyal  Commission 
on  Education  held  this  day,  in  conse- 
quenoe  of  what  has  appeared  in  the 
columns  of  Tht   Timu  newspaper  and 
some  other  papers,  I  was  requested,  as 
their  Chairman,  to  stats  in  my  place  in 
Parliament  that  the  aooount  whioh  has 
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the  Boyol  Commieeion  upon  Elementary 
Education  ia  nn authorized  and  la  iaoor- 
rect  in  maoy  important  particnlars.  It 
is  baaed,  apparently,  upon  drafts  vhioh 
had  not  leceired  the  final  eanotion  of 
the  Oommiaeion,  but  vhich  must  have 
been  ■uireptitiouBly  obtained.  It  would, 
of  oourae,  be  a  groea  breaob  of  duty  to 
commnnicate  to  the  public  any  matter 
contained  in  a  Beport  to  be  aubmittsd 
to  the  Queeu  before  it  has  been  laid 
before  Her  Sfajesty,  and  the  Oommission 
will  not  be  able  to  make  any  Report 
public  until  their  reoommendationa  have 
been  submitted  to  Her  Uajesty,  which 
will  probably  not  be  for  some  weeks. 
The  statements  professing  to  indicate 
tlie  character  of  a  minority  Heport  have 
no  anthority  or  justification. 

HOUSE  OF  LUBDB  (LIFE  PEEKS]  BILL. 
omsTioif. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  when  the'  aecond  reading  of  the 
Peerage  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquesflof  Sausbdbs)  : 
Tuesday  week  may  be  a  suitable  day. 

HABITUAL     DRUNKAItDS     ACT    (1879) 

AMENDMENT  (NO.  2)  BILL.-(No.  138.) 

(Tk»BarUfAieritn.) 

SECOND    BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Eabl  oe  ABERDEEN,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoor.d  time, 
said,  the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  which  had 
come  np  &om  the  Hoase  of  Oommons, 
was  to  make  permanent  the  Act  of  1 870. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  dilate 
upon  the  misery  and  distress  resulting 
from  habitual  drunkenness.  He  would 
merely  observe  that  the  attention  of 
medical  science  had  been  inoreaeingly 
applied  to  the  malignant  and  relentless 
character  of  what  might  rightly  be 
described  aa  the  "  diseasa  of  inebriety," 
and  the  verdiot  of  medical  science  was 
unquestionably  in  favour  of  such  legis- 
lation as  that  contained  iu  the  Bill — only 
it  would  go  a  great  deal  further.  Par- 
liament, however,  was  wisely  jealous 
concerning  any  measure  which  appeared 
to  afford  the  slightest  risk  of  undue 
interference  with  liberty.    The  Bill  was. 


things  were  apparent  from  this  experi- 
mental legislation— first,  the  complete 
sufficiency  of  the  safeguards  proposed 
for  the  regulation  of  the  homes  for 
habitual  drunkards  provided  under  the 
Act;  and,  secondly,  the  extensive  need 
of,  and  also  the  extensire  benefits  con- 
ferred by,  those  homes.  Those  benefits 
would  be  extended  if  the  Act  were  made 
permanent,  because  the  temporary  cha- 
racter of  the  Act  of  1879  necessarily 
hampered  the  good  work  such  homes  as 
those  now  existing  were  intended  to 
promote,  for  the  obvious  reason  that 
people  were  not  willing  to  invest  capital 
m  institutions  in  which  no  permanent 
could  be  guatanteed.  From  the  excel- 
lent results  obtained  in  many  of  these 
establishments,  they  held  a  high  place 
in  public  estimation.  Persons  in  all 
con£tioitB  of  lite— doctors,  lawyers,  and 
clergymen — who  had  inherited  or  ac- 
quired, a  disposition  to  alcoholic  excess 
sought  their  shelter.  He  would  only 
add  that  ample  provision  was  made  for 
inspection.  In  the  absence  of  such  an 
Act  as  this  there  was  a  real  danger  of 
unauthorized  establishments  springing 
up  where  no  such  guarantee  could  be 
provided.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mevti,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{Thi  Earl  of  Aberdem.) 

Eabl  BEOWNLOW  said,  he  should 
offer  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  Ho  would  only  call  attention  to 
Clause  8,  the  wording  of  which  was 
not,  he  thought,  sufficiently  strong  to 
secure  the  otijectof  thedause.  He  had 
conferred  privately  with  the  noble 
Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  believed 
that  he  would  be  prepared  to  strengthen 
the  clause  in  Committee. 

Motion  agritd  to ;  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly, and  eomtnitud  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thnr»day  next. 

COMPANIES  BILL.-(No.  163.) 
{Th,  Lord  ChanceUor.) 
SBCOKD  BEADINO. 

Orderof  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

itontd,  "That  theBill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{TAtZord  Chaneellor.) 

Lord  BRAMWELL  ssid,  he  would 
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tagies  of  limitdd  liability  wore  so  gnat 
tliat  the  great  banking  houses  of  London 
had  adopted  the  principle  very  much  to 
the  good  of  everybody  ooncerned.  He 
beliered  the  principle  of  limited  liability 
had  been  very  useful  in  enabling  paitieB 
to  oombiae  imall  capitals.  They  were 
told  the  lav  had  been  abused,  but  he 
would  ask  their  Lordships  not  to  attach 
too  much  veight  to  that.  He  did  aet 
make  these  remarks  for  the  purpoee  of 
objecting  to  any  amendment  of  the  law. 
Oa  the  contrary,  the  good  will  with 
which  be  regarded  the  lav  of  limited 
hability  would  rather  make  him  desire 
to  see  any  improTement  made  that  could 
be  deTiBod  ;  but  he  doubted  vhether  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack or  the  Gentleman  who  drafted  the 
Bill  were  the  persons  most  qualified  to 
discover  the  defeots  and  to  remedy  them. 
Long  before  he  knew  this  Bill  was  to  be 
introduced  he  stated  his  own  inability 
to  do  so.  Lawyers  were  not  so  well 
acquainted  with  these  matters  ai  those 
who  were  concerned  in  the  promoting 
and  winding-lip  of  Oompanies,  and  he 
thought  those  who  could  best  inform 
their  LordBbips  of  the  defects  in  the  law 
were  the  solicitors,  accountants,  and 
others  who  were  concerned  in  such  busi- 
ness. He  thought  that  this  Bill  would 
be  a  proper  subject  for  consideration  by 
a  Seleot  Committee  which  could  take  evi- 
dence. The  first  clause  provided  for 
the  provisional  registration  of  the  Com- 
pany. This  he  did  not  think  at  all  un- 
reasonable ;  bat  it  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  under  a  previous  Act  such 
provisional  registration  was  required, 
and  that  Act  had  been  repealed.  The 
provision  as  to  the  appointment  of 
.trustees  in  whose  namee  the  money  paid 
in  respect  of  shares  was  to  be  deposited 
would  not,  he  thought,  afford  much  pro- 
tection, for  promoters  who  meant  mis- 
chief would  appoint  trustees  who  would 
be  puppets  in  tneir  hands.  The  second 
clause  appeared  to  have  been  drawn 
upon  the  assumption  that  all  Companies 
were  publicly  advertised  and  that  the 
shares  were  allotted  to  the  public.  But 
that,  he  was  informed,  was  a  very  great 
mistake.  Uany  Oompantea  were  got  up 
by  persona  who  allotted  the  shares 
among  themselves.  He  did  not  suggest 
that  there  was  anything  secret  or 
irregular  in  these  cases ;  they  were 
perfectly  respectable  and  hondJid«.  The 
conditions  necessary  to  entitle  a  Oom- 
Lord  BrantweU 


pany  to  complete  regiatration  were  som* 
of  them  open  to  great  exception.  It 
was  provided  that  one-fourth  of  tii« 
shares  should  have  been  subscribed  for, 
and  that  not  less  than  one-t«ith  of  ths 
nominal  amount  subsoribed  should  have 
been  paid  in  oash-  Tiiat  would  mean 
that  if  the  capital  waa£I, 000,000,  shares 
to  the  amount  of  £250,000  should  have 
been  subscribed  for,  awl  that  £25,000 
should  have  been  paid  in  oash.  But  it 
now  often  occurred  that  &ough  the 
nominal  capital  was  very  large,  the 
amount  required  to  be  called  up  was 
very  small.  Thns,  in  the  ease  of  Um 
Law  Fire  Assurance  Company,  the 
nominal  capital  was  £5,000.000,  but  an. 
exceedingly  small  portion  of  this  bad 
been  actually  paid.  He  knew  of  a  caee 
Mining  Company  in  Cornwall  whose 
BBS  was  such  that  it  was  never  foand 
necessary  to  call  up  more  than  £10. 
This  provision  would  be  exceedingly  in- 
convenient in  many  cases.  Thus,  in  the 
case  of  a  patent,  a  small  amount  might 
be  sufficient  to  test  its  value  and  work 
it,  yet  no  Company  could  be  formed  un< 
less  this  large  proportion  of  the  sub- 
scribed capital  was  called  up.  If  the 
capital  was  fixed  at  a  high  figure  more 
would  have  to  be  called  up  than  might 
bo  required,  whereas,  if  it  was  fixed  at 
a  low  figure,  it  might  turn  out  that  ex- 
tensive experiments  were  reqnired,  and 
the  capital  would  in  that  case  not  be 
sufficient.  The  requirement  that  each 
director  should  not  hold  less  than  10 
shares,  and  that  the  total  nnmber  of 
shares  held  by  the  direotors  should  be 
not  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  tot^ 
number  applied  for,  would  also,  he 
thought,  nnduly  interfere  with  the 
legitimate  creation  of  Companies.  Ac- 
oording  to  the  Bill  it  appeared  that  the 
provisional  directors  would  alone  be 
responsible  for  misstatementB  in  a  pros- 
pectus.  He  thought  that  the  direotors 
who  succeeded  tUem  ought  also  to  be 
hold  responsible,  for  they  ou^t  not  to 
become  directors  without  having  made 
all  proper  inquiries  into  the  arrange- 
ments  made  by  the  provisional  direotots. 
Clause  11,  which  dealt  with  the  liability 
of  direotors  in  respect  of  qualifying 
shares,  was  a  well-mtentioned  section, 
but  the  proviaioa  that  any  man  who 
accepted  the  post  of  director  must  at 
once  pay  up  his  shares  was  open  to  criti- 
cism. A  preferable  arrangement  would 
be  that  the  director  shoold  either  pay  up 
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bis  ifasres  or  undertake  not  to  transfer 
his  rights  in  respect  of  them.  Section 
13,  which  proTided  for  the  iBHue  every 
yearofabatanoe-Bheet'BeTen  daji  before 
the  meeting  of  the  Company,  contained 
what  was  really  a  useless  prorisioii, 
for  it  was  impossible  to  guard  against 
fraud  and  roguery  fay  the  publication 
of  a  b&lance-eheet.  The  provision  was 
objeotionable  because  if  a  Company 
were  compelled  to  distribute  a  balance- 
sheet  its  secrets  would  become  known 
to  its  competitors,  and  it  would  thus 
be  ■erionsly  hampered  in  its  opera- 
tions. He  Dad  personal  knowledge  of  a 
most  respectable  and  sncoessful  Company 
which  had  certainly  bean  in  existenoe  for 
60  years  and  which  never  produced  a 
balance-sheet  for  the  inspection  of  the 
shareholders.  Clause  15,  providing  for 
a  report  by  the  liquidator  on  the  wind- 
ing up  of  a  Company,  was  open  to  objec- 
tion beoauee  it  would  impose  a  very  dis- 
agreeable task  upon  the  liquidator,  who 
waa  generally  nominated  by  tfao  di- 
rectorsof  the  Company  to  be  wound  up, 
and  because  it  contained  no  provision 
giving  a  person  incriminated  by  the  re- 
port the  right  of  being  heard.  A  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill 
to  enable  a  man  who  was  ask  to  lend 
money  to  a  Company  to  inspect  the 
register  before  making  the  loan.  As 
the  law  would  stand,  unless  the  Bill 
were  amended,  he  would  not  have  the 
right  to  inspect  the  register  before 
lending  his  money,  and  that  right  ought 
certainly  to  be  given. 

Loan  THRING  said,  he  was  bound 
to  characterize  the  Bill  as  a  retrograde 
measure,  for  it  would  re-impose  upon 
joint-stock  Companies  alt  the  burdens 
and  difficulties  from  which  they  hoped 
the  past  Ici^slatioa  had  aet  them  free 
forever.  The  seriesof  Acts  which  were 
consolidated  in  1B62,  and  again  sub- 
■equently,  had  enabled  Companies  to 
be  formed  with  a  minimum  of  cost,  and 
as  a  result  commerce  had  increased  by 
leaps  and  bounds  and  the  country  bad 
benefited  largely  in  a  variety  of  ways. 

The  Earl  op  MORLEY  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  explain  how  the  per- 
manent directors  were  to  be  made  liable 
for  any  statement  calculated  to  mislead 
in  the  Memorandum  issued  fay  the  pro- 
visional  directors. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said  that  he 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
many  observations,  as  most  of  his  re- 


marks on  the  Bill  hod  been  anticipated 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had 
addressed  the  House.  Were  they  in  a 
position  to  judge  whether  a  measure  of 
this  sort  would  be  likely  to  work  well  or 
ill  ?  Bchemes  might  look  veiy  well  on 
paper  and  yet  work  indifTerently ;  in- 
deed, if  they  did  not  do  good  they 
might  do  harm  by  creating  a  false  im- 
pression or  by  hampering  undertakings 
which  it  was  not  desirable  to  subject  to 
difficulty.  Therefore,  unless  there  waa 
reasonable  certainty,  and  this  scheme 
was  likely  to  answer  and  do  good,  there 
wonid  be  the  danger  of  serious  risks  in 
adopting  it.  Had  they  the  information 
which  would  enable  Uiem  to  express  a 
substantial  opinion?  He  had  read 
criticisms  praising  the  Bill  as  likely  to 
be  useful  and  otoera  condemning  it  as 
mischievous ;  and  the  light  of  nature  did 
not  enable  turn  to  arrive  at  any  certain 
decision.  In  his  opinion  some  modifica- 
tions would  be  necessary  in  the  scheme 
proposed  tor  the  requisites  to  complete 
registration.  He  doubted  whether  any 
real  security  was  gained  by  requiring 
that  the  directors  of  a  Company  should 
bold  one-fifth  of  the  paid-up  capital. 
The  result  might  be  to  exclude  from  the 
directorate  the  men  beet  fitted  to  direct 
the  affairs  of  a  Company,  for  it  did  not 
follow  that  the  man  who  had  the  moat 
money  would  be  the  beet  director.  What 
might  be  a  large  interest  to  one  man 
might  be  a  small  one  to  another.  It 
might  be  well  to  require  that  each  di- 
rector should  have  a  status  which  should 
insure  his  taking  interest  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Company ;  but  a  large  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  directorate  aa  a  whole 
was  compatible  with  one  man  having  a 
very  large  stake  and  with  the  stakes  of 
others  being  very  limited.  He  had 
some  doubt  as  to  tbe  expediency  of  pre- 
senting the  form  of  the  balance-sheet. 
In  cases  where  there  was  keen  compe- 
tition, balance-sheets  would  be  studied 
with  the  object  of  injuring  those  who 
published  them,  while  they  could  easily 
be  made  to  appear  to  be  satisfactory  in 
the  case  of  Companies  that  were  not  on 
a  sound  footing,  and  tbe  good  done  in 
checking  reckless  conduct  might  not  at 
all  compenaate  for  the  injury  that  might 
be  done  in  other  cases.  In  tbe  case  of 
paying  Companies,  he  did  not  think  the 
provision  as  to  audit  would  be  of 
much  value ;  and  aa  to  tbe  allowance 
for  depreciatioii,  the  directors  were  left 


to  fix  tbat  aB  low  as  they  pleased.  He 
did  not  make  these  remarks  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  tlie  Bill,  for  some  improve- 
ment in  the  working  of  the  Limited 
Xiiability  Acts  was  caUed  for,  and  if  any- 
thing could  be  done  to  make  them  work 
better  it  was  well  worth  doing.  He 
only  doubted  whether  they  were  in  pos- 
aeaeion  of  sufficient  information  to  en- 
able them  to  remedy  existing  evils. 

The  Eahl  of  SELBOENE  said,  that, 
as  there  was  no  Notice  of  Amendment, 
he  did  not  see  what  was  aimed  at  by 
critical  speeches  on  all  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  serious  evils  deserving 
of  a  serious  effort  to  remedy  them  if 
it  could  be  made,  as  he  believed  it 
might  be,  without  Tetrogreaaire  legisla- 
tion. Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
might  require  to  be  amended,  but  he  did 
not  see  in  it  any  evidence  of  intentional 
retrogression.  It  was  generally  felt 
that  more  might  be  done  than  bad  been 
to  check  frauds  and  abuses  in  connec- 
tion with  the  formation  of  Companies, 
and  the  Bill  seemed  calculated  to  do 
that.  The  subject  was  one  on  which 
the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
he  important;  and,  if  the  Bill  was  a 
lawyers  measure,  and  had  not  been 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  then 
it  might  have  been  desirable  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
if  the  state  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
had  made  that  course  possible. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  strictures  upon  the 
debate  would  apply  to  the  discusaiona 
upon  all  second  readings.  The  subject 
was  not  a  new  one ;  still  it  was  a  con- 
venient practice  that,  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill,  some  justification  of 
its  provisions  sliould  be  offered.  He 
was  not  quite  sure  tbat  it  was  a  matter 
upon  which  the  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  be  absolute,  for  it  coutd 
scarcely  possess  any  special  knowledge. 
But  it  would  bo  satisfactory  if  they  could 
hear  some  defenco  of  the  Bill  against 
the  arguments  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  by  whom  it  had  been  criticized. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HALSBuay)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  tbat 
one  of  the  speeches  that  had  been  made 


the  remediea  that  were  recommended  by 
mercantile  men  for  the  evils  that  had 
been  complained  of  in  the  working  of 
the  Act  of  1862.  No  one  who  had  to 
do  with  the  Courts  of  Law  could  doubt 
that  there  was  an  enormous  amount  of 
fraud  committed  in  connection  with  some 
of  those  Companies,  or  that  there  was 
an  enormous  quantity  of  capital  taken 
from  innocent  people  by  persons  who 
issued  fraudulent  proapeatuses.  It  might 
almost  be  said  that  a  class  of  peraona 
existed  who  lived  by  getting  up  fraudu- 
lent Companies  and  then  wrecking 
them.  In  using  the  word  draJlaman 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  had  simply 
adopted  the  phrase  as  it  was  commonly 
used  in  the  uourts  of  Law  in  reference 
to  any  clause.  It  very  often  happened 
that  there  was  a  volunteer  draitsman 
of  particular  clauses  when  a  Bill  was 
going  through  Committea,  and  he  cer- 
tainly had  not  had  the  smallest  idea  of 
reflecting  on  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Thring)  in  using  the  phrase  in  the 
sense  in  which  he  bad  employed  it ;  nor 
had  ha  supposed  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  the  draftsman  of  the  particular 
clause  in  question.  He  felt  the  diffi- 
culty which  a  noble  Lord  near  him  had 
pointed  out  —  that  if  he  were  to  go 
through  the  Bill  and  juatify  it  clauM 
by  clause,  he  should  be  doing  what 
was  not  usual  on  the  second  reading, 
although  ha  admitted  that  it  was  quite 
right  that  he  should  be  asked  to  state 
the  substance  of  the  measure.  The 
principle  of  those  clauses  was  that,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  promoters  of  a 
Company  should,  during  the  period  of 
provisional  registration,  bo  Directors, 
and  should  be  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  intended  enterprize ;  and  the 
provisions  to  which  attention  had  been 
drawn  in  that  discussion  were  designed 
to  make  it  necessary  that  those  persons 
should  have  a  real  and  substantial  inte- 
rest in  the  concern.  The  object  was  to 
make  those  who  presumably  would  issue 
the  prospectus  and  put  forward  the 
scheme  personally  responsible  for  every 
false  statement  in  the  prospectus.  There 
were  now  psrsons  without  means,  with- 
out any  capital  at  all  to  work  the  oon- 
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and  inTesting  their  mone;.  That  waa 
the  eyetem  vhich  it  «aa  now  sought  to 
challeDge ;  and  it  had  been  thoaght, 
aot  by  lawjers,  but  by  commercial  men, 
tiiat  legielation  with  that  object  should 
be  introduced.  He  had  received  re- 
monstranoeB  against  the  QoTernment 
not  being  suffioientlj  active  in  bring- 
ing forward  that  Bill  for  the  protection 
of  commerce  from  many  of  our  great 
towns.  A  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  that  the  insistence  by  legislation 
on  the  preparation  of  a  balanoe-sheet 
was  one  of  thoae  medinval  superstitiona 
w  hioh  it  might  have  beenthougathaddied 
out.  But  an  analogous  provision  of  that 
kind  had  been  in^oduced  into  a  pre- 
vious Act  with  good  effect,  and  it  was 
considered  that  it  would  prove  useful  in 
the  present  measure.  With  regard  to 
the  comments  which  had  been  made  as 
to  the  defanlte  of  Directors,  he  did  not 
agree  that  a  man  who  by  his  negligence 
caused  injury  to  others  should  not  be 
called  on  to  pay  a  fine.  If  a  Director 
wilfully  and  intentionally  issued  a  fslse 
prospectus,  or  in  other  respeota  issued 
statements  which  were  fraudulent  to  his 
knowledge,  he  ought  to  be  held  guilty 
of  misdemeanour;  but  if  the  thing  was 
not  done  wilfully  or  with  his  knowledge, 
but  through  the  want  of  proper  care  on 
his  part,  he  could  be  fairly  made  to  pay 
a  peeuniary  fine.  If  their  Lordships 
thought  that  the  proposal  of  provisional 
registration  was  itself  a  mistake,  then 
he  conceded  that  a  Bill  on  those  lines 
could  not  receive  their  approval ;  but  if 
there  was  to  be  provisional  registration, 
and  that  provisional  registration  was 
only  to  be  for  a  certain  period,  then  he 
asked  what  class  of  legislation  was  de- 
nred  in  order  to  insist  that  persons 
putting  forward  a  scheme  of  a  Company 
should  be  themselves  really  interested 
in  it  and  should  give  such  a  guarantee 
to  the  public  that  they  had  a  substantial 
stake  in  the  concern  ?  N'othing  could 
be,  he  thought,  mors  appropriate  than 
that  auch  persons  should  aubscribe  a 
certain  amount  of  the  capital.  The  Qo- 
vernment,  having  considered  the  matter 
on  their  responsibility,  had  deliberately 
adopted  the  principle  of  provisional 
registration.  The  history  of  that  Bill 
was  this  : — As  originally  framed  it  was 
introduced  to  their  Lordships  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley  of  Preston) 
when  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
That  noble  Lord  had  aince  been  called  to 


another  sphere  of  duty;  and  now  ho 
bimaelf  had  succeeded  to  the  treatment 
of  the  subject,  he  should  say,  rather 
than  of  the  Bill  of  which  that  noble 
Lord  was  the  author.  The  result  of 
that  had  been  that  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships  waa  the  Bill  which  Her 
Majeaty's  Government  now  asked  the 
House  to  read  a  second  time.  As  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  he  had  to 
remember  the  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  that  auggestion  waa  made.  If 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  early  in 
the  Session  he  would  at  onoe  have 
acceded  to  that  suggestion ;  but  it  was 
impoBiible  not  to  see  that  acceding  to  it 
now  would  mean  that  they  were  not  to 
pass  any  such  Bill  at  all  this  Session. 
There  was  a  pressure  on  the  part  of 
commercial  men  for  a  meaeore  dealing 
with  that  Bubjeot,  and  he  did  not  feel 
at  liberW  to  agree  to  send  that  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  At  the  same  time, 
when  they  came  to  the  Committee  stage 
of  |the  Bill,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
receive  the  assistance  of  noble  and 
learned  Lords  in  improving  its  details. 
Motion  agrttd  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

TIUBEB  ACTS  (IRELAND)  AMBND- 

MEHT  BILL.— (No.  69.) 

(The  Lerd  Privy  Stat.) 

OOUmiTZB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Amendments  on  the  Timber 
Acts). 

The  Lokd  PBIVT  SEAL  (The  Earl 
ofCADOOAif)  proposed  an  Amendment, 
which,  he  explained,  would  have  the 
effect  of  practically  taking  the  Schedule 
out  of  the  Bill,  and  referring  only  to  one 
of  the  old  Timber  Acts — namely,  the 
23  &  24  Oea.  III.  c.  89,  intituled— 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to 
tbeplanting  of  Timber  Trees."  He  pro- 
posed this  Amendment  in  order  to  meet 
the  objeotioDS  which  had  been  raised  hj 
a  noble  Earl  behind  him  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  miteed,  in  page  1,  line  S, 
leave  out  ("the  Timber  Acts")  and 

("The  Act  of  the  SestioD  of  the  Irish  Parlin- 
ment  of  the  twenty-third  and  tweaty-fourth 
yean  of  the  rsi^  of  EiuK  Oeorge  ths  Tfaifd, 
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cbapter  tliirt;r-»i°*<  intitaled 
amaod  tha  Acta  relating  to  thi 
Timber  Tree*'"); 
ID  line  9,  leave oat("tli« Timber Aots") 
and  insert  ("the  eaid  Act  of  King 
George  the  Third");  and  id  line  12, 
leave  out  ("  the  Timber  Aats  ")  and  in- 
sert— 

('■  The  lud  kiA  of  King  George  the  Third, 
and  Uia  other  Act*  relating  to  the  planting  of 
Timher  Treei  in  Ireland."}— (TA«  Lord  JVivg 

Ameodment  agritd  to. 

Glauae,  as  amended,  agr»»d  to. 

Olauee  2  agreed  to. 

Olanse  8  (Amendment  of  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  b.  4). 

A  noble  Lobd  (for  Lord  Sudbi-bt) 
proposed  an  Amendment  providing 
that  no  olaim  may  be  made  under  this 
Act,  or  under  any  of  the  Acts  mentioned 
in  the  Sobedule  of  this  Act,  esoeeding  in 
amount  the  value  of  the  troes  at  the  time 
the  claim  was  mads.  In  18S6,  when 
the  Bill  identioal  to  this  was  passed 
through  their  LordshipB'  House, 
similar  Amendment  to  this  was  also 
passed. 

Amendment  moved, 

made  under  this  Act,  or  aodat  any  of  the  Acta 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  of  tbil  Act,  exceed- 
ing in  amount  the  volne  of  the  trees  at  the  time 
the  claim  i>  made.") 

Vi^r.  OADOUAN  said,  he  would 
reoommend  their  Lordships  to  accept  the 
Amendment ;  but  he  would  wish  to  have 
an  alteration  mads  in  the  wording  of  it. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  the  tenant  that  the 
compensatioii  should  be  limited  simplj 
to  the  value  of  the  trees  at  the  time  at 
which  they  were  planted,  because  he 
might  have  incurred  other  expenses  in 
m^ing  fences,  trenobing,  ana  so  on. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Kem Bluing  Glauses  agreed  to. 

The  Beport  of  Amendments  to  be  re- 
ceived To-morrow;  andBill  tobej>rt'N<«d 
as  amended.    (No.  168.) 

UUITED  PARTNEB8H1PS  BILL. 

(The  Lord  BromucU.) 

(iTO.    159.)         SBOOND    KBAStHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond  Etead- 
ing,  read. 


Ih/on. 


uu 


Lord  BRAMWELL,  in  mo^ng  that 
tiie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  as  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  stated  that  tbs 
Bill  which  had  lately  been  under  dis- 
'onwas  recommended  by  mercantile 
people,  so  he  would  begin  by  saying  that 
this  Bill  was  recommended  by  the  Asso- 
sted  Chambers  of  Commerce.  The 
principle  of  the  measure  was  to  enable 
several  persons  to  be  united  in  partner- 
ship of  whom  one  or  more  should  be 
liable  under  the  ordinary  terms  of  part- 
nership,  while  one  or  more  should  be 
liable  only  to  a  definite  and  limited 
amount.  If  he  should  be  asked  to  what 
use  the  powers  thus  given  oould  be  put, 
he  would  quote  the  answer  whiefa  he 
gave  to  a  similar  question  when 
Limited  Liability  was  under  discussion 
—it  was  impossible  to  say.  There 
was  scarcely  any  case  in  which  the  Bill 
might  not  be  applicable.  Suppose  a  man 
was  carrying  on  a  private  business  and 
that  illness  made  him  desirous  to  retire. 
He  might  have  got  children  or  old  ser- 
vants whom  he  wished  to  assist  in  con- 
tinning  the  business.  But  he  did  not 
want  to  continue  a  partner  so  as  to  be 
liable  to  his  last  acre  or  his  last  shilling, 
though  he  was  billing  to  stake  a  certain 
amount  for  which  alone  he  should  be 
liable.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  seemed 
to  him  a  perfectly  right  one,  and  there- 
fore he  ashed  their  Lordships  to  read  it 
a  second  time. 

Moped,  "ThattbeBillbenowieadS*." 
— (2^)  Lord  BramweU.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

IMPERIAL   DBFEKCE8  —  DETEHCE  OF 
ESQDIHAULT   HABBOUO; 
aOESTIOIt.      OBSBRTATI0N8. 

Lobd  SUDELEr:  My  Lords,  as 
your  Lorddiips  will  remember,  in  the 
discusiion  which  took  place  in  your 
Lordships'  House  a  short  time  ago  on 
the  subject  of  the  defences  of  vaD> 
oouver's  Island,  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  stated  that,  after  fully  considering 
the  rival  positions  of  Esquimault  and 
Burrard's  Inlet,  they  had,  od  the  ad- 
vice of  their  experts,  decided  to  keep 
the  naval  headquarters  at  EequJmanlt. 
That  being  the  deoision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  have  no  wish  to  say  one 
single  word  with  regard  to  it,  though  I 
regret  verymaob  that  they  came  to  that 
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deweion;  but  althoagh,  Mf  Lords,  aa 
tliat  deoiiioa  has  bsan  uriTed  at,  I  re- 
gard the  matter  as  finall;  aettled.  X  am 
Bure  ^our  Lordsbipa  will  agiea  with  me 
that  It  it  of  the  utmost  importanoa  noir 
that  it  haa  been  definitely  arranged  that 
Eequimault  ia  to  be  the  permanent  naval 
headquartera  of  our  Naval  Station  on 
the  Facifie,  and  that  it  is  abeolutelj 
nsceaaarj  that  no  time  abonld  be  loat  in 
rendering  that  positioa  thorooghly  de- 
fended, it  being  at  preBsot  abBolutelj 
undefended.  I  am  ansiouB,  therefore, 
to  aak  Eei  Uajeaty'e  Qovermment  a 
Question  of  wbioa  I  have  given  Notice ; 
but  before  doing  bo,  there  is  another 
point  to  which  I  desire  to  refer  for  one 
moment,  and  it  is  a  point  of  some  im- 
portance. It  appears  tiiat  oonBiderable 
alarm  has  becin  produced  in  the  minds 
of  Qentlemen  connected  with  Borrand's 
Inlet,  as  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Batlway,  at  the  idea  which  was 
oonvejed  during  the  diacuasion  to  which 
I  have  referred,  that  Burrand's  Inlet 
was  not  in  any  way  to  be  protected.  The 
impresaion  was  given  by  that  discuBaion 
that  Burrand's  Inlet  could  not  be  de- 
fended, either  from  tbe  mainland  or 
from  the  sea,  and  that  that  was  one 
great  reason  why  the  Admiralty  thonght 
it  necessary  to  keep  the  naval  head- 
quartera  at  Eaquimault.  I  have  re- 
oeived  information  from  a  naval  offieer 
of  very  high  standing,  connected  with 
the  locality,  ehowing  that  from  the 
mainland  it  would  be  very  easy  to  de- 
fend Btirrand'a  Inlet,  as  the  attacking 
force  would  have  to  oroea  three  rivws 
and  an  impenetrable  forest.  I  hope  my 
noble  Friend  when  he  comes  to  answer 
my  Queetion  will  be  able  to  aay  that 
when  Eaquimault  has  been  fortified  the 
Admiralty,  or  Her  MajeBty'e  Govem- 
mmt,  will  consider  the  advieability  of 
placing  some  guns  at  the  entrance  to 
Burrand's  Inlet,  so  that  it  may  alao  be 

Erotected  from  the  sea  in  the  event  of 
oatile  ships  passing  Eaquimanlt  and 
coming  up  to  attack  it.  I  beg  to  ask 
Her  Uajesty's  Qovemment,  What  ar- 
rangementa  have  been  made  with  the 
Dominion  Oovemment  of  Canada  for 
the  defence  of  the  naval  headquarters 
in  the  Faoifie,  Eaqnimault  Harbour; 
and  if  the  plans  for  the  fortifications  and 
defences  have  been  finiehed,  when  the 
works  will  be  commenced,  and  when  the 
armaments  will  be  sent  out ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Qovemment  will  state  by  what 
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date  the  fortifications  wilt  be  completed 
and  the  guns  placed  in  poaition  f 

Thb  8B0BETABT  of  STATE  yoa 
TRR  COLONIES  (Lord  EvTrrsroHo): 
My  Lorde,  in  reply  to  the  Question 
which  appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to 
inform  the  noble  Lord  that  no  arrange- 
ments have  beea  actually  made  with  the 
Dominion  Government  of  Canada,  but 
that  arrangements  have  been  proposed 
for  the  defence  of  Eaquimault,  as  waa 
stated  in  your  Lordshipe'  House  on  June 
the  ISth.andhavebeen  communicated  to 
the  Dominion  Qovernment  by  me  on  the 
13th  of  June.  On  leamiog  from  the 
Dominion  Oovemment  that  they  assent 
to  the  arrangements,  with  or  without 
any  alteration  of  details,  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  will  then  be  in  a  position 
to  immediately  proceed  with  ttie  worka 
that  are  contemplated,  and  no  time 
will  be  loat.  I  may  aay  that  the  guns 
and  such  further  armamenta  ae  are  to 
be  provided  from  this  oonntry  are  in  a 
very  forward  atate  at  present,  and  there 
will  be  no  delay  on  that  aoore.  There- 
fore, that  answer  really  covers  the  whole 
of  the  noble  Lord's  question.  Before, 
of  course,  the  plans  for  the  fortifications 
and  defencea  have  been  finished  here, 
no  worka  can  be  commenced,  and  no 
farther  steps  will  be  taken  until  we 
receive  the  answer  of  the  Dominion 
Oovemment.  As  regards  the  point  the 
noble  Lord  last  referred  to,  I  think  that 
those  who  are  afraid  for  the  safety  to 
Burrand's  Inlet  may  rest  tolerably  well 
at  ease,  considering  what  was  stated  on 
June  the  12th  by  the  noble  Lorda  who 
then  spoke,  and  by  the  opinion  which  I 
have  stated  to  the  Dominion  Qovem- 
ment, an  opinion  which  received  the 
concurrence  of  both  the  Naval  and 
Military  Departments.  Perhapa  the 
noble  Lord  will  allow  me  to  read  in 
support  of  this  view,  one  passage  from 
the  despatch  which  I  then  forwarded  to 
the  Dominion  Oovemment — 

"  It  will  }>e  obBSTTed  that  tbs  propoaed  scheme 


of  Eaquimault ;  protection  ia,  however,  at  the 
•ame  time  conferred  upon  the  town  of  Victoria. 
When  Eaquimaalt  has  been  made  into  a  itrong 
naval  bus,  ths  danger  at  attempting  a  bom- 
bardment of  Victoria,  which  would  bo  fmitlew 
of  all  real  military  reanlt,  becomei  so  great  as 
to  render  such  a  meaaure  highly  improMble." 

And  then  comes  the  part  which  will 
especially  interest  the  noble  Lord^ 
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"  For  similBTreuonB  anyhoBtile  opentiooB, 
directed  agsiaat  Bnrtard's  Inlet  and  Kanaimo, 
need  iardly  bo  untioipated.  No  naval  com- 
maader  would  be  likely  to  risk  Ui  veaaels  in 
the  somewhat  intiiuate  nayigation  and  tbe  pre- 
Talent  fogs  which  charaeteriie  the  How  Stiaiti, 
leaving  in  his  Tear  Uis  strong  8trat«no  position 
of  Eiqnimault,  nerving  aa  the  fortified  bnse  of 
Hei  Majetty'i  Pacific  Squadron.'' 
"With  regard  to  anj  fortifioations  by 
land,  that  also  will  receive  careful  con- 
Bidetatioa,  but  not  at  the  preeent  time. 
There  ie  no  neceseity  at  present  for 
etrengthening  the  land  fortificatioiu  of 
that  part. 

House  adjaurned  at  a  ^natter  before 

Seven  o'elook,  till  To-momiw, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thwtday,  2Uh  Junt,  1888. 


MINUTES.!— New  Wbit  Imbed— For  South 

Slieo,  V.  Edward  Joseph  Kennedy,  eiquiie, 

Chutem  Hundreds. 
SurPLi— eojwirfererf  in   Committee  —  Euotatiotu 

[June  21]  reported. 
Wats  and  Means — cmtiderid  in  Committee — 

Reiolution  [June  25]  reported. 
Private    Bills     [by    Order)  —  Coneidered 

amoBitd — Briiton  Park. 
Third  Reading—  Vauihall  Park,  and  patied. 
PuBuo    BiLlB  —  Ordered  —  Firtt   Reading 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)'. 
Committee— "LasaX   OoTemment  (England   and 

Walea)[182J  {Tenth  Night]— b..t. 
Third  £;<i<f in;— Consolidated    Fund   (No.   2), 

and  paeied. 
Withdrawn — Life  LeBees  Oon version  [fl9]. 
Frotibiohal    Oanaa  Bills   —   Coitiidered   a 

atiunded—Local  Uovemment  (No.  S)  *  [265] 
Third  A«arf.*nj— Tramwaya  (No.  3)  •  [243],  ani 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

VAUSHALL  PARK  BILL  (by    Order). 
THIED  BEADISQ. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  road. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  the  BiU  be  nov  read  tbe  third 
time." 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camherwell,  N.),  who 
bad  a  Motion  on  tbe  Paper  to  le-oommlt 


Mk.  SHAW  LEPEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central)  objected  to  the  proposal,  on  the 
ground  that  the  hon.  Member  Iiad 
stated  no  reason  for  poetponing;  tbe 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  until  after  the 
Brixton  Park  Bill  had  been  taken. 

Ms.  SFEAKEB  eaid,  tbe  Hoase  bod 
already  oonsented  to  poehtone  the  oon- 
eiderabon  of  this  Bill  and  the  Brixton 
Bill  until  after  tbe  other  Orders  of  the 
Day,  and  they  mast  now  be  taken  in 
their  regular  order. 

Ma.  KBLLY  said,  that,  under  those 
oircumstanoes.  he  did  not  propose  to 
take  any  action  with  regard  to  the 
TauzhaU  Park  BilL 

Queation  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

Bill  read  tbe  third  time  and  patted. 

BRIXTON  PARK  BILL  {by  Order). 


espect  c 
aid  he  V 


new  olauae,  said  he  would  move,  if  he 
were  in  Order,  that  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  be  postponed  until  after  the 
discussion  upon  the  Briston  Park  Bill. 
Lord  Enuttfori 


Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  the  Bill,  aa  amended,  be  now 
considered." 

Mb.  BBOADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  rose  for  tbe  purpose  of 
moving  the  Amendment  whi(Mi  stood  in 
his  name,  and  wbioh  was,  in  fact,  to 
leave  out  Clause  15,  which  provided 
that  the  question  of  purobosingtbeland 
should  be  decided  by  a  public  meeting 
of  ratepapers  held  in  the  Vestry  HaU 
and  presided  over  by  tbe  rector  of  the 
pariab,  after  tbe  necessary  advertise- 
ment, unless  at  least  one-fourth  of  those 
preeent  should  demand  another,  making 
requisite  the  approval  of  the  ratepayers 
shown  by  a  poll  to  be  taken  in  the  same 
way  as  under  the  Public  Libraries  Act, 
and  re-insert  in  a  clause  which  that 
House  agreed  to  unanimously  with  the 
consent  of  all  parties  concerned  in  the 
matter. 

The  OHAIBMAK  on  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Gourtkxt)  (Oomwall,  Bodmin): 
No ;  that  is  not  quite  accurate. 

Mr.  BEOADHUBST  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  said  that  that  was  not  quite 
accurate.  He  wished  to  be  atriotly 
accurate.  The  clause  to  which  ha 
wished  to  refer  vraa  agreed  to  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite ;  at  least  no  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  it,  and  there  was  no 
Division  upon  it. 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  eaid,  that  perhopa 
the  hon.  Uentleman  would  allow  him  to 
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th&t  the  olauee  ha  proposed  to  insert 
vas  agreed  to.  That  was  not  the  case. 
A  oertaia  proposal  had  heen  assented  to, 
and  that  was  embodied  in  the  BUI  as  it 
stood. 

Mb.  BBOADHURST  believed  hie 
bon.  Friend  was  technioally  right ;  but 
an  Instruction  vas  agreed  to  on  that 
ocoasioD,  and  the  naw  clause  he  had 
now  to  propose  would  carry  out  that 
Instruction.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  provide  that  the  c[ue3tion  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  to  be  adopted  and  the 
purchase  of  that  plot  of  land  asseated 
to,  should  be  aubmitted  to  the  whole  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  not  be  decided  by 
the  Yestry  or  by  a  public  meeting.  So 
far  as  the  clause  was  concerned,  which 
had  been,  inserted  by  the  Committee 
after  the  Initruotiou  he  had  alluded  to 
was  agreed  to  by  all  parties,  he  should 
hare  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments  while  he  explained 
how  the  matter  stood.  He  would  state, 
as  shortly  as  he  could,  tbe  history  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  reasons  why  he 
oppoeed  it.  Now  the  Bill  related  to  a 
plot  of  ground  on  Brixton  Hill,  which 
was  owned  by  a  Yestryman,  and  the 
son  of  its  owner  was  also,  or  had  been, 
a  Yestryman.  The  land  was  originally 
purchased  for  buildiag  purposes,  no 
doubt  with  a  view  of  bringing  shop 
fronts  up  to  the  mar^n  of  the  pavement. 
That  House,  in  its  great  wisdom,  in  the 
early  part  of  last  year  defeated  a  scheme 
which  had  for  its  object  the  breaking  of 
a  law  in  reference  to  property  in  that 
part  of  London,  and  which  provided  that 
within  a  oertaia  distance  of  a  main  road 
no  permanent  building  ehouldbe  erected. 
They  defeated  a  Bill  which  was  intro- 
troduoed  into  that  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  breaking  that  law.    The  owner 


of  the  Bill  being  passed  by  that  House, 
end  got  up  an  agitation  for  the  purchase 
of  the  property  for  a  park.  It  seemed 
to  have  been  discovered  at  once,  but  not 
until  after  it  became  known  that  there 
was  no  prospect  of  passing  the  Bill,  that 
this  was  an  admirable  place  for  a  park, 
and  an  agitation  was  at  once  commenced 
at  the  instance,  hebelieved,  of  the  owners 
of  the  property,  in  order  to  indues  the 
Tjambeth  Yestry  to  take  steps  for  pur- 


three  acres  of  this  ground  which  could 
not  possibly  bs  built  upon,  and  which 
consisted  of  enelosed  gardens,  nor  could 
any  building  be  erected  upon  that 
ground.  Therefore,  all  the  caloulations 
made  as  to  its  value  were  erroneous,  be- 
cause they  had  been  based  on  the  theory 
that  the  whole  of  the  12^  acres  were 
available  for  building  purposes;  whereas 
three  acres  could  not  be  touched,  because 
they  were  protected  by  the  Act  he  had 
already  referred  to — namely,  the  Bush- 
common  Act.  What  happened  after  the 
agitation  for  the  puroliase  of  the  pro- 
perty in  order  to  convert  it  into  a  public 
park  was  this — There  was  another  Ves- 
tryman who  had  a  site  for  sale.  He  also 
seemed  to  have  discovered  that  that  part 
of  Lambeth  was  very  much  in  want  of  a 

Sark  site.  He  (Mr.  Broadhuret)  had  no 
oubt  that  Yestrymen  who  were  land- 
owners had  very  great  sympathy  for  one 
another,  and  he  had  not  tbe  least  doubt 
in  bis  own  mind  that  the  Vestryman  to 
whom  he  bad  referred  took  a  course 
which  best  suited  his  own  interests,  and, 
consequently,  he  was  desirous  of  se- 
curing the  interests  of  a  friend  who  was 
in  a  similar  situation,  and  that,  last  of 
all,  he  took  into  consideration  the  neces- 
sities and  requirements  of  the  poor  rate- 
payers of  the  parish.  The  first  step 
taken  in  this  case  was  the 'promotion  of 
a  Private  Bill.  It  was  presented  to  that 
House,  promoted  and  petitioned  against  j 
but  who  were  those  who  petitioned 
against  it?  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
would  mark  this  fact.  Among  the  Peti- 
tions presented  against  the  Bill,  the 
chief  Petition  was  one  from  the  man  who 
desired  to  sell  the  land.  He  petitioned 
the  Committee,  presumably,  against  the 
Bill ;  but  his  Petition  had  been  rightly 
and  properly  described  as  a  bogus  Peti- 
tion,  because  it  was  a  Petition  presented 
in  order  to  mislead,  and,  no  doubt,  it 
did  mislead,  the  House,  although, 
happily,  it  did  not  deceive,  because 
everything  in  relation  to  that  parkieular 
Petition  was  discovered.  The  next  step 
to  take  was  to  negotiate  with  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  "Works.  Now,  there 
was  a  distinguished  gentleman,  an 
architect  named  Fowler,  who  represented 
one  of  the  wards  of  Lambeth  on  the 
Lambeth  Yestry,  and  represented  Lam- 
beth Vestry  on  the  Board  of  Works.  In 
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on  the  Teatrj,  and  the  Yestry  had  te- 
jeeted  him  as  their  repreeentatire  on  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  Oonee- 
qnentlj,  that  conneotioii  between  the 
Lambeth  Yesfry  and  the  Uetropolitan 
Board  of  Works  no  longer  existed,  and 
another  represents tive  had  bean  sent  bj 
the  Yestry  to  the  Board  of  Works  in  the 
place  of  Mr.  iFowler.  He  came  now  to 
the  question  of  the  neceeeitj  of  acquiring 
this  land  for  the  purposes  of  a  public 
park,  and  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  althoagh  the  site  was  a  small 
one  of  12i  acres,  about  two  acres  of  it 
were  already  built  upon,  and  contained 
houses  and  gardens  which  could  not  be 
got  rid  of  for  some  years,  becaaee  there 
were  22  or  more  years  lease  jet  to  mn. 
That  meant  a  very  small  piece  of  land 
aTailable  for  park  purposes ;  and  it  was 
a  piece  of  land  which  lay  at  right  angles 
hack  from  the  main  road,  so  that  it  pre- 
sented itself  in  the  form,  as  it  were,  of  a 
hole  in  the  wall — there  was  only  one 
way  in  and  one  way  out.  Now,  they 
were  all  in  favour  of  open  spaces  where 
they  were  reasonable  and  required  by 
the  public,  and  where  proper  arrange- 
ments in  erery  shape  might  be  carried 
out.  Bnt  as  to  the  reqnimnents  of 
this  particular  parish — and  be  spoke  as 
a  friend  of  open  spaces — they  were 
far  less  than  the  requirements  of  other 
parishes.  In  that  instance,  the  whole  of 
the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth  were  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  through  their  rents 
an  exorbitant  price  for  the  purchase  of 
this  piece  of  land  which  was  situated 
at  the  further  end  of  the  parish  of  Lam- 
beth, where  open  spaoee  were  least  neoeft- 
sary  than  in  anyother  part  of  the  parish. 
If  this  ware  a  space  near  the  Westmin- 
ster Bridge  Boad,  they  would  all  be  at 
once  prepared  to  support  its  coDTereion 
into  a  public  park  on  account  of  the 
over  crowded  otmdition  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood. But  this  neighbourhood  was 
not  orer  crowded.  Unfortunately,  he 
bad  not  got  the  figures  with  him,  bnt  be 
read  them  to  the  House  on  the  last  oeea- 
sion  that  that  Bill  was  disoQased,  and  be 
thought  he  said  that  there  were  only 
from  140  to  150  persons  to  a  square 
mile.  Certainly,  tbat  was  not  a  very 
OTorerowded  neighbourhood.  In  the 
next  place,  Olapham  Oommon  was  within 
less  than  a  mile  of  this  very  spot,  and 
within  one  mile  and  100  yards  in  another 
direction  there  was  Tooting  Oommon. 
Mr.  Broadlntrii 


mens  within  easy  walking  distance  ^ 
this  wretched  little  plot  of  land  for  which 
the  Yestry  sought  to  extort  an  exorbi- 
tant price  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers. And  what  had  been  the  means 
employed  to  bring  this  matter  under- 
neath the  notice  af  the  ratepayers  ?  AH 
sorts  of  schemes  and  plans  had  bem 
adopted,  one  of  which  was  the  reoc^ni- 
tion  of  the  Temperance  League,  who 
held  a  large  meeting  on  this  site  on 
Whit  Monday.  Happily  for  his  quifltnde 
and  peace  of  mind,  he  was  not  at  home 
on  that  day ;  but  he  was  told  that 
the  temperance  demonstration  reaalted 
nearly  in  a  riot,  and  nearly  ererybody 
who  attended  it  was  exceedingly  dnuk, 
and  tbat  the  whole  scene  was  one  of  the 
wildest  disorder  thateoutd  be  imagined. 
It  disgusted  the  whole  neighbonrbood, 
and  people  came  to  the  cosclusion  that 
if  this  piece  of  land  were  turned  into  a 
public  park,  it  might  on  any  day  be  em- 
ployed for  a  similar  purpose.  It  earned 
reason  on  the  f  am  of  it,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  it  was  drawn  by  the  Committne 
without  knowing  much  of  the  depth  of 
canning  whic^  animated  the  promoters 
of  this  soheme.  IHie  clause  in  its  bean- 
tiful  innooence  said  that — 

"  The  decision  of  tbe  ntepayen  i»to  be  taka 
at  public  meetiags  aaaembled  to  be  held  at 
BriitoQ  Hall,  Atre  I«ne,  after  proper  sad  ne- 
cseeuy  sdrartiaeuient  had  been  given,  and  ia  to 
be  presided  over  h  j  the  reotor  of  the  pariak." 

At  that  meeting,  a  resolution  was  to  bs 
submitted  approving  of  the  purchase  of 
the  said  land,  and  the  question 

"Shall  be  decided  by  th«  Mjority  oi  the 
Tatepayera  pneent  and  voting  thereat ;  pmnded 

that  not  leae  than  one-fourth  of  the  latepajan 
present,  on  the  ihow  of  hondi  taken  for  the 
purpose,  ihall  damand  that  sadi  qnntioB  Tie 
taken  by  a  poll  ol  the  fatapayan,  neh  pell  to 
be  takaa  in  the  aame  nunnsr  u  uwIot  tl^  Free 
Libtatie*  Act." 

Perhaps  he  would  be  allowed  to  point 
OBt  to  the  House  tbat  tbe  pronotera 
of  ^e  Bill  were  persons  who  had  an 
interest  in  the  sale  of  this  piece  of  land. 
He  was  not  saying  whether  they  were 
aotoally  to  reap  a  profit  or  not ;  but  they 
had  a  large  interest  in  the  Bill,  whi^ 
meant  that  if  they  were  aneeeesfnl,  they 
would  obtain  a  profit  of  from  £Sd,000  to 
£33,000.  Now,  was  it  to  be  svppoaed 
for  a  moment  that  in  the  hall  hoMr^ 
only  600  or  700  rat^ayers  these  pamons, 
faaring  £23,000  or  £23,000  at  ataka^ 
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would  not  tske  car*  that  the  hall  was  i 
thoroughly  welt  paokedond  the  meeting 
primed  with  the  right  sort  of  men  to  give 
the  □eceHuy  vote  when  the  resolation 
came  to  be  submitted  b;  the  rector  of  the 

garish,  who  wm  to  preaide  as  »x-ofieio 
hairman  of  the  Yeatrj  of  the  said 
parish.  There  oould  be  no  doubt  that 
the  hall  would  be  packed  and  that  those 
present  would  vote  as  they  had  been  in- 
struoted  and  induced  to  rote  bf  every 
means  known  to  persons  of  that  olais. 
What  he  asked  the  House  to  do,  in 
plaoe  of  that  clause,  was  to  insert  a 
liause  which  would  give  the  right  to 
the  ratepayers  of  the  whole  parish  to 
decide  whether  the  park  should  be  pur- 
chased or  not — that  was,  that  erery 
ratepayer  should  have  a  paper  left  at  his 
house  and  should  vote  in  precisely  the 
same  manner  as  he  would  do  in  the  case 
of  the  Free  Libraries  Act,  saying  "  yea  " 
or  "nay  "  to  the  proposal.  Surely,  that 
was  a  proposal  whiah  hon.  Qentlemen 
would  agree  to.  Oould  anyone  say  that 
it  was  not  a  fair  and  reasonable  pro- 
posal ?  The  Vestry,  by  a  majority  of 
two  to  one,  had  decided  against  the 
proposal  two  or  three  times.  An  elec- 
tion had  since  taken  place  on  which 
there  was  a  considerable  expenditure  of 
money,  and  the  result  was  that  that 
majority  bad  been  redaeed,  but  stitl 
there  was  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  Yestry  against  the  Bill.  He  asked 
the  House  to  seoure  to  the  ratepayers 
the  right  of  saying  whether  this  Bill 
should  be  passed  into  an  Act,  or  whe- 
ther it  should  not.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
saw  that  his  hon.  Friend  who  sat  for  the 
diviaion  in  which  he  lived  was  at  that 
moment  in  his  plaee.  This  plot  of  land 
was  situated  in  the  centre  of  the  dirision 
his  hon.  Friend  represented.  He  (Ur. 
Broodhnst)  did  not  think  that  his  hon. 
Friend  intended  to  support  the  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  he  thought  he  was 
going  to  vote  against  it.  He  had  only 
one  other  point  Tbeoompletionof  this 
scheme  partly  rested  with  the  decision 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
As  he  said  earlier,  the  Metropolitan 
Board  did,  throogh  the  repreeentatiTe 
from  the  Lambeth  Teatry,  agree,  under 
certain  oonditions  with  regard  to  the 
purchase,  to  subsorihe  £1,000  per  acre; 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  whether  it 
was  right  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
beth should  be  left  to  the  mer^  of  tiie 
Metropolitan  Board  nnder  existing;  cii- 


a  municipal  government.  They  had  no 
proper  authority  on  which  they  could 
rely  or  in  which  they  had  eonfidenoe  to 
protect  them  against  jobbery  and  out- 
rage. The  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  existed  in  law,  but  it  did  not 
exist  in  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis.     He  saw,  and  he  was 

flad  to  see,  that  there  were  two  Mem* 
nrs  of  the  Oabinet  present.  He  would 
ask  them  and  the  Oov»nment  to  place 
themselves  betweea  those  who  were  the 
lambs  in  this  conspiraoy  and  the  wolves 
who  were  promoting  it.  He  asked  them 
to  act  os'shepherds,  because  their  natural 
shepherd  had  disgraced  their  standard 
and  he  trusted  would  soon  be  disestab- 
lished by  law.  Never  was  there  a  more 
unreaaonable,  a  more  unnecessary,  or  a 
more  doubtfully  promoted  scheme  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Gommons  for  the 
so-called  benefit  of  Lambeth  than  the 
Bill  he  was  then  opposing,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  reject  it.  This  was  no 
Party  question.  There  were  no  polities 
in  it  whatever.  8ome  OonservBtives 
were  supporting  it,  and  many  were  op- 
posing it.  Some  Liberals  were  support- 
ing it,  and  many  were  opposing  it.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  protect 
the  ratepayers,  and  insert  the  olause 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name 
in  plaoe  of  Clause  15,  which  he  ^vpoeed 
to  strike  out. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  CIsum  Ifi,  aod  iiuert  ths  fol- 
loving  Claaae : — ^"Tha  purohaia  of  the  aaid 
luDds  eholl  not  be  made  until  the  opinion  of  the 
ratepavere  of  Lambeth  haa  been  token  on  the 
denrabilitj  of  such  {inrchaiie,  by  tst  of  a  poll 
of  mch  ratepayers,  inch  pell  to  be  tMen  in  the 
lune  Dumner  and  with  the  lame  iDddentB  as  to 
voting  papers,  eipensei,  aodotherwiaeai  a  poll 
of  ratepayers  uoder  '  The  Public  Libraries 
Aot,  ISGS,'  and  tbe  Pablio  Libraries  Amend- 
meat  Act,  1877.'  For  Uie  purpose  of  this  see- 
tion  the  ezpreinoi]  'ntepavsr'  ibsU  mean 
every  person  who  viU  be  liable  to  oontribute 
towardi  any  rate  levied  for  the  purpose  of  any 
eipenditure  or  oontribuUon  by  the  Vestry 
under  this  Act." — (ifr.  Bretdhunl.) 

Olause  (Approval  of  ratepayers) 
hrought  «p,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Olause  be  read  a  seoond  time.' 

Thb  MAKQiiBsa  ov  OABMABTHBN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
Mr  for  West  NottinghoiB  (Mr.  Broad- 
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hurst),  ia  bis  opening  remarki,  stated  ' 
that  he  intended  to  give  a  short  histoty 
of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
ironld  permit  him  (the  Marquess  of  Car- 
marthen) to  give  the  House  a  short  his- 
tory of  his  action  ia  regard  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  open  spaces  wherever  the;  were 
needed  and  wherever  they  were  neces- 
sary. But  when  this  Bill  came  before 
the  House  on  the  first  occasion  he  op- 
posed it  on  three  grounds.  Firstly,  be- 
cause he  maintained  that  it  was  a  great 
tiece  of  jobbery,  although  he  pro- 
uood  absolutely  no  evidence  whatever 
to  make  good  that  assertion  in  any  way ; 
secondly,  because  he  thought  the  price 
proposed  to  be  paid  for  the  land  was 
excessive,  although  evidence  was  brought 
before  the  Oommittes  to  show  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  Messrs.  Debenbam  and 
Mason,  the  eminent  firm  of  auctioneers, 
the  price  was  a  very  reasonabls  one  in- 
deed ;  and,  thirdly,  because  there  were 
houses  upon  it.  The  promoters  sug- 
gested at  the  time  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  that  those  houses  might  be  kept  up, 
and  that  arrangement  made  by  which 
they  could  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  park.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  objected  to  that  proposal, 
and  to  meet  hisobjeetions  the  promoters 
withdrew  that  clause  altogether.  As 
the  hon.  Member  very  well  knew,  the 
houses  to  whioh  he  objected  were  only 
to  stand  until  the  lease  expired,  when 
they  were  to  be  pulled  down,  and  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  said  that 
no  house  was  to  be  re-erected.  When 
these  provisions  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill  it  was  thought  that  they  would 
draw  the  teeth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opposition,  but  it  appeared  now  that 
his  opposition  was  of  a  different  charac- 
ter. He  must  confess  that  the  course 
he  had  pursued  was  somewhat  remark- 
able. If  there  was  one  scheme  whioh 
he  denounced  more  strongly  than  others 
it  was  the  Taushall  Park  Bill;  but 
where  was  his  opposition  now  ?  It  had 
vanished  into  thin  air.  His  reasons,  as 
he  {the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  had 
explained,  for  opposing  the  Bill  were 
that  it  was  a  piece  of  jobbery,  that  too 
great  a  price  was  to  be  paid  for  it,  and 
that  there  were  buildings  upon  it.  One 
would  certainly  have  thought  that  if 
his  opposition  was  based  on  suoh  grounds 
he  would  have  had  a  word  or  two  to  say 
against  the  Vauxholl  Park  Bill,  wtaion 
ITu  Marqwut  of  Carmarthm 


aoquir 

whereas  the  site  for  the  proposed  Brix- 
ton Park  was  12^  acres.  He  should 
certainly  offer  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  a  strenuous  opposition, 
because  he  regarded  it  as  absolutely  an- 
neoeesary.  Certain  Instructions  were 
given  by  that  Honse  to  the  Oommtttee 
on  the  last  occasion  that  the  Bill  was 
under  diecusmon,  and  the  Committee, 
with  those  Instructions  before  them,  in- 
serted the  claase  whioh  now  stood  in 
the  Bill,  which  gave  the  ratepayers  full 
control  over  the  purchase  of  this  piece 
of  land.  If  the  ratepayers  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  it  was  no  great  hard- 
ship to  ask  them  to  attend  a  public 
meeting  and  declare  their  views.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  Brixton  Hall  was 
only  capable  of  holding  fiOO  or  700 
people.  Perhaps  hia  (the  Marquess  of 
Oarmarthen's)  experience  was  greater 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
was  sure  he  had  seen  more  than 
twice  the  number  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  assembled  in  that  ball.  [Mr. 
Broauhcksi  :  Nothing  of  the  kind.] 
For  those  reasons  he  wished  to  oppose 
the  olansa  which  had  been  submitted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  He  oonsidered  it 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  direct 
attempt  to  wreck  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
thoroughly  characterized  by  the  hon. 
Member's  action  throughout.  The  hon. 
Member  never  liked  the  Bill,  but  he 
never  cared  to  get  up  in  his  place  in 
that  House  and  say  so.  He  should 
undoabtedly  divide  against  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  would  be  no  party  to 
saddling  the  ratepayers  of  the  parish 
with  the  expense  of  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  saw  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
making  signs  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Norwood  Division  of 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Bristowe),  who  was  sit- 
ting on  thai  side  of  the  House,  with  a 
view  of  inducing  him  to  get  up  in  his 
place  in  opposition  to  him.  Ho  waa 
afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend,  whose  con- 
stituency the  future  park  was  to  serve, 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  He 
feared  that  he  was  much  more  interested 
in  another  sobeme  which  was  not  quite 
in  BO  forward  a  stage.  Nevertheless, 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  back  of 
the  Bill.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
House  would  support  him  in  opposing 
the  clause. 

Mb.   BEI8T0WE    (Lambeth,    Nor- 
wood) said,  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
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queas  of  C&rmartlien)  hod  said  that  his 
(Mr.  Bristowe's)  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  quifaj  true,  but 
he  put  his  name  on  the  Bill  because  he 
considered  it  his  dut;  to  do  eo,  seeing 
that  he  represented  the  division  ia 
which  the  proposed  park  was  aituated. 
He  was  certainly  not  prepared  to  back 
up  ever;  word  that  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Bfr.  Broad- 
hnrst)  with  reference  to  this  port  of 
Brixton  in  the  division  of  Norwood  not 
being  in  want  of  Open  spaces.  He 
believed  that  open  spaces  were  highly 
advantageous  to  all  parts  of  London,  and 
he  was  very  much  in  favour  of  them.  He 
was  certainly  not  aware  of  the  unseemly 
meeting  which  the  hon.  Uember  said 
tookplaceonthiapieoe  of  ground  on  Whit 
Monday.  At  the  same  time,  he  should 
go  into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Fnend 
for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only — that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  parish 
of  Lambeth  in  regard  to  this  question 
of  the  purchase  of  the  park.  He,  there- 
fore, did  not  think  that  any  arrange- 
mont  should  be  entered  into,  except  with 
the  oonsent  of  the  ratepayers  ^nerally. 
On  the  30th  of  April  a  Petition  was 
presented  to  that  House  in  reference  to 
the  Tauxhall  Park  Bill,  which  ran  on  all 
fours  with  thatsobeme  from  the  Lambeth 
Yestry,  asking  that  the  matter  should 
be  decided  by  the  ratepayers.  Since 
then  there  had  been  another  election, 
and  nothing  had  taken  place  to  alter 
the  decision  of  the  Vestxy  with  regard  to 
thatBill.  The  question,  therefore,  should 
be  left  to  be  settled  by  the  ratepayers 
themselves.  Now,  he  considered  that 
what  had  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  Yauxhall  Park  Bill  applied  also  to 
Brixton,  where  the  feeling  undoubtedly 
ran  high.  At  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Board,  on  the  14th  of  June,  several 
divisions  upon  this  question  took  place, 
and  the  voting  was  in  one  case  49  to  48, 
in  another  53  to  b'l,  and  in  a  third  51 
to  50.  Therefore,  although  he  was  in 
favour  of  open  spaces,  and  his  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of  that, 
seeing  that  the  feeling  of  the  parish 
ran  so  high,  and  taking  into  oonsider- 
ation  that  the  Vestry  did  not  wish  to 
have  this  power  thrown  on  them,  but 
desired  that  it  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  he  supported 
the  Amendment  moved  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  Perhaps  he  might 
have  a  little  more  respect  for  the  Testry 
VOL.  COOXXVn.   [TmEo  sitmEa.] 


than  his  hon.  Friend  had.  At  all  events, 
they  were  the' representative  Body  of 
the  parish  of  Lambeth,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  he  was  only  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  wishes  and  what  be 
believed  to  be  the  feelings  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  parish,  if  he  went  into 
the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend,  with  a 
view  of  throwing  the  responsibility  of 
the  purchase  upon  the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  te  wished  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
exact  point  which  was  to  be  considered. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  posed 
before  the  House  as  a  lamb.  Now,  in 
the  days  of  Mr.  Bemal  Osborne,  the 
House  used  to  hear  about  the  Notting- 
ham lambs,  but  they  were  always  sup- 
posed to  be  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. He  had  no  doubt  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  one  of  the  present  Members  for 
the  borough,  was  quite  able  to  take  oare 
of  himself.  Whatever  amount  of  accu- 
racy there  might  be  in  the  allegation 
that  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  park 
was  excessive,  or  that  the  feeling  ia 
Lambeth  was  against  the  purchase,  none 
of  these  questiocs  were  involved  in  the 
issue  before  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  made  many  objections  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
make  similar  objections  now.  The  Bill, 
however,  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
no  step  was  ever  taken  to  bring  before 
the  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred,  the  allegations  which  were 
made  on  the  second  reading  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Surely,  that  House  was  not 
a  proper  tribunal  for  inquiring  into  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  hen. 
Member.  The  issue  before  the  House 
was  simply  this — The  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  in  acoordanoe  with  a  Beao- 
lution  and  Instruction  passed  by  the 
House,  the  Committee  put  into  the  BiU 
a  provision  to  enable  ihe  votes  of  the 
ratepayers,  if  necessary,  to  be  taken, 
and  the  only  question  now  was,  in 
which  of  two  ways  should  the  opinion 
of  the  ratepayers  be  taken  upon  the 
question  of  the  purchase.  The  question 
of  the  propriety  of  the  purchase  itself 
was  not  raised  ;  but  the  question  which 
was  raised  was,  what  guarantee  they 
oould  have  that  the  ratepayers  of  Lam- 
bath  were  in  favour  of  the  purchase. 
In  the  absence  of  any  opposition,  tha 
Committee,  before  whom  the  BiU  went 
3  P ^-- 
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as  an  anopposad  measure,  endeavouied 
to  carrj  out  the  desire  of  the  House, 
and  proTtded  that  the  soheme  should 
not  be  carried  out  unlets  the  resolatioa, 
which  must  first  of  all  be  taken  by  the 
Testry,  was  brought  before  a  public 
meeting  cf  the  ratepayers.  If  such 
public  meeting:  ef  the  ratepayers  decided 
m  favour  of  the  purchase,  even  then  the 
thing  was  not  complete,  if  one-fourth  of 
those  present  demanded  a  poll.  But  if 
the  opposition  at  a  public  meeting  did 
not  amount  to  one-fourth,  then  the  de- 
oision  of  the  public  meeting  would  be 
hold  sufficient  to  ratify  the  decision  of 
the  Testry.  His  hon.  Friend,  on  the 
other  hand,  wished  to  have  the  whole 
parish  put  to  the  expense  of  a  poll, 
even,  thongb,  at  a  public  meeting, 
especially  convened  for  the  purpose, 
there  sbould  not  ba  ona-fourth  of  those 
present  objecting  to  the  aoheme.  It 
must  also  be  remembered  that  this  was 
a  very  large  parish  extendi^  from  be- 
yond Brixton  down  to  Westminster 
Bridge.  Now,  he  confessed,  that  it  was 
a  serious  matter  to  go  beyond  the  re- 
presentative aathority  of  the  parish  at 
all,  and  many  Members  objected  to  it 
on  principle ;  but  inasmnch  as  the 
House  decided  that  there  should  be  a 
reference  beyond  the  Vestry,  the  Com- 
mittee put  in  a  clause  embodying  a 
reference  first  to  a  publio  meeting  and 
then  to  the  ratepayers  at  large.  His 
hon.  Friend  insisted  that  the  proper 
course  was  to  appeal  to  the  ratepapers, 
even,  although,  more  than  three-fourths 
of  those  present  at  the  publio  meeting 
were  in  favour  of  the  scheme.  Now,  if 
it  be  true  that  at  that  moment  the  Testry 
itself  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  was  it 
conceivable  that  the  promoters  of  the 
scheme  would  succeed  in  getting  a 
_niblic  meeting,  presided  over  by  the 
rector  of  the  pariah,  so  packed  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  able 
to  number  one  fourth  of  those  present. 
He  certainly  thought  tbat  they  would 
expose  the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth,  or 
any  other  parish,  to  very  great  hard- 
ship if  they  were  to  insist  upon  saddling 
them  with  the  expense  of  a  poll  taken 
for  BO  lat^e  a  parish,  when  tue  Testry 
were  opposed  to  the  scheme  and  a  publio 
meeting  was  to  be  called  for  an  express 
purpose  ol  giving  a  decision  by  a  ma- 
jority of  three  to  one.  That  was  the 
whole  point.  If  a  public  meeting  de- 
cided by  three  to  one,  then  the  matter 


was  complete.  He  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  put  the  parish  to  the  expense 
of  a  poll  in  oppoNtion  to  the  wishes  of 
three-fourths  of  the  ratepayers  ^- 
sembted  at  a  public  meeting.  He  con- 
fessed that  that  was  not  a  reasonable 
proposition,  and  he  asked  the  Honse  to 
reject  it. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  might  he  point  out,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Courtney),  that  he  had 
a  considerable  natural  distrust  of  the 
operation  of  these  public  meetings.  In 
this  case,  the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth 
were  threatened  to  be  saddled  with  an 
enormous  burden  of  taxation  for  the 
purchase  of  that  park,  and  it  was 
alleged  that  the  sum  to  be  paid  for  the 
land  was  greatly  in  excess  of  what  it 
ought  to  be.  He  should  oertainly  be 
disinclined  to  accept  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed at  a  public  meeting  as  the  ulti- 
mate decision  of  a  parish,  because  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  that  that  test 
had  Dsen  applied  in  other  cases,  and 
had  been  found  wanting.  He  thought  it 
would  be  far  better  in  this  case  to  adopt 
the  course  which  was  pursued  in  oon- 
nection  with  another  important  matter 
— namely,  the  establishment  of  free 
libraries.  In  that  case,  if  there  was  a 
difference  of  opinion,  it  was  competent 
for  a  small  minority  to  force  a  ballot 
upon  the  parish,  and  have  a  poll  taken 
for  the  puipoBo  of  ascertaining  what 
were  the  wiwes  of  the  ratepayers.  It 
appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham  was 
strictly  following  a  precedent  which  had 
been  long  accepted  by  the  House  and 
the  country,  in  asking  that  a  similar 
method  of  ascertaining  the  wishes  of  the 
ratepayers  should  be  adopted  on  that 
occasion.  He  was  not,  for  the  moment, 
going  to  suggest  that  any  public  meet- 
ing which  might  be  held  on  that  ooos- 
sion  would  be  packed  or  otherwise,  but 
it  was  a  matter  of  general  experience 
that  meetings  of  that  kind  had  proved 
very  unsatisfactory.  Many  people  were 
not  able  to  attend  them,  and  many  who 
did  attend  were  unable  to  give  a  satis- 
factory expression  to  their  views.  Ha 
thought  it  was  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  whether,  in  view  of 
the  County  Council  which  was  proposed 
to  be  established  for  the  Metropolitan 
area,  and  the  municipal  duties  whioh 
were  about  to  be  conferred  upon  tbe 


JJetropolis,  it  would  not  be  viae  and 
beneficial  to  th«  people  of  Brixton  to 
allow  this  important  question  to  be  de- 
cided bj  that  newly  constituted  authority 
when  it  was  called  into  existence,  rather 
than  have  it  thrust  on  them  at  the  hands 
of  a  moribund  authority  whioh  was  oer- 
tainly  not  a  represenlatire  authority. 
It  must  be  fully  borne  in  mind  that  if 
that  pork  was  purchased,  the  burden  of 
taxation  in  the  parish  would  be  greatly 
iaoreassd.  He  thought  the  principle  he 
suggested  had  inyariably  oeen  acted 
upon  in  connection  with  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  by  that  House,  and  he 
trusted  that  it  would  be  adopted  here. 
He  was  sure  that  it  was  a  euggestion 
worthy  of  consideration. 

Ub.  SKAW  LEFEYBE  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  find  himself  in  conflict  with  his 
ton.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham.  He  fully  recognized  his 
efforts  in  reference  to  the  open  spaces, 
and  he  resetted,  therefore,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  to  find  that  he  oould  not 
concur  with  the  views  he  had  expressed. 
But  in  all  these  cases  he  was  opposed  to 
a  reference  to  the  ratepayers.  As,  how- 
ever, the  House  ^ave  an  Instruction  to 
that  effect  to  the  Committee,  he  had  not 
objected.  In  the  case  of  Yauxhalt  Park, 
if  ne  had  been  present,  he  should  cer- 
tainly have  opposed  the  provision  which 
vas  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  that  effect ; 
but  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to  propose 
that  the  Bill  should  be  altogether  re- 
jected on  the  third  reading.  He  thought 
that  the  course  suggested  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  would,  to  a  great 
extent,  remedy  the  evils  which  had  been 
pginted  oat ;  and  he  thought  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  House  would  act  wisely 
in  agreeing  to  the  clause  as  it  stood  in 
the  Bill,  and  in  not  adopting  that  which 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  substitute. 
His  only  object  in  rioing  then  was  to 
protest  against  the  insertion  in  future 
of  clauses  of  the  kind. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dieidtd: — Ayes  94;  Noes 
172:  Majority  78.— (Div.  List,  No.  179.) 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
Q  UE8TIQN8. 

LAND  ACT,  1881, 8110,  19—  LABOURBES' 
I)  WELLING&— APPLICATIONS. 


lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  in 
a  position  to  state  the  number  of  appli- 
cations to  fix,  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  in  which  the  Land  Commissioners 
have  made  an  order  under  the  I9th 
section  of  the  Act  for  the  erection  of 
labourers'  dwellings,  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  such  orders  have  been 
complied  with,  and  the  number  of  oases 
ia  which  steps  have  been  taken  to  en- 
force such  orders  ? 

The  CHIEF  SBOBETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  num- 
ber of  orders  referred  to  is  H20,  toge- 
ther with  one  made  under  Section  3  of 
the  Labourers'  Cottages  and  Allotments 
Act,  1882.  The  duty  of  securing  oom- 
pliance  with  such  oraer  is  attached  by 
Statute  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  the 
district  concerned;  and  I  find  that  in 
order  to  reply  to  the  concluding  portion 
of  the  Question  it  would  be  requisite  to 
call  for  Reports  from  the  clerks  of  each 
of  the  Unions  in  whioh  orders  have  been 
made,  which  would  necessarily  take 
some  time.  If  my  hon.  Friend  thinks 
it  necessary  I  will  make  further  in- 
quiry. 

SiK  CHARLES  LEWIS  gave  Notice 
of  a  further  Question  on  Monday. 

ADMIRALTY -THE  CHANNEL  FLEET 
—BELFAST  LOUGH-ANCHORAOB  IN 
BANGOR  BAT. 

Caftaik  M'OALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Why,  on  the  ooaasion  of  the  recent  visit 
of  the  Channel  Fleet  to  Belfast  Lough, 
Her  Majesty's  ships  anchored  in  Bangor 
Bay  instead  of  Uie  usual  man-of-war 
roads,  midway  between  Bangor  and 
Carriokfergus ;  whether  the  anchorage 
at  the  roadstead  is  much  superiov  to 
tbat  in  Bangor  Bay ;  whether  the  con- 
tracts are  held  in,  and  the  mails  sent  to 
and  from,  Carriokfe^ue,  whioh  neees- 
sitated  the  ships'  boats  having  con- 
stantly to  cross  the  Lough ;  and,  whe- 
therorderswillbe  given  f or  H  er  M  a j  e  sty '  s 
ships  in  the  future  to  adhere  to  the 
man-of-war  roods  ? 

Thb  BEORETABY  to  THi  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Foswood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormekirk) :  Perhaps  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
Question  on  behalf  of  the  First  Lord. 
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Lough  in  the  coarae  of  his  craiae,  but 
no  restriction  was  placed  on  hie  eeleo- 
tioa  of  ths  anohorage  which  he  con- 
sidered moat  convenient.  With  certain 
winds  the  Bangor  anchorage  is  stated  to 
be  preferable,  and  communication  with 
the  shore  ia  easier.  The  Admiralty 
hare  no  oontraots  for  the  deliverj  of 
the  mails  to  the  Fleet  in  Home  Waters, 
which  is  conducted  by  the  ordinary 
Packet  Serrioe  of  the  country.  As  the 
Admiral  is  responsible  for  the  safe  con- 
duct of  the  Fleet,  it  ia  not  desirable  to 
fetter  his  diaoietion  in  the  selection  of 
the  place  of  anchorage  for  his  Squadron, 
and  it  ia  not  proposed  to  issue  any 
orders  to  that  effect.  Ko  part  of  Bel- 
fast Lough  has  been  set  apart  for  a 
man-of-war  anchorage,  as  the  Question 
implies. 

WAR  0PFICE-6TH  BATTALION  EOYAL 
FUSILIERS— MAJOR  HOE. 

Ur.  DIXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  ashed  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  aaauming  that 
Uajor  £oe  is  not  able  to  do  the  duties 
in  ths  Sth  Battalion  Boyal  Fusiliers 
which  he  has  actually  performed  for 
three  years,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  remain- 
ing eeven  captains  are  ao  inefficient  that 
none  of  them  are  fit  for  promotion,  al- 
though the  drill  and  discipline  of  the 
batt^ion  has  been  reported  to  be  in  the 
highest  state  of  efficiency  up  to  the  date 
of  the  honourable  Oharlea  Edgcumbs's 
resignation  of  the  command  in  1887; 
and,  whether  officers  of  the  Utlitia  are 
to  understand  that  a  certificate  from  a 
School  of  Instmction  is  not  ipto  facto 
official  proof  of  military  competency  f 

The  8E0EETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.STAi7HOFE)(Linoolnahire,  Homoastle): 
I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  that 
through  the  medium  of  Question  and 
Answer  a  dieouseion  should  be  carried 
on  as  to  the  relative  merits  of  officers  of 
the  Army.  I  may,  howeTor,  inform  my 
hon.  Friend  that  two  of  the  captains 
referred  to  are  not  recommended  for 

tromotion ;  and  that  the  remaining  five 
ave  not  yet  passed  the  prescribed  a\- 
aminatioD.  The  answer  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  is  given  by  para- 
graph 42,  Militia  Begnlations,  1BS6, 
which  lays  down  that — 

"Itil  sztremely  desirable  tliatofGcers  ihould 
attend  a  School  M  Inttruction  to  leam  tbeir 
datv  thoronirtklv :  bat  the  DOMeesJoo  of  a  oer- 


□0  claim  to  promotion,  imapective   ol  other 
qualiflcationa  which  are  noeetMiy  for  mpMiw 

PHARMACY      BILL  —  ACCIDENTAL 

POISONING  AT  LEWISHAM. 
Dr.  FABQUKABSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  (for  Sir  Henst  Boboob) 
(Manchester,  S.)  asked  the  Tice-Preai- 
dent  of  the  Committee  of  Conncil  on 
Education,  Whether  the  statement  re- 
ported to  have  been  made  at  an  inquest 
held  at  Lewiaham  on  June  20,  that  the 
son  of  a  chemist  and  druggist  bad  dia- 

Sensed  eight  grains  of  strychnine  in  one 
ose  of  medicine  instead  of  l-24thpart 
of  a  grain,  is  correct ;  whether  the  state- 
ments that  the  son  of  the  chemist  was 
often  left  in  charge  of  hia  father's 
branch  shop,  and  that  he  passed  his 
examination  when  he  was  I&  years  of 
age,  are  also  correct;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  such  an  alarming  accident, 
the  QoTemment  will  give  facilities  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Pharmacy  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  which  is  intended 
to  provide  against  such  accidents  by  re- 
quiring all  managers  ofbranoh  shops  to 
be  qualified  and  registered  ? 

Thi  vice  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAU  Habt  Dyes  (Kent,  Dartford) :  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of 
the  statements  recited  in  the  Question. 
Speaking  for  the  Government,  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  could  be  proceeded  with ; 
but  in  the  present  state  of  Public  Bnm- 
ness,  I  cannot  undertake  to  afibrd  itany 
special  facilities. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— CORK  BOARD 
OF  GUARDIANS— CASE  OF  WILLTAU 
ROBINSON. 

Mr.  MATJBICE  HEALT  (Cork) 
ashed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lent 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Besolu- 
tion  passed  on  the  7th  inatant  by  the 
Cork  Board  of  Guardiana  with  reference 
to  the  case  of  William  Bobineon; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  this  man, 
aged  68,  waa  removed  from  theCroydoa 
Union  to  Cork,  his  place  of  birth,  not- 
withstanding that  he  had  gone  to  reside 
in  England  when  three  years  old; 
whether  the  Quardians  are  correct  in 
the  complaint  they  make,  that,  while 
EagUsh  Unions  possess  the  power  of 
deporting  paupers   who   have  not    ob- 
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while  the  Punjaub  QoTermnent  lecom- 
mended  a  course  which  would  have  pre- 
Tonted  the  lose  of  two  eminent  ofBcera, 
the  Indian  Government  refuaed  to  allow 
that  course  to  bo  adopted  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  OB 
STATE  (Sir  Johit  Gobbt)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  received 
official  information  of  the  unhappy  loss 
of  two  valuable  and  distinguiehed 
offiosrs— Colonel  Battjre  and  Oaptaia 
Urmston — under  circumstanoes  which 
have  been  described  with  substantial 
accuracy  in  the  public  Presa.  He  has 
no  official  information  of  any  proposal 
of  the  Punjab  Qovernmeut  to  direct  an 
Expedition  against  the  Akazais  last 
spring.  Such  an  Expedition  miitht,  no 
doubt,  have  cost  many  lives.  In  the 
last  Expeditions  against  the  Black 
Uountain  Tribes,  In  1868,  there  were 
17  killed  and  80  wounded.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  no  reason  to  think  that 
the  troops  attacked  were  outaide  the 
British  Frontier. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOUS)  —  BICH- 
MOND  PARK -THE  PROPOSED  VOLUN- 
TEEB  CAMP. 

Me.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  First  Ocmmissioner  of  Works,  Wbe- 
tbar,  before  the  Qovernment  arrive  at 
any  conclusion  to  grant  the  use  of  Rich- 
mond Fark  for  a  Volunteer  Camp,  an 
opportunity  will  be  given  for  the  in- 
habitants of  the  adjoining  parishes  of 
Putney  and  Boehampton,  and  other 
parishes  in  the  borough  of  Wandsworth, 
containing75,000  inhabitants,  to  consider 
any  proposals  which  may  be  in  con- 
templation, and  to  express  their  opinions 
thereon  7 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University)  :  The 
proposals  made  by  the  National  Rifle 
Association,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  a 
site  for  their  annual  shooting  competition 
in  Richmond  Park,  were  conveyed  to 
me  on  the  Hth  of  June,  but  no  final 
decision  has  yet  been  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject ;  and  any  con- 
sideration which  may  be  urged  within  a 
reasonable  time  for  or  against  those  pro* 
posals,  either  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
neighbourhood  of  Biohmond  or  from  any 
other  quarter,  will  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. 


birth,  no  corresponding  power  is  pos- 
sessed by  Irieb  Unions  ;  whether  ha  is 
aware  that  the  ratepayers  of  the  Cork 
Union  suffer  in  an  especial  manner  from 
this  state  of  things,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  many  strangers,  stowaways,  and 
others  are  landed  from  vessels  touching 
at  Queenstawn ;  and,  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  amend  the  Law,  so  as  to  put 
English  and  Irish  Unions  on  an  equality 
in  the  matter  in  question  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECRETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BaIiFOUk)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
reply  to  the  inquiries  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative.  Com- 
plaints have  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  Cork  Union  to  the  effect 
indicated  in  the  fourth  paragraph.  The 
consideration  of  legislation  on  the  sub- 

i'eot  is,  in  the  present  state  of  Pablio 
Jusiness,  quite  impracticable. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HGALY  asked,  did 
not  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  think  the 
matter  deserved  consideration  ? 

Mb.  A.  3.  BALFOUB  admitted  that 
it  did  deserve  consideration ;  but  he 
could  make  no  promise  of  legislation  on 
the  subject. 

INDIA— THE  SIKKIM  EXPEDITION— 
MILTTARY  OPERATIONS -DEATHS  OF 
COLONEL  BATPYE  AND  CAPTAIN 
UKMSTON. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  following  statement 
in  7%«  Olobt  of  Saturday  last  is  correct 
— namely:— 

"  Colonel  Bittjs  and  Capt&ia  UrmBton  were 
attacked  bj  Qqjsis  bdiI  Akazaii  whilo  out  witli 
CS  OoorlclisB  and  IS  polios  for  on  exercUe  mmcb 
on  the  Black  Moantain.  The  troope  were  a 
portion  of  the  force  of  300  Ooorkhaa  holding 
Oghi,  the  outpost  which  Colonel  Battya  com- 
mandsd.  They  were  withiu  oai  border  when 
fired  on  near  the  creat  of  the  Black  Mouatain. 
Colonel  Battye  and  Captain  Urmston  were  shot 
while  succouring  a  wounded  HaTJldur.  The 
bodies  of  Uie  two  officers  were  taken  to  Abbot- 
abad,  and  buried  there  on  Wednesday  with 
military  honours.  The  Punjab  GoTemment 
desired  to  punish  the  Akazais  fr>r  their  miscon- 
duct last  spring  by  an  Eipodition.  but  the  Uo- 
Temment  of  India  negatived  the  proposal.  The 
tribe  was  placed  under  blockade,  and  tlie  out- 
post at  Ughi  was  strengthened  to  guard  against 
surprise;  250  more  men  hare  now  been  sent 
down  there,  and  a  squadron  of  Quidea.  Cavalry 
will  also  probablv  be  sent.     Besides  the  two 
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Mb.  FLTJNKET  :  I  sappose  about  a 
fortoif;fat  or  three  weeks. 

Hajob  RASCQ  (Eaaez,  8-E.)  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  the  Ooveinment  bad  taken  any 
steps  to  have  a  surrey  and  inspeotioii 
made  of  other  sites  suitable  for  the 
Volunteers  in  Bonth-Eaait  Essex. 

The  FIE9T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SioTH)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
hon.  and  K^U^it  Oentlsman  must  see 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  for  ma  to 
answer  a  Question  ot  this  kind  without 
Notice. 


THE  CIVIL  SKRYICE-BEGISTEATION 
OF  RETIEED  CIVIL  8EEVANT8. 

Ub.  KIHBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
Ur.  Ohansellor  of  the  Elsoheqner,  Wbo- 
thar  any  Begieter  of  Retired  Oivil  Ser- 
rants  fit  for  serTioe,  with  a  tisw  to  re- 
employment in  other  branohes,  has  yet 
been  established  by  the  QoTemment 
pursuant  to  expectations  held  out  by  him 
on  July  26  last  in  this  House ;  and,  if 
so,  where,  and  whether  it  is  open  for 
inspection  ;  and,  if  not  established,  has 
the  Bohsme  yet  been  laid  before,  or  re- 
ceived the  assent  of,  the  Treasury,  as 
was  then  sugKeetod  would  be  neoessaiy  ? 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHEs)  (St.  George's, 
HanoTor  Square) :  I  found  that  the 
form  of  such  a  Register  existed  under 
the  title  of  "  Oivil  Pensioners  under  50 
years  of  age  available  for  further  ser- 
vioe."  No  further  scheme  or  assent  of 
the  Treasury  was  necessary,  and  I  am 
giving  direotions  to  have  the  Register 
made  up  to  date ;  but  the  Register  would 
not  be  open  to  individual  inspection.  I 
shall  have  no  objection,  however,  to  a 
Return  being  moved  for  giving  the  full 
portioulars. 


Mb.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  bis  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  matter  of  the 
vacant  Registrar  ship  of  Births  and 
I>eaths  in  &a  No.  1  (sub -divided)  Dis- 
pensary District  of  the  Poor  Law  Union 
of  Kilkenny ;  whether,  a  vacancy  in 
Buoh  Office  having  occurrad  in  the  month 
of  November  last,  the  Guardians,  in 
porsuonoe  of  the  directions  of  the  Regis- 
trar  General,  proceeded  to  make  an  ap- 
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pointment  therein  vithin  the  statutable 
period  of  14  days  ;  that  two  candtdatas 
presented  themselves,  duly  qualified ; 
that  one  of  them.  Dr.  Hawett,  claimed 
a  "  preference,"  pursuant  to  the  Statute 
(36  Viet.  0.  1 1,  a.  23) ;  that  the  Guar- 
dians, having  given  consideration  to  this 
preference,  nevertheleas,  in  the  lawful 
exercise  of  their  discretion  in  the  matter, 
made  their  selection,  and  appointed  the 
other  candidate,  Ur.  CairoU,  as  Regis- 
trar, and  did  then  call  upon,  and  have 
since  repeatedly  urged,  the  Registrar 
General  to  sanation  such  appointment ; 
whether,  upon  the  ocoosion  of  the  pre- 
vious vacancy  in  this  Office,  the  same 
claim  of  preferanee  having  been  made 
by  the  same  medical  officer,  under  rae- 
cisely  similar  circumstances,  the  Re- 
gistrar General  sanctioned  the  appoint- 
ment of  one  Mr.  Lalor;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  public  interest,  he  will 
call  upon  the  Registrar  General  to  ratify 
this  exercise  of  the  lawful  patronage  of 
the  Guardians  of  the  Union  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balvoub)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Registrar  General  reported 
that  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  Question 
were  substantially  accurate.  The  differ- 
ence between  the  cases  in  question  arose 
from  the  fact  that  legal  proceedings  were 
instituted  in  the  latter  cose,  and  not  in 
the  former.  The  Registrar  General  had 
found  it  necessary  to  take  legal  advice 
in  the  matter,  and  the  question  was 
now  before  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland. 


IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  —  FAIR 
RENT  APPLICATIONS,  BALLXCA8TLE 
UNION. 

Mr.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  how  many  fair  rent  applications 
from  theUnion  of  Ballycastle  were  heard 
by  the  Sub- Commission  sitting  in  County 
Antrim  in  July  last;  whether  he  can 
mention  how  many  of  the  applications 
then  listed  for  hearing  were  adjoamed  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  s  number  of 
the  applications  entered  from  this  Union 
in  the  year  1885  still  remain  undisposed 
of;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Land  CommiseioB,  as  was  slated,  to 
move  to  County  Antrim  in  July  next 
^e  Commission  now  sitting  is  (jovnty 
Down? 
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The  chief  8ECRETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J,  BAif  OTIS)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  Land 
Com misBi oners  inform  me  that  3d  appli- 
cations from  Balljcaatle  Union  to  fix  fair 
renta  appeared  in  the  Sub-Commiasioa 
list  for  July,  1887.  They  wera  all  dis- 
posed of  at  that  sitting.  No  applioations 
received  in  1885  from  that  Union  remain 
undisposed  of.  The  oldest  ontstanding; 
fair  rent  case  was  received  in  June,  1 887. 
The  Commieaionera  find  it  necessary, 
having  regard  to  the  claima  of  the 
County  Fermanagh,  to  move  the  Sub- 
Commiasion  sitting  in  the  Oounty  of 
Down  to  the  County  Fermanagh  for  the 
month  of  July  next. 

Mb.  M'CAfiTAN  asked  the  right 
hon.  OeatlemaD,  vhetber  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  about  3,000  or  4,000  applica- 
tions by  tenants  to  have  fair  rente  fixed 
were  still  remaining  unheard  in  the 
County  Down,  and  also  when  a  Sub- 
Commission  would  next  sit  there  ? 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOUS.  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  more  specific  answer  than  he  had 
already  given  aa  to  the  time  a  Sub- 
Commission  would  sit. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) 
aslced,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  whether  all  the  Sub-Commis- 
aioners  whose  appoiutnient  had  been 
approved  of  by  the  Treasury  were 
actually  working  ? 

Mb.  A.  3.  BALFOUB  said,  that  he 
ODuld  give  no  answer;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  that  he  had  a  plan  at 
present  before  Parliament  for  dealiog 
with  the  existing  block  in  the  Land 
Court. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  tenants 
in  Fermanagh,  ashed,  would  the  Go- 
vernment t^e  any  steps  to  deal  with  the 
great  number  of  applications  that  still 
remained  unheard  in  that  county  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  take  etepa  to  deal  with  the 
arrears  in  the  Land  Courts  by  a  plan 
which  was  embodied  in  a  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  "When  is 
that  Bill  likely  to  come  onf 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  That  is  a 
Question  which  I  think  ahonld  be  ad- 
dreeoed  to  the  Leader  of  the  House.  Aa 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  extremely 
anxious  to  push  the  Bill  forward. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  :   Miirht  I  ask 


Government  intend  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  (Land  Com- 
miseioD)  Bill ;  and  if  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  take  that  Bill 
soon,  will  the  Government  take  some 
temporary  steps  for  relieving  the  block  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LORD  o*  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  do  not  know,  Sir, 
whether  I  am  quite  in  Order  in  answer- 
ing the  Question  now  ;  but  if  I  am,  I 
may  say  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  (Land  Commission)  Bill  one  of 
the  first  measures  after  the  Committee 
on  the  Local  Govemmoat  Bill.  I  trust 
the  House  will  not  think  it  neoesaary  to 
prolong  the  discussion  on  the  Bill,  see- 
ing that  it  would  interfere  with  the  pro- 
gress of  other  important  Business. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  May  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  effect  of  postponing  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  (Land  Commission)  Bill 
until  after  the  Local  Government  Bill 
will  be  that  no  effective  steps  can  be 
taken  to  bring  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)  Bill,  when  it  pasees, 
into  actual  operation  until  the  month  of 
November  next  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  "Well,  Sir,  I 
do  not  know  that  that  is  the  case ;  but  I 
should  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Land  Court  are  re- 
trospective, and  daLe  from  the  time  that 
tlie  application  is  made. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that,  in  the  meantime,  tenants  are 
obliged  to  pay  the  old  rents  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  a  single  case  in  which  a  land- 
lord whose  tenants  have  gone  into  Court 
has  tried  to  extract  the  old  rent. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  I  know  of  hun- 
dreds of  cases. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
furnisb  me  with  any  of  them. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-aUB-COM- 
MI8SION-8ITTINQ8  IN  KEADT. 
Mb.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  no  arrangement  has  yet  been  made 
to  hold  a  sitting  of  a  Sub-Oommissioa 
in  Eeady,  which  it  was  promised  would 
be  held  in  June  :    whether  about  200 
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tbe  distriot  of  Seody  remain  nnbsard ; 
vhetber  he  is  aware  that  in  a  namber 
of  these  cases  OTiction  nolioea  have  bees 
serred  by  the  landlords  on  the  appli- 
oants ;  and,  if  he  can  state  on  what  date 
a  8  ub- Com  mission  will  sit  at  Keadj,  and 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  will  oon- 
stitnte  the  Sab-Oommisaion  f 

Thk  chief  8ECBETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baucis)  (Masohester,  E.) :  The 
Iduid  CommiBsioners  inform  me  that 
in  UsTch  last  thej  hoped  to  be  in 
a  position  to  hare  a  Sub- Commission  at 
Kead;  in  Jane ;  but  the  cases  in  the 
County  of  Down  were  very  important, 
and  it  was  fonod  more  to  the  public  ad- 
vantage to  continue  the  Sub- Commission 
in  that  county.  Thore  are  about  190 
applications  to  fix  fair  rents  nndisposod 
of  from  the  Keady  District  ThaLand 
Oommissioners  cannot  yet  state  when 
the  next  Sub -Commission  will  sit  at 
Eeady,  or  the  names  of  tbe  persons 
who  will  constitute  tbe  Sub-Commis- 
sion. 

The  lord  MATOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxtob)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
ther in  view  of  the  positive  promise 
made  in  March  last  by  tbn  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  a  Bub -Com  mission  would  sit 
at  Keady  in  tho  month  of  June,  he 
would  take  steps  to  see  that  a  Court 
would  immediately  sit  there,  especially 
as  numbers  of  nDtortuuate  people  were 
threatened  with  eviction  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAXiFOUR  said,  it  was  not 
in  his  power  to  determine  when  a  Sub- 
OommiBsiou  should  sit,  nor  did  he  ever 
»ve  a  promise  that  ono  would  sit  at 
Keady  in  June.  He  said  that  the  Com- 
mission intended  to  have  a  sitting  at 
that  place  at  that  time. 

IHI8H  LAND  G0MMISSI0NERS-8UB- 
COMMrsSIONERa  FOR  WBSTMEA.TH. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Weetmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irelaod,  If  be  can  now  state 
tbs  date  on  which  tbe  Sub-Commis- 
sioners will  hold  their  next  sitting  for 
tbe  County  of  Westmeatb,  and  tbe 
names  oi  the  gentlemen  who  will  con- 
stitute the  Commission  ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  large  number  of 
fair  rent  applications  remaining  undis- 
posed of,  sn  early  date  will  be  fixed  ? 

Thb  chief  SEORBTART  (Mr.  A. 
J.BALFoi;B)(MancheBter,E.}:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  a  Sub- 
Ur.  W  Carton 


Commianon  sat  in  the  Connty  West- 
meath  so  recently  as  February  and 
March  last.  Having  regard  to  tha 
claims  of  other  counties,  they  are  not 
at  present  in  a  position  to  state  when 
tbe  next  sitting  will  be  held. 

Mb.  TUITE  asked,  had  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemao  given  a  promise  that  a 
Bub -Commission  would  sit  in  West- 
meatb at  the  end  of  June  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  had 
gives  no  promise. 

IKI8H  LAND   COUUIS8ION— APPEALS 
LISTED   AT   BELFAST. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HGALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  ia 
aware  that  of  the  100  appeals  listed  for 
bearing  by  tbe  Land  Commission  at 
Belfast  on  July  2  next,  75  are  from  the 
Union  of  Magherafelt,  County  Derry  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Magherafelt 
is  a  Quarter  Sessions  town,  and  has  8 
commodious  Court-house  ;  and,  whether, 
under  tbe  drcumstances,  he  will  advise 
a  sitting  at  Magherafelt,  and  save  the 
tenants  and  their  witnesses  from  tbe 
long  and  expensive  journey  to  Belfast? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAuaua)(UaocbeGter,E.):  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  there  are 
37  cases  only  from  tbe  Magherafelt 
Union  to  be  re-heard  at  Belfast  at  the 
approaching  sitting,  tbe  other  cases 
listed  from  that  Union  having  been 
either  settled  or  withdrawn.  The  cases 
from  Magherafelt  Union  are  listed  for 
hearing  at  Belfast,  as  that  town  is  of 
more  easy  access  than  Londonderry,  tbe 
county  town  where,  under  other  circum- 
stances, the  cases  would  naturally  be 
heard.  In  arranging  tbe  places  whore 
appeals  and  re-hearings  shall  be  heard, 
the  CommiBsioners  have  endeavoured  to 
meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the  coovenience 
of  suitors.  They  cannot  undertake  to 
alter  their  existiog  arrangements. 

Ma.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) 
asked,  if  there  was  any  reason  why 
these  three  gentlemen  who  constituted 
the  Sub- Commission  should  not  bold  a 
sitting  at  Magherafelt,  having  regard^^ 
the  fact  that,  on  tbe  one  hand,  only  tbe 
three  of  them  would  have  to  journey  to 
Magherafelt ;  while,  on  tbe  other  hand, 
the  whole  number  of  applicants  in  Mag- 
herafelt would  have  to  travel  to  Bm- 
fast? 
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Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  h«  oould 
not  answer  without  Notice  Questions  re- 
lating to  the  arrangementB  of  the  Laad 
Coi      ■    ■ 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  AI- 

LEGED  INSURANCE   FRAUDS  AT 

BELFAST. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeatb,  N.)  asked 
llr.  Solicitor  Qenerol  for  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  the  assurance  frauds  at 
Belfast,  Whether  he  can  now  state  what 
steps  hare  been  taken  to  bring  to  justice 
the  parties  responsible  for  the  issue  of 
the  policy  on  the  life  of  Finlay  M'Cance, 
esquire,  J.P.,  which  was  obtained  in 
favour  of  Mr.  James  Henderson,  pro- 
prietor of  7%«  Btlfatt  Newi  Letter,  by 
means  of  misrepresentation,  and  by  the 
forgery  of  the  name  of  Mr.  M'Cance; 
whether  he  can  state  if  the  proposal  on 
the  life  of  Mr.  M'Cance  was  admittedly 
signed  by  Mr.  Henderson ;  whether  this 
proposal  contained  several  gross  mis- 
representations, which  induced  the  issue 
of  the  policy  by  the  Company;  and 
whether  the  name  of  Mr.  Henderson, 
who  obtained  the  policy  was  sent  for- 
ward to  the  Attorney  Qeneral  with  the 
names  of  others  now  on  their  trial, 
charged,  among  other  things,  with 
having  attemptod  to  obtain  policies 
which  were  not  issued  ;  and,  whether 
the  Oovemment  intend  to  take  any  fur- 
ther proceedings  in  this  matter? 

The  80LICITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  tMr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  As  X  have  already  stated 
to  the  hon.  Member  in  reply  to  previous 
Questions,  I  must  refuse  to  answer  any 
Questions  relalingto  the  particular  facts 
of  this  case  to  which  he  has  referred, 
pending  the  prooeedings  which  are  now 
going  on. 

Thk  lord  mayor  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxtom)  (Belfast,  W.)  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity he  should  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Government  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  certain  persons  charged 
with  making  fraudulent  applications  for 
insurance  policies,  while  they  had  re- 
frained from  instituting  a  criminal  pro- 
secution against  the  proprietor  of  The 
Belfatt  ffiics  Letter,  who  was  charged 
with  having  actually  obtained  a  fraudu- 
lent policy,  and  would  move — 


refrain  from  proweding  with  a  publio  investi- 


gutiaii  into  a  criminal  charge  when  'the  penon 
charged  was  the  publisher'  of  a  newspaper  in 
their  intcreat." 

PARLIAMENTARY    FRANCHISE    (IRE- 
LAND) —   DISaUALIFIGATION     OF 

VOTERS  BY  MEDICAL  RELIEF. 
SiE  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  voters 
who  receive  medical  relief  on  a  doctor's 
order  through  a  relieving  officer  are  dis- 
franchised ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  can 
hardly  undertake  to  give  an  abstract 
opinion  of  law  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  mention  any  particular  oase,  I  shall 
inquire  into  it. 

PARLIAMENTARY     FRANCHISE     (IRE- 
LAND)—SOUTH-WEST    DIVISION  OF 
DUBLIN— REVISION  COURTS. 
Sir  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  resi- 
dents of  south-west  Dublin  to  have  Re- 
vision Courts  established  at  each  polling 
place  in  the  Division ;  and,  if  he  will 
use  his  influence  to  give  effect  to  their 
wishes  P 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALForR]  (Manchester,  E.) :  None 
of  the  persons  concerned  appear  to  have 
made  any  representations  to  the  Irish 
Government  on  the  subject ;  nor,  so  far 
as  I  can  ascertaiu,  is  there  any  necessity 
for  such  additional  Courts. 

ROYAL  IBI8H  CONSTABULARY  —  CON. 
STABLE  CURRY. 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  To  state  the 
reason  why  the  honourable  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  in  the  action  of  "Smyth  v- 
Madden  and  Gurry,"  heard  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  Kingstown,  on  April 
\b,  1887,  gave  Constable  Curry  a 
"  Hpeoial  certificate,"  "exonerating" 
him  from  "from  all  hlame  ;  "  why,  and 
when,  did  the  Recorder  direct  the 
amount  of  the  verdict  obtained  for  the 
plaintifiF  to  be  paid  to  the  jury;  and, 
did  the  Superintendent  of  Curry's  Di- 
vision, who  was  present  during  the  trial, 
make  a  Report  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Police,  as  to  the  nature  of  the  evidence  ; 
if  so,  was  it  sent  forward,  with  the  cei- 
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tificate  given  hj  ths  Becorder,  to  th« 
Attomej  Oenerkl,  who  uncUoned  the 
payment  of  the  verdict  and  coets  out  of 
the  pablio  fands  ? 

Thb  chief  8ECRETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Uanohsster,  E.},  in  raply, 
said,  be  was  unable  to  state  irliat  tbe 
Judge's  reasons  were  in  the  matter,  nor 
had  he  the  rightor  the  deure  to  inquire 
into   them.     The  Superintendaat's  Be- 

S)rt  was   submitted  to    the  Attorney 
sneial. 


Ma.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
ashed  Mr.  Ghaooellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  be  would  be  prepared  to  in- 
struet  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  to 
remit  the  penalties  payable  on  stamping 
instruments  executed  prior  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Sevenue 
Act  of  1888,  which  are  presented  to 
them  for  the  purpose  at  any  time  before 
the  Ist  of  January  next  F 

ThbOHANCEIJX)EofthiEXOHE- 
(10EB  {Mr.  GoacHK*!  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  question  has 
been  fully  oonsidered ;  and  the  penalties 
payable  on  stamping  instruments  exe- 
cuted prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Bavenue  Act  of  1888  will  be 
remitted,  subject  to  certain  conditions, 
which  will  be  laid  down  ia  a  Memoran- 
dum which  will  be  issued  to  solioitora 
and  others  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
BeveDue. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)- EYIcriON  OF 
mJOH    BOQUB- ALLEGED    HAR8H- 

vsaa. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  XFa"n"»agh, 
X.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  order  an  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Sub-Sheriff  in  evicting 
Hugh  Bogue  when  he  was  in  a  dying 
condition  ;  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Ooremment  has  been  called  to  the  atate- 
meut  of  Father  M-Kaana,  P.P.,  of 
Clogher,  that  he  publicly  protested  at 
the  eviction  that  the  man  was  abtolutely 
dying  when  carried  out ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  the  Government 
intend  to  take  any  steps  to  prevent  the 
forces  of  Her  Majesty  being  used  to 
evict  under  euoh  oircumstanceB  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECEETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoitr)  (Manchester,  £.) :  The 
Sir  Tkomat  SimonJt 


District  Inspector  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  Constabulary  reports  that  the  facts 
are  as  stated.  Father  M'Eenna  arrived 
after  the  formalitiea  of  the  eviction  had 
been  completed,  and  Bogue  was  being 
placed  in  a  cart.  He  appears  to  have 
said  that  it  was  a  hard  case,  and  that  & 
medical  certificate  ought  to  have  been 
procured ;  but  this  was  after  the  evic- 
tion was  over.  The  tenant  had  paid  no 
rent  for  five  years;  in  fact,  from  the 
period  that  his  fair  rent  was  originally 


Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  b^  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Oonstabulary  Tote  I 
will  call  attention  to  tbe  indefensible 
use  of  the  Oonstabulary  in  Ireland  for 
tbe  purpose  of  evicting  people. 

The  XORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sxxton)  (Belfast,  W.)  :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  a 
Sheriff  in  Ireland  had  power  by  law  to 
postpone  an  eviction  when  it  appears 
that  the  lives  of  the  persons  to  be  evicted 
are  in  danger ;  and,  whether  the  polioe 
in  such  a  case  have  instructions  to  re- 
frain from  carrying  out  such  evictions  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Ma.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
wiah  to  ask— — 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

SOUTH  AFBIOA— ZDLULAND. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  ex- 
plain the  nature  of  the  recent  troubles 
in  Zululand;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  refrain  from 
any  action  in  South  Africa  likely  to  lead 
to  a  war  with  any  of  the  Nativa  Tribes  ? 

Tbx  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hkmbt  de  Works) 
(Liverpocd,  East  Toxteth) :  The  recent 
troubles  have  been  caused  by  Dinizulu, 
the  son.  of  Cetewayo,  who  has,  without 
iuetification,  attacked  other  Ghiefe  in 
Zululand  and  Government  police  sta- 
tions. Her  Majesty's  Qovemment have 
at  no  time  relaxed  their  efforts  to  carry 
out  the  policy  best  calculated  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  war  withNative  Tribes, 
and  have  no  reason  to  think  that  that 
policy  has  failed. 

60DTH  AFEICA-ZULULAND. 
8iB    GEORGE    BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Undet 


..Google 


155> 


\ium  28,  tSSSt 


Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  be  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  oa  to  the  atate  of 
affairs  in  Zulnland  ? 

Thk  TJNDEE  secretary  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hbnbt  dk  Woam) 
^LiTerpoo],  East  Tozteth) :  The  follow- 
ing telegram  was  reoeired  on  Taesday 
from  the  OoTetnor  of  Natal,  in  reply 
to  an  inquiry  from  the  Secretary  of 
State:— 

*'  You  teUgnuD  of  yuteidaf .  Uaibepa  Mid 
foUowen  were  sttacked  and  def sated  b^  Ubq tut 
neu  Ivuoa,  23rd  Jaos.  It  has  consequsntlj 
trasn  fbnnd  adriubls  t«  withdraw  police  offloe 
at  Inina,  which  was  attacked  at  the  aame 
time.  Uiiihepa  took  rvfage  with  police.  Ko 
cajnultiss  among  police.  Force  sent  from 
Nkon-jeni  safely  returned  yesterday  ;  lirought 
iMCk  all  from  Ivuna,  inclDdins  TTsibepQ  and 
familie*,  women,  and  wounded  of  his  tribe. 
Have  just  coof  aired  with  Lientenaot  Qeneral, 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  at  to  saScient  camber  tor 
force.  He  Teserrsi  opinion  until  arriral  in 
Zululand,  whither  he  proceeds  to-morrow." 
It  will  be  seen  from  this  telegram  that 
Xiieutenant  Qeneral  Smyth  has  proceeded 
to  Zululand,  and  will  be  able  to  judge 
of  the  position,  and  whether  any  addi- 
tional forces  will  be  required;  but  a  day 
or  two  may  probably  elapse  before  any 
further  oommunioation  is  received. 

Da.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  case  that  Dinizulu 
was  merely  re-oapturing  oattie  that  had 
been  stoleo  from  nim  by  tTsibepu  ;  and 
whether  the  land  had  not  been  in  the 
posaeasion  of  Dinizulu  for  several  years  ; 
and,  whether  TJubepu,  since  he  was 
sent  there,  had  begun  cattle  raidiug, 
as  he  had  done  before  ?  He  further 
wiahed  to  aak,  whether  other  native 
alliea  were  being  used  in  this  manner ; 
and  whether  the  Government  would  talte 
care  that  thia  did  not  happen  again  7 

Ub.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
Question  was  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary whether  he  had  any  information. 
The  Questions  muat  be  given  Xotioe  of 
in  the  uaual  way. 

Hb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  aaked,  whether  the  Govemment  had 
given  General  Smyth,  who  would  pro- 
ceed in  a  short  time  to  Zululand,  any 
particular  instructions  with  regard  to 
the  diapoaition  of  the  force  there  ? 

Baboit  HENRY  DE  WORMS;  1  do 
not  think  that  it  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  Public  Service  that  I  should  give 
information  to  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  will  call 
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attention  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 

ment,  whioh  is  certainly  leading  up  to 

another  war  in  Zululand. 
Db.    CLARK    rose  to   put  another 

Question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  1 

Db.  CLARK :  I  want  to ■ 

Mn.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

LAW  AND  POLICE  CIBELAND)-RE- 
PU8AL  OF  BEFBE8HUENT  TO  TRA- 
VELLERS—CASE OF  MR.  NOTJD,  OP 
ROSCOMMON. 

Da.  OOUMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) 
aaked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on 
Saturday  the  24th  instant,  Mr.  Michael 
Noud,  T.C.,  of  Roscommon,  having 
driven  from  there  to  Boyle,  a  distance 
of  20  milee,  upon  important  business,  on 
arriving  there  at  1.30  p.m.  and  calling 
at  the  only  hotel  in  the  town,  Monson'a 
Hotel,  was  refused  admission  orrefresh- 
ment  for  himself  or  his  horae  by  order 
of  the  police,  who  told  the  hotel  owner 
to  "  admit  no  outsiders ; "  whether  Ur. 
Noud  again  applied  at  4.80  p.m.,  and 
was  again  refuaed  for  the  aame  reaaon, 
and  waa  obliged  to  drive  to  Elphin,  a 
distance  of  nine  miles,  before  he  could 
get  anything  to  eat  or  drink ;  whether 
Noud'a  son  and  two  others  who  were  in 
his  company  were  treated  in  the  same 
way,  although  they,  as  well  as  Mr. 
Noud,  claimed  and  were  entitled  to  be 
served  as  bond  Jidt  travellers,  and  were 
ready  and  willing  to  pay  for  what  they 
required ;  and,  if  the  facts  stated  are 
found  correct,  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment  propose  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Thb  chief  SEOEETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Baltocb)  (Manchester,  E.]:  The 
local  Constabulary  authorities  report 
that  on  Sunday  (not  Saturday),  the  S4th, 
in  view  of  apprehended  dieturbanoes, 
the  magistratea  ordered  that  all  sellers 
of  retail  drink  should  close  their  housea. 
In  acoordance  with  this  order — not  by 
order  of  the  police — Mr.  Noud  and  his 
party  were  refused  admission  to  Uon- 
Bon's  Hotel,  whioh  was  included  in  the 
order. 

WAR  OFFICB-THE  SUPEEINTENDENT 

OF  THE  OABRIAOE   DEPABTMEIfT— 

WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Whether    the    Superintendent    of   the 


Carriage  Department,  Boyal  ArBenal, 
employs  several  of  the  eviployU  of  the 
Department  aa  members  of  the  crew  of 
his  private  pleasure  jaoht;  vhether  he 
can  give  the  names  and  character  of  the 
employment  respectiTely  of  the  several 
persons  so  employed,  and  the  several 
periods  at  which  all  or  any  of  such 
emphyii  were  absent  from  their  duties 
at  the  Arsenal,  and,  if  by  leave,  then  by 
whom  such  leave  was  granted;  and, 
whether  the  pay  and  allowances  of  such 
persons  continue  during  their  respective 


The  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAinaoPB)  (Linoolnahire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  I  am  informed  that  there 
are  no  men  belonging  to  the  Boyal 
Carriage  Department  employed  on  the 
TBoht  referred  to ;  nor  have  any  men 
been  bo  employed  while  belonging  to  the 
Department. 

BOARD     OF    CUSTOMS— THE     8ECRE. 

TARY  AND  SUEVEYOK   GENERAL. 

Mk.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)askedUr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  there  is  at  present 
any  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Customs, 
since  the  abolition  by  the  Treasury  of 
the  post  last  year  to  secure  a  saving  of 
£1,400;  whether  there  are  more  5ian 
two  Surveyors  Qeneral ;  whether  one  of 
them  is  now  acting  as  Secretary ;  why 
the  Estimates  provide  for  a  resuscitation 
of  the  post  of  Secretary,  and  also  for 
three  Surveyors  General ;  and,  what  has 
become  of  the  reduction  effected  laat 
year? 

The  OHANOKLLOEofthrEXOHE- 
QTTEB  (Mr.  Gosohbk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover-square);  The  post  of  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Customs  never  was 
abolished,  only  suspended  ;  so  there  is 
no  question  of  its  resuscitation.  There 
are  at  present  only  two  Surveyors 
General,  one  of  whom  is  also  acting 
temporarily  as  Secretary,  and  there  is 
also  a  Surveyor  acting  temporarily  as 
Surveyor  General ;  the  third  Surveyor 
Generalship  is  thus  also  in  abeyance. 
The  Estimates  provide  for  a  Secretary 
at  a  salary  of  £1,200,  and  for  three 
Surveyors  Generals,  the  same  as  last 
year.  The  ultimate  staff  is  dependent 
upon  the  question  of  amalgamation ; 
but,  in  any  case,  there  will  have  to  be  a 
Secretary  for  Customs  business.  In  the 
meantime,  it  is  neceBsary  to  make  pro- 
Mr.  Bradiatigh 
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vision  for  the  normal  strength  of  the 
OfSce,  until  some  decision  ia  come  to  as 
to  the  practicability  of  amalgamation. 
But,  of  course,  the  money  will  not  be 
spent  unless  the  places  are  filled  up. 

WAR  OFFICE  — ARMY  CONTBAOTS— 
SUPPLY  OF  ACCOUTRBMBNTfl. 

Mr.  HANBUET  (Preston)  aakod  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  helmets,  knapsacks, 
gaiters,  pouches,  and  other  accontra- 
menta,  have  been  for  about  18  months, 
and  still  continue  to  be,  manufactured 
for  the  British  Army  in  a  foreign  prison 
by  a  large  contractor  still  on  the  Go- 
vernment list  of  selected  firma  at  prices 
much  below  even  those  paid  to  sweaters ; 
whether  the  condemnea  mule  traces  at 
Woolwich  are  now  being  fitted  with 
new  iron  squares;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  issue  them  to  the  troops 
in  the  event  of  war;  whether  saddles 
are  now  being  padded  with  what  is 
described  by  an  eye-witness  as  filthy, 
rotten  hair  out  of  condemned  hospital 
beds ;  and,  whether  he  has  consulted 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  as  to  the 
possibiUty  of  proceeding  against  con- 
tractors who  supply,  and  officials  who 
admit,  bad  stores  under  the  existing 
law? 

The  SECEETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle): 
In  answer  to  the  first  Question,  the  War 
Office  has  no  reason  for  suspecting  the 
existence  of  any  such  practice  aa  that 
referred  to.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
give  me  privately  the  name  of  the  oon- 
tractor  he  refers  to,  further  inquiry  shall 
be  made.  In  answer  to  the  second 
Question,  no  condemned  mule  traces  are 
being  fitted  with  iron  squares,  or  are  to 
be  iseued  to  the  troops.  In  answer  to 
the  third  Question,  no  saddles  are  being 
padded  with  filthy,  rotten  hair  out  of 
condemned  hospital  beds.  I  should  like 
to  add  that  the  hon.  Member,  by  holding 
personal  communication  with  disaffeeted 
workmen  at  Woolwich,  is  doing  his  beat 
to  make  the  maintenance  of  discipline 
impossible. 

Ma.  SPEAEEE :  Order,  order!  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  exceeding  the 
usual  limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Question. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  ;  I  at  once  bow 
to  your  ruling.  Sir.  I  withdraw  at  once 
this  statement,  which  I  recognize  I 
should  not  have  made.    I  wish  to  add, 
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hoverer,  that  the  duty  of  an;  man 
thera,  if  he  thinks  he  siee  anythioff 
going  on  which  is  detrimental  to  the 
Publio  Service,  is  to  report  it  to  Colonel 
Barrin^n.  In  answer  to  the  last 
Question,  there  can,  I  think,  be  little 
doaht  OS  to  the  eziattng  law ;  but  I  am 
taking  further  advice  upon  the  subject. 

Ub.  HANBTTBY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  whether  be  knows 
that  I  have  oommunioated  with  anybody 
whatever  except  the  man  Dunn,  who 
disclosed  the  whole  of  this  scandal  1 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  aoi  not  able 
to  express  any  opinion  about  that ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Uember  refers  to  an  eye- 
witness as  to  what  took  place  recenuy, 
I  have  BO  doubt  the  information  has 
been  communicated  to  him. 

Me.  HANBUET  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  justified  in  describing  Dunn 
aad  Moody  as  disaffected  workmen  7 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  not 
done  BO  in  any  way. 

Mb.  H  ANBURY:  But  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  distinctly  said  that  I  had 
been  in  communication  with  disaffected 
workman. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Owing  to  your 
ruling,  Sir,  I  am  not  able  to  deal  with 
that  particular  part  of  my  answer. 

Mb.  HANBUKY:  I  shall  refer  to 
this  matter  when  the  Vote  for  the 
Director  of  Contracts  comes  on. 

SUGAR  MANTJFAOTDEE-NEW 
ZEAL&ND. 

Mb.  8TTMUEB8(HuddenifieId;  asked 
the  Under  Seoretuy  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies,  Whether  the  Colony  of  New 
Zealand  has  passed  an  Act  or  Acts 
granting  special  fisoal  advantages  or 
bounties  on  the  manufacture  and  ezsort 
of  sngar  ;  whether  the  repeal  of  these 
Acts  forms  part  of  the  policy  of  abolish- 
ing sugar  bounties  contemplated  in  the 
recent  negotiations ;  and,  whether  there 
are  any  other  British  Ooloaies  which 
give  bounties  on  the  manufacture  or  ex- 
port of  sugar  T 

Thb  UNDEE  8ECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hbuet  db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  There  is  an 
Act  in  New  Zealand  to  encourage  the 
oultivation  of  beetroot  and  sorghum  for 
the  purpose  of  making  sugar.  It  was 
passed  in  1884.  It  is  praotioally  in- 
operative ;  and  the  Colonial  GoverBment 
have  undertaken  to  enter  into  the  Sugar 
Bounty  Convention.    Aooording  to  the 
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latest  Information  in  the  Department, 
there  is  no  other  Colony  which  gives  any 
bounty  on  the  manufaoture  or  exporta- 
tion of  sugar. 

PBEVENTION  OF  CRIME  ACT,  1883— 
MR.  PETER  SWEENY. 
Mb.  SHEEHT  (Qalway,  80  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Irish  Registrar 
Qeneral  took  any,  and,  if  so,  what  steps, 
to  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny 
was  arrested  at  any  time  under  ''The 
Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act, 
1882,"  before  refusing  to  sanction  his 
appointment  by  the  Loughrea  Board  of 
Guardians  to  the  offices  of  Sanitary 
Officer  and  District  Begistrar,  on  the 
grounds  that  Mr.  Sweeny  was  arrested 
on  a  charge  of  suspicion  of  murder  in 
the  years  1880,  1881,  or  1882 ;  whether 
there  is  any  truth  whatever  in  the  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny  was  ever 
under  arrest  on  such  a  charge ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Sweeny  has  under- 
taken, by  contract,  to  sink  two  wells  in 
the  Craughwell  Division,  and  has  had 
to  suspend  work,  after  having  gone  a 
considerable  depth,  because  of  the  re- 
fusal to  grant  him  a  lloenoe  for  dynamite 
and  blasting  powder  necessary  for  the 
work ;  whether,  for  the  same  cause,  he 
is  unable  to  proceed  with  the  building 
of  two  schools  in  the  parish  of  KiltuUa ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  the  grounds  for  the 
persecution  to  which  Mr.  Peter  Sweeny 
IS  subjected  ? 

Thb  chief  SEOBETABT  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balioub)  (Manchester,  £.) :  The 
Local  Government  Board,  in  the  course 
of  their  inquiries,  ascertained  that 
Sweeny  had  oeen  in  prison  for  three 
weeks  in  Galway  Prison  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act ;  and,  further,  that  his 
antecedents  were  such  as  to  render  him 
an  unfit  person  for  service  under  the 
Poor  Law  Acta.  It  is  the  case  that  he 
was  arrested  on  the  4th  of  July,  1882, 
under  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act,  1881,  on  suspicion  of 
being  aooessory  to  murder,  and  his  two 
brothers  were  likewise  arrested  on  the 
same  suspicion.  The  Guardians  did  not 
make  an  appointment  within  the  statu- 
table period  to  the  vaoant  oflice  of  Regis- 
trar of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages, 
which  thereupon  veeted  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  appointed  the  interim 
Registrar,  who  had  discharged  eatisfac- 
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torily  the  duties  of  aasiatant  and  deputjr 
for  some  time.  I  am  not  aware  of  what 
ooDtracts  the  man  may  have  undertaken. 
The  reBponeible  authorities,  however, 
oannot  ooDBent  to  his  holding  a  licence 
for  dynamite  and  powder. 

EDDCATION    DEPABTMBNT— CNIVEE- 

SITIES  AND  OOLLBQEa— FINANCIAL 

CONDITION. 

8m  HENBY  ROSOOE  (Mancheater, 
S.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Oounoil  on  Education, 
Whether  the  dooameota  containing  par- 
ticulars of  the  fioancial  condition  of  the 
University  and  other  Gollegea  in  Eng- 
land have  now  been  received ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  BO,  he  can  state  when  the  Edu- 
cation Department  will  be  able  to  report 
to  the  Treasury  thereon? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wn.- 
I.IAU  Habt  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
Tbe  information  asked  for  has,  I  be- 
lieve, been  mode  complete  within  the 
last  few  hours,  and  the  Department  will 
loae  no  time  in  making  their  Report  to 
the  Treasury. 

LAND  LAW  (IRBLAHD)  ACT,  1887,  8E0. 
29— ADJUSTMENT  OP  KEST8. 

Mr.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
Hr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, with  reference  to  the  equitable 
proviaionB  of  "  The  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1R87,"  he  is  aware  that  in  holdings 
where  the  gale  day  is  the  lat  Novem- 
ber, and  where  there  is  only  one  gale 
day  in  the  year,  the  tenant  to  whom  the 
section  applies  was,  under  the  29th  eeo- 
tion,  entitled  to  adjustment  of  the  reqt 
for  the  year  ending  November  1,  1887  ; 
whether  it  was  intended  that  he  should 
also  be  entitled  to  adjustment  of  the 
rent  for  the  yeara  ending  November  1, 
I88S,  and  November  1,  1889;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  with  regard  to  the 
second  year's  adjustment  in  such  oases, 
the  BectioQ  provides  that  it  shall  be  for 
the  year  commencing  from  November  I 
(the  first  gale  day)  in  1888,  and  no  pro- 
vieion  is  made  for  adjustment  of  the 
rent  for  the  year  ending  on  November  1, 
1888  J  and,  whether,  coneidering  this 
serious  defect  in  the  section,  he  will 
advise  the  Qoveroment  to  take  steps  to 
hare  it  remedied  7 

Thb  solicitor  general  fok 
IRELAND  f  Mr.  Maddrh)  (Dublin  Uni- 


very  beat  oonsideration,  having  rsgaid 
particularly  to  the  fouiiji  poragrsph  id 
the  Question. 

KIOTS,   &o.    (IRELAND)— DI8TDHBANCB 

AT  DDNDALK  RAILWAY  HTATEOS. 
Mr.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.)  aaM 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lies- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  hs  is  mwtn 
that  on  Wednesday  last,  when  the  people 
were  quietly  and  peaceably  moving  from 
the  Dundalk  Railway  Station,  when 
they  had  met  the  hon.  Member  for  Eut 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  friends,  Mr. 
CiiUen,  Divisional  Magistrate,  ordered 
the  dragoons  and  oonstabulary  to  sto; 
the  procession,  and  thereby  oaused  con- 
siderable confusion  and  disorder,  during 
whioh  several  persons  were  thrown  dowo 
and  injured;  and,  whether  Mr.  CaUen 
had  received  instructions  from  Dubliit 
Castle  to  act  in  this  way  7 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.J  also  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  the  people  of  Dundalk  aod 
Louth  were  exceedingly  peaoeable  and 
law-abiding  people  ;  that  the  crowd  on 
this  occasion  were  perfectly  orderly,  and 
largely  composed  of  women  and  chil- 
dren ;  that  being  so,  what  was  the 
object  of  an  armed  demonstration  oo 
the  day  against  respectable  men,  woneo, 
and  children ;  and  he  would  also  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
it  was  not  also  true  that  a  large  nnmber 
of  people  were  injured  in  Dundalk  on 
that  occasion  by  polioe  and  military  f 

Thb  CHIEP  SEORETART  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  do 
not  know  the  circumstances  referred  to 
well  enough  to  express  an  abstract  opi- 
nion on  the  peaceableness  of  the  Dun- 
dalk people.  Mr.  CuUen  reports  thst 
he  did  not  act  in  the  manner  described, 
and  he  had  no  instruations  from  Dablin 
Castle  to  do  so.  He  is  not  aware  that 
any  persons  were  injured. 

Ma.  M'CARTAN:  Might  I  ask  the 
ght  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  hold  an 
inquiry  ?  I  assure  him  that  I  heard  Mr. 
Cullen  using  the  words. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  NOLAN :  Since  the  information 
supplied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
differs  entirely  from  that  which  was 

S'ven  in  the  Press,  and  stated  by  hon. 
embera  of  this  House  and  other  eye- 
witnesses, will  he  make  a  ftill  and  open 
inquiry  into  the  matter  f  O' ~ 
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into  the  aooommodation  for  priBonera 
ivwaitiDg  trial  at  the  Oourta  of  Summary 
Juriediation,  he  proposes  to  take  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  action  to  remedy  the 
present  defective  arranKementa  7 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthew^s)  (Birmingham,  E.}:  lam 
now  in  communication  with  the  Office 
of  Works  and  the  other  authorities  in 
whom  the  oontrol  of.  the  Police  Courts 
of  the  Metropolis  is  vested,  and  have 
earnestly  invited  their  co-operation  in 
carrying  out  such  alterations  as  will  be 
necessary  to  secure  au  improved  accom- 
modation for  prisoners  awiuting  trial. 
I  have  also  oommunioated  with  the 
authorities  responsible  for  the  aooom- 
modation at  all  Stipendiary  Oourts ;  and 
I  have,  in  several  instances,  received 
from  thsm  satisfactory  assurances  that 
Bubatantialimprovsmentswill  be  effected. 
I  have  now  under  my  consideration  the 
beet  course  to  pursue  with  the  view  of 
securing  satisfactory  aooommodation  at 
the  Petty  Sessional  Oourts  throughout 
the  country.  That  is  a  much  larger 
question,  owing  to  the  number  of  such 
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ing  the  probable  amount  of  boeiQeu,  in 
such  manner  as  he  thinks  fit.  It  is  part 
of  the  Oircuit  system  that  no  case  snail 
be  left  uutried  ;  and  if  the  time  allowed 
for  Leioeater  proves  to  be  insufficient 
the  Oommission  Day  at  the  next  place 
will  be  deferred. 


Sib  THOMAS  ESUOXDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
By  whose  authority  are  the  letters  of 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament  opened  in 
the  post ;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
put  an  end  to  the  practice  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  Univerwty) :  To 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
answer  is  simple— that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  put  an  end  to  a  practice  which 
does  not  exist. 

Sm  THOMAS  ESMONDE:  If  a  case 
is  put  into  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  which  letters  to  an  Irish 
Member  from  his  oonstituents  were 
opened,  will  he  order  an  inqniry  to  be 
made  into  the  matter  ?  I  also  wish  to 
ask  him,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is  in 
the  post  office  at  Cork  an  individual 
especially  employed  for  the  "  Grahamis- 
ing  "  of  letters  &om  America  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES:  Certainly.  I  will 
have  an  inquiry  made  into  any  ease  that 
may  be  brought  before  me. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  Genue- 
maa  that  the  practice  does  exist. 

BOYAL  OOLLBGB  OP  BXJBOEONS  OP 
ENGLAND  —  A  BUPPLEMENTAL 
OHAHTER. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUHCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  'iureasury.  Whether  it  is  correct 
that  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council  bos 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  grant  a  "Sup- 

filemental  Charter"  to  the  Royal  Col- 
ege  of  Surgeons  of  England ;  and, 
whether  the  said  Charter  recognizes, 
and,  if  so,  to  what  extent,  the  claims  of 
the  members  of  the  College  to  take  part 
in  the  election  of,  and  to  representation 
on  the  Council  of  the  said  College,  as 
embodied,  with  other  requests,  in  a 
Petition  signed  by  4,665  members,  and 
presented  to  the  Privy  Council  in  May, 
18S7  ;  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministere  will  be  prepared,  at  the  urgent 


LAW  AND  JDSTIOE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE  MIDLAND  SUHUEK 
ASSIZES— ATLBSBUHT    AND     LEI- 


Mr:  COBB  (Warwickshire,  S.E., 
Rugby)  asked  the  Secrete^  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  under 
the  arrangements  for  the  Summer 
Assizes  on  the  Midland  Circuit  a  week 
is  given  at  Aylesbnry,  where  there  is 
little  business,  and  two  days  are  given 
at  Leicester,  where  there  is  muchousi- 
ness ;  whether  these  arrangemsnts  have 
been  made  after  communicating  with 
the  leading  counsel  on  the  Circuit ;  and, 
whether  he  will  endeavour  to  induce 
Her  Majes^'s  Judges  to  give  more  time 
for  the  bueiness  at  Leicester  ? 

Thk  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Lord  Ohaucellor  that 
at  Aylesbury  (where  the  Assizes  have 
already  been  held)  there  was  one  clear 
day — namely,  Monday,  the  25th— be- 
sides the  Oommission  Day.  At  Leicester 
the  Commission  Day  is  on  July  10,  and 
the  next  Commiesion  Day  (at  Oakham) 
is  on  the  13th,  giving  two  clear  days. 
The  arrangements  are  made  by  the 
Jndge  going  the  Circuit,  after  ascertain- 
Mr.FitUtH 
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to  report  an  official  scaadal  to  his  chiefs. 
Any  official  vho  ia  aware  of  saoh  Boan- 
dalfi,  and  has  ansnocoMfuUj  hrought 
them  to  the  notice  of  his  official  supe- 
riors and  to  the  notice  of  the  Govem- 
msnt,  would,  andoubtedl;,  be  protected 
for  discloBing,  in  good  faith,  the  fact  that 
the  public,  his  masters,  are  being  in- 
jured. But  such  public  asrraQt  is  under 
the  santa  reaponeibility  as  other  sub- 
jects ;  and  the  fact  of  his  being  a  public 
servant  would  not  protect  him  it  be 
should  make  false  charges,  or  should 
publish  libels  on  character. 

PEHPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  BBABLATJOH   (Northampton) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Troasury, 

What  steps,  if  any,  he  has  yet  token  to 

S've  effect  to  the  Besolutton  of  this 
ouse  for  the  abolition  of  perpetual 
pensions ;  and,  whether,  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  remainder  of  tbat  Besolution, 
the  Government  are  now  prepared  to 
make  any  statement  to  the  House  on 
the  snbjoot  of  pensions  generally  F 

Thk  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  A  Trea- 
sury Minute  on  the  subject  of  perpetual 
pensions  has  been  preparad,  and  will 
shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table.  The  ques- 
tion of  pensions  generally  is,  I  under- 
stand, being  dealt  with  by  the  Oommis- 
sion  on  Civil  Service  £stablishmsats, 
and  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  tbat 
they  will  report  very  shortly. 

CIVIL  LI8T  PENSIONS-UTBEAHY 
PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  take  into  oonsid oration  the  ad- 
visability of  requiring  from  all  future 
recipients  of  literary  pensions  an  as- 
surance, similar  to  that  obtained  by  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  from  certain 
political  pensioners,  that  in  case  they 
should  receive  a  considerable  addition 
to  their  incomes  they  will  cease  there- 
after to  draw  their  pensions  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  in  the  affir- 
mative with  regard  to  these  small  allow- 
ances, it  would  be  possible  to  carry  out 
the  same  arrangement  in  the  ease  of 
statutoi?  allovaooes  to  ex-Oabinet  Mi- 
nisters r 
3  € 


request  of  the  members,  to  recommend 
Her  Majes^  to  delay  the  granting  of 
the  said  Supplemental  Charter  until 
such  time  as  a  Report  from  a  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  constitution  of  the  Oollsge  and  the 
position  of  its  members  shall  have  been 
received,  or  until  some  further  invMti- 
gation  shall  have  been  made  into  the 
several  matters  contained  in  a  Petition 
of  the  Members  to  the  Privy  Council  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Lords  of  the  Council  have  agreed  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  grant  a  Supple- 
mental Charter  to  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  of  England.  The  Charter 
does  not  in  any  way  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  election.  The  Government  do 
not  consider  it  necessary  to  recommend 
the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  constitution  of  the 
College,  or  the  postponement  of  the 
grant  of  a  Charter,  which  does  not  affect 
any  of  the  questions  which  have  been 
matters  of  controversy. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
gave  Notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
would  move  that  an  humble  Address  be 

S resented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her 
[ajesty  not  to  grant  a  Bupplemental 
Charter  until  such  time  as  a  full  in- 
quiry had  been  made  into  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  College. 

PDBUC  OFflOIAIB— DISCL08UKE  OF 
OFFICIAL  SECEET8. 

Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  are 
the  Regulations  of  the  Treasury  as  to 
the  disclosure  by  officials  of  public  scan- 
dals of  which  they  have  knowledge; 
whether  such  knowledge  constitutes  an 
official  secret ;  and,  whether  an  official, 
who  is  aware  of  such  scandals,  and  has 
unsuccessfully  brought  them  to  the  no- 
tice of  bia  official  superiors,  renders 
himself  liable  to  punishment  for  dis- 
closing, in  good  faitb,  the  fact  that  the 
public,  his  masters,  are  thereby  being 
injured  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sutth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  There 
are  no  general  instructions  to  officials  as 
to  the  disclosure  of  public  scandals  of 
which  they  may  have  knowledge,  al- 
though there  are  instructions  relative  to 
the  divnigenoe  of  official  documents.  It 
would  be  the  duty  of  a  public  servant 

yOL.  OOOXXVn.   [TBaa>  eaaiEB.] 
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Me.  PIOTON  {Leioeetsr):  Hu  it 
escaped  the  obaeiratiou  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  fieport  only 
appeared  in  lit  Timn  f 

Mr.  MUNDEUiA:  Will  the  right 
hoa.  Oeotlemaa  take  atepa  to  follow  up 
this  Bcaadaloua  case  of  breach  of  oonfi- 
denoeP 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Unirer- 
aitj) :  I  wish  to  ask,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  take  any 
measures  to  prevent  and  puniah  such 
scandalous   breaches   of   public   oonfi- 

Me."  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  asked,  whether  the  obeervation  of 
the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  covered  the 
confidential  Memorandum  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield? 
.  Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  had  not  noticed 
the  publication  of  the  Memorandam. 
With  regard  to  the  other  matter,  I  will 
certainly  inquire  how  it  ia  that  this 
document  hae  been  published.  There 
is  a  Bill  on  the  Table  that  may  possibi; 
reach  such  a  case ;  but,  except  in  that 
manner,  I  know  of  no  other  wa;  of 
punishing  it. 

Mb.  FICTON  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  notioed  that 
the  document  had  not  appeared  in  any 
other  London  paper  except  TAt  TimM  f 

Mr.  MAITHEWS:  I  have  not  seen 
all  the  London  papers  ;  hut  I  will  take 
it  &om  the  hon.  Member  that  it  ie  so. 

OBHONAL  LIW  AND  PBOCEDUHE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  lasT— JTJDQUENT  IN 
THB  EILLEAGB  CASB-BHORTHAMD 
WRITER'S  NOTES, 

The  LOED  MATOB  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  SsxTOM)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Saoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  would  grant,  as 
an  unopposed  Ketum,  a  copy  of  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes  of  Uie  Judg- 
ment delivered  in  the  Killeagh  oon- 
spirac;  ease  on  the  20th  of  June  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfouk}  (Manoheater,  E.) :  I  think 
that  there  were  no  official  shorthand 
notes  taken ;  but,  even  apart  (torn  that, 
it  would  be  extreme^  inconveoient  to 
present  them. 

Me.  sexton  :  Then  will  the  Chief 
Secretary  lay  on  the  Table  a  co[7  of 
the  document — whatever  it  was — that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  anoted 
in  the  course  of  the  recent  debate  r 
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The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W. 
Skitb)  (Strand,  WestminateT] :  I  think 
the  answer  will  cover  that  ground  also. 
The  Act  (1  Viet.  c.  2),  under  which  Civil 
List  pensions  are  granted,  ^vea  no 
power  to  the  Government  to  demand 
from  recipients  the  assurance  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member.  These  pensions, 
which  are  not  largely  literary,  are,  for 
the  most  part,  granted  to  those  who,  in 
addition  to  other  claims  on  the  nation, 
are  in  urgent  need  of  such  assistance ; 
and  in  the  Annual  Return  made  to  this 
House  of  peusione  granted  during  the 
year  a  statement  to  that  effect  is  made. 
The  pensione  being  given  on  these 
grounds,  I  think  the  question  of  their 
surrender  on  acoeaaion  of  wealth  may 
be  left,  aa  in  the  oaae  of  the  politiou 
penaiona  alluded  to,  to  the  honour  of 
the  redpienta. 

THE  ROYAL  C0MMI88ION  ON  EDUCA- 
TION—THE REPORT  —  PREMATURE 
DI8CL080E. 

He.  HUNDELLA  (ShetBeld,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Seoretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  a  Queation  of 
whioh  he  had  given  private  Notice, 
Whether  hia  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  publication  in  that  day's  TV'mm  of 
the  Majority  Report  of  the  Royal  Oom- 
miaaion  on  Education ;  wheUier  last 
weak  a  eonfldential  document,  together 
with  some  ooncluiionB  of  tjie  Oom- 
mienoners,  did  not  appear  is  the  same 
journal ;  whether  the  Report  of  the 
Gommiiaion,  or  any  part  of  it,  bad  yet 
been  received  at  the  Home  Office  to  be 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  could  in  any  wa^  account 
for  this  scandalous  irregulartty  7  He 
(Mr,  Mundella)  found  that  a  Manches- 
ter paper  had  also  published  what  pur- 
ported to  be  a  complete  version  of  the 
143  paragraphs  of  the  Majority  Report, 
aa  well  as  an  indication  of  the  Report  of 
the  minority. 

Tan  BEORETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  was 
aware  that  the  Majority  Report  was 
published  in  this  morning's  paper.  It 
has  not  yet  reached  the  Home  Office; 
and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
any  gentleman  who  has  access  to  a 
document  which  is  confidential  and  has 
not  been  laid  before  Her  Majesty  can 
possibly  have  communicated  it  to  the 
Freae. 
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Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  th»  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
(iheqner  did  not  quote  from  sny  offloial 
doonments.  The  rale  is  to  la;  upon  the 
Table  offloial  doouments  from  which 
eztraota  are  qnoted.  This  vos  not  an 
official  doonment. 

Hk.  sexton  :  What  waa  the  mana- 
script  from  which  the  Ohaooellor  of  the 
Bzohequer  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  quoted  the  lan^ase  of  the 
Lord  Ohief  Baron  and  other  IHidges  ? 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT 
(Derby):  I  must  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exohe- 
qner  to  be  kind  enough  to  aniwer  the 
Question ;  beoauae  the  praotice — which 
is  new — has  become  so  habitual  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench  of  quoting  documents 
night  after  night  which  they  do  not  pro- 
dnoe.  [■'Order!''}  I  wUl  aak  the 
ChanoeOor  of  the  Eiohequer  what  were 
the  doouments  from  which  he  quoted  ? 

The  OHANOELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosohhn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  the  Question 
GO  another  occasion. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  wUI  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  not  a 
shorthand  note  of  the  Judges'  Charges 
taken  by  a  person  paid  by  publio 
money? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  it 
was  not.  But  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
pat  a  Question  again  I  will  answer  him 
Mtogorioallj ;  but  I  believe  it  waa  not. 

BUaiNEBS  OF  THE  H0TJ5E. 

Ma.  JOHN  HORLET  (Newoastle- 
upon-TyneJ  asked,  When  the  Parlia- 
raentary  Under  Secretanr  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill  would  be 
farther  prooeeded  with  ? 

The  ohief  SECRETARY  tob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Baltoitb]  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  It  cannot  possibly  be  taken 
until  after  the  Oommittoe  stage  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Labouoheks  (North- 
ampton), 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  some  Votes  on 
the  Oivil  Serriea  Estimates  would  pro- 
bably be  taken  on  Monday.  He  would, 
liowever,  make  a  statement  to-morrow 
M  to  the  order  of  BastnesB. 


Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  ( Merioneth ahire)  ; 
Will  there  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to> 
morrow. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE    DAT. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)   BILL.— [Bnj.  182.] 
{Mr.  EiUhia,  Mr.   William  Htnry  Smith,  Jlr. 

ChancdUyr  of   th»   Sxchtqutr,  Mr.   Sterttury 

Xallhttei,  lir.  Lonf) 

ooiniiTTBB.      ll^ogmi  22Hd  Juiu.'] 

[iBSIH  HIOHT.] 

Bill  eomidtrti  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
PART  L 

COCRTT  ConHOILS. 

Povmrt  of  County  Cowtetl. 

Clause  B  (Transfer  to  county  counoil 
of  powers  of  certain  Government  de- 
partments and  other  authoritlea). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Blea- 
ford)  moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page 
6,  line  27,  to  leave  out  "suoh  Order 
in  Council,"  and  insert  "Provisional 
Order  under  this  section." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  such  Order 
in  Council,"  and  insert  the  words  "  Pro- 
risional  Order  under  this  seotien."— 
(Mr.  Cki^>liH.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  'snch 
Order  in  Council'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,"  pot,  and  sigaltved. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  Fro- 
visional  Order  under  this  section '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Mr.  CONYBEAHE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne), in  moving,  in  page  6,  line  SO,  to 
insert — 

"  ProTidad  that,  in  the  ctmstitation  of  soy 
inch  joint  committee,  the  nnmber  o(  conn^ 
aldermen  appointed  to  serve  thereon  ihsll  in 
no  csee  be  more  in  proportion  to  the  nomber  of 
oonnoillon  so  appdated  than  tha  niinber  of 
alderoien  in  the  whole  eonnoil  bears  to  the 
eonnoillois," 

said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Bitchlej 
was  disposed  to  acpept  this  Amend- 
ment! 
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The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RiroHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's):  No, 
Sir. 

Mb.  OONTBEARE  a&Ed,  that,  under 
tlioae  oiroumBtaaoea,  it  would  be  neoes- 
sarjr  to  explain  the  reasons  which  iu- 
duced  him  to  propose  this  Amendment. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  a  reasonable 
and  proper  Amendment,  seeing  that  it 
eimpl;  provided  that,  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  joint  committee,  the  number 
of  County  Aldermen  appointed  to  serve 
should  in  no  case  be  more  in  proportion 
to  the  number  of  Oouncillora  than  the 
number  of  Aldermen  in  the  whole  Coun- 
cil bore  to  the  Councillors.  It  had  al- 
ready been  decided  that  the  nominated 
Aldermen  should  be  one-fourth  of  the 
County  Council ;  and,  that  being  so,  he 
thought  it  would  be  undesirable,  whan  a 
committee  was  formed  to  represent  two 
County  Counoila,  that  there  should  be 
upon  that  committee  aa  members  more 
than  one-fourth  who  were  Aldermen. 
He  took  it  that  the  duties  of  the  joint 
committee  would  be  very  important,  as 
the  clause  now  stood,  ainoe  the  passing 
of  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  bj  the  right  hon.  Centleman  the 
Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin).  There 
might  also  be  at  any  time  a  transfer  to 
the  Coancil  of  very  important  functions 
now  exercised  under  different  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  more  these  matters  of  business 
afiFeoted  two  different  counties  the  more 
important  they  were  likely  to  be.  It 
was,  therefore,  highly  desirable  that  no- 
thing further  should  be  done  than  had 
already  been  done  by  the  Beactionary 
Party  connected  with  the  passage  of 
this  Bill  to  deprive  the  elected  repre- 
sentatives in  the  County  Council  of  their 
just  riffht  of  control  in  this  matter  of 
public  Dusiness.  Their  rights  had  al- 
ready been  much  curtailed  and  limited, 
and  it  was  possible,  unless  some  such 
provision  were  adopted  as  was  sug- 
gested in  this  Amendment,  that  a  joint 
committee  of  two  County  Cauncils  might 
be  composed  of  the  unrepresented  sec- 
tion of  such  Oouucils — that  was  to  say, 
that  the  elected  representative  might  be 
altogether  excluded.  In  order  to  avoid 
euch  a  case  as  that,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  provide  that  the  proportion 
laid  down  in  the  Act  aa  being  the  pro- 
|Kirtion  to  be  observed  in  the  eoostitu- 


tion  of  the  Council  itself  between  the 
Aldermen  and  the  elected  repreeentivM 
should  b«  observed  on  the  joint  oom* 
mittees  it  was  proposed  to  conatitute. 
He  had  no  wish  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  making  unnecessary  re- 
marks; but  be  confidently  asked  lor 
the  support  of  the  Committee  upon  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  30,  to  udd  the  words  —' '  Pro- 
vided that,  in  the  constitutioQ  of  any  ggch  joint 
committee,  the  nnmber  of  county  aldermea 
appointed  to  serve  thereon  shall  in  no  case  be 
more  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  oonn- 
cillors  BO  appointed  than  the  namber  of  alder- 
men in  the  whole  ooancil  bean  to  the  ooan- 
cillon."— [JTr.  Conybeari.) 

Queetion proposed,  "Thatthose words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that,  of  ooorse, 
the  Government  oould  not  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
really  placed  a  limitation  qdod  the 
power  of  the  County  Councife  which 
did  not  exist  in  any  of  the  Town  Conn- 
cits  elected  under  the  Munieipal  Cor- 
porations  Act.  The  hon.  Member  wai 
probably  aware  that  the  Town  Coun- 
cils, as  a  whole,  elected  their  com- 
mittees. It  was,  therefore,  desirable 
that  the  County  Countdls  should  aiao 
be  left  to  choose  their  oommitteea  as 
they  thought  best ;  and,  as  three-fourtha 
of  the  County  ConncUs  would  be  elected 
representativea,  the  hon.  Member  might 
have  every  confidence  that  they  would 
be  thoroughly  well  able  to  wield  tbdr 
just  weight  and  influenoe. 

Mn.  STANSFELD  (Halifax)  said, 
he  wished  to  point  cut,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  compared  Una 
case  with  the  appointment  of  oom- 
mittsM  by  the  Town  Councils,  that  in 
this  instance  powers  were  absolatel; 
delegated  to  the  joint  oommittaes  of 
the  County  Councils,  who  would,  there- 
fore, have  far  more  authority  than  com- 
mittees elected  by  the  Town  Councils. 
In  the  case  of  committees  appointed 
by  Municipal  Corporations,  they  were 
not  responsible  for  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  they  enjoyed ;  but  those  who 
were  responsiblB  were  the  Town  Coun- 
cils which  appointed  them. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  said,  his  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Btansfeld) 
must  have  forgotton  his  experience  of 
Municipal    Councils,      Xn   the   case    of 
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«ad  Workshops  AcU.  Those  duties 
wero  throwD  upoa  the  Home  Office 
without  providing  the  Office  with  an; 
meanH  of  dealing  with  them.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  staff  was  most 
imperfect,  and  the  duties  were  not  satis- 
factorily performed.     He  could  not  con- 


miuea,  the  circumstances  and  character 
of  which  varied  in  every  locality.  For 
instance,  the  miues  in  South  Wales  dif- 
fered from  those  in  Burham,  those  in 
Durham  from  those  in  the  central  coun- 
ties, and  those  in  the  central  counties 
differed  asain  from  those  in  LancaBhiie. 
He  was  deeply  convinced  of  the  utter 
inability  of  the  Central  Authority  to  deal 
properly  with  these  questions ;  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  when 
he  came  to  frame  his  Provisional  Order, 
would  consider  the  propriety  of  trans- 
ferring these  powers  to  the  Councils,  so 
that  they  might  bo  under  the  supervision 
and  control  of  persons  fully  acquainted 
with,  and  chiefly  interested  in,  the  sub- 
ject. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MOBGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said  he  wished,  before  the 
olanse  passed,  to  call  attention  to  the 
operation  of  the  clause  upon  the  Burial 
Laws.  The  whole  condition  of  the 
Burial  Laws  was  very  unsatisfactory, 
and  even  discreditable.  The  intention 
of  the  clause,  as  it  was  originally  drawn 
in  the  Bill,  was  to  confer  upon  the 
County  Councils  all  the  powers  now 
exercised  by  the  Home  Office  under  the 
old  Burial  Acts,  and  also,  the  powers 
exercised  by  the  Local  Govemmeat 
Board  under  the  Public  Health  (Inter- 
ments) Act,  1879.  That,  at  least,  was  the 
view  of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
verament  Board,  es  expressed  in  an 
answer  given  to  him  (Mr.  Morgan)  10 
days  ago.  To  that  he  had  no  objection ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  found  that 
the  clause  would  have  no  such  operation, 
for  several  Acts  by  which  important 
duties  which  were  now  imposed  upon 
the  Home  Secretary  were  not  mentioned 
in  the  Schedule;  and,  moreover,  several 
sectione,  both  of  the  Iturial  Acta  and 
the  Act  of  167s,  which  ought  to  have 
been  inolnded  in  the  Schedule,  were 
omitted  therefrom.  What  he  wished  to 
point  out  was  that,  unless  more  care 
was  taken  in  framing  the  Provisional 
Order  Bill,  they  would  find  themselves 
landed  in  further  difficulties ;  contusion 
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instead  of  having,  as  at  present,  to  deal 
with  two  Bodies,  it  would  be  necenary 
to  deal  with  three. 

Ma.  RITOHIE  said,  he  oould  aseuie 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  every 
care  would  be  taken  to  provide  ade- 
quately in  the  Provisional  Order  Bill  for 
theadministration  of  the  Burial  I«w.  He 
promised  that  the  matter  should  be  care- 
fully considered  before  the  Provisional 
Order  Bill  was  drawn  up.  In  reference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  of  course,  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  hadaowiahto 
enter  into  any  previous  disonssion  as  to 
tbepropoaals  which  weremade  originally 
and  the  proposal  which  was  aubmitted 
now.  At  the  proper  time  it  would  be 
open  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  whether  or  not  eome  farther 
powers  which  now  existed  might  not  be 
transferred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  specially  to  the  inspeotion 
of  mines.  As  tlie  olause  was  originally 
framed,  the  Government  were  anxious  to 
decentralize  as  far  as  poBsible.  They  not 
only  provided  at  once  (or  the  transfer  of 
many  powers,  to  the  County  Goun<dlB, 
but  in  the  olause  they  took  powers  of  an 
extensive  character  to  make  ftuthei 
transactions  of  business  by  an  Older  in 
Council.  That  had  arisen  from  a  dedre 
to  provide  work  for  the  County  Ooundls 
when  they  were  set  up,  and  also  to  deal 
as  lightly  as  possible  with  the  whole 
matter  in  a  docentralizing  spirit.  Al- 
though they  had  adopted  now  another 
proposal  which  had  been  pressed  upon 
them  from  more  than  one  qnarter  of  the 
House,  he  oould  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  it  would  be  their  dufy,  and 
their  willing  duty,  to  consider  the  sug- 
gestions  or  observations  he  desired  to 
mske  in  reference  to  the  matter.  He 
hoped,  when  the  Provisional  Order  Bill 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel 
satisfied  that  the  Government  were  aa 
anxious  as  ever  to  bring  about  a  satis- 
factory and  effective  decentralization. 

Sia  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.)  said,  that  the  olause,  which 
was  to  be  passed  in  its  present  emas- 
culated condition  in  deference  to  the 
desire  of  that  House  to  have  further 
legislation  next  Session,  was  worth  little 
or  nothing.  All  that  it  did  was  to  give 
a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  Govenimeiit 


to  brin^  in  a  Bill  in  another  Session. 
The  only  diatinotion  between  it  and  an 
ordinary  Fublio  Bill  was  that  it  was  to  be 
brought  in  in  the  shape  of  a  Provisional 
Order  Bill.  Therigfbtfaon.OentlemanwaB 
much  too  aangoine  If  he  expected  thathis 
Frorisional  Order  Bill  vould  be  at  all 
like  ordinary  Pravisional  Order  Bills, 
and  would  be  passed  without  difficulty. 
Ordinary  ProTisional  Order  Bills  were 
dealt  with  under  certain  circumstances ; 
but  this  would  effect  so  great  a  change 
that  it  yrtui  imposBible  to  suppose  that  it 
could  bs  introduced  and  disposed  of  iu 
that  House  in  the  course  of  a  few  hours. 
He  trusted  that  it  would  be  a  liberal 
BiU. 

Queetiou  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Olauae  9  (Powers  as  to  closing  pablic- 
housea  on  special  days). 

The  president  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (MrRiTcmii) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
desired  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  who  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendments  to  this  clause.  As  the 
Committee  were  aware,  it  was  within 
the  right  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  move  those 
Amendments  before  they  came  to  con- 
sider the  question  whether  the  clause 
should  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  Looking, 
however,  to  the  fact  that  the  Chivemment 
proposed  to  omit  the  clause,  he  would 
press  upon  them  not  to  propose  their 
Amendments.  In  the  event  of  the  Com- 
mittee coming  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  clause  should  be  omitted,  of  courBe 
their  Amendments  would  be  unnecessary. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Committee 
should  conclude  that  the  clause  should 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  hon.  Members 
would  not  be  prevented  from  moving 
their  Amendmanta  on  the  Report.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  not  move  their  Amendmenta,  as 
that  course  would  be  very  greatly  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Committee. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  waa  sure  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  the  most  convenient  one,  and 
he,  therefore,  hoped  that  it  would  be 
adopted. 
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the  Bill.  They  would  be  aware  that 
originally  the  Government  proposed  to 
deaJ,  not  only  with  this  pluue  of  the 
question,  but  with  the  whole  question 
of  licensing  and  matters  of  that  de- 
scription. He  did  not  propose — in  fact, 
it  would  be  out  of  Order — to  enter  into 
diaoussion  of  the  matters  touched  upon 
in  the  various  olanaes  which  affected  the 
liquor  traffic.  The  Government  made 
those  proposals  iu  the  hope  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  would  &aA  in  them, 
at  least,  a  basis  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  this  great  and  dif&cu It  question. 
Unfortunately,  the  Government  had 
been  compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  their  proposals  were  not  likely  to 
find  acceptance  from  that  Party  in  the 
House  which  had  identified  itself  for  ao 
many  years,  and  so  honourably,  with 
the  cause  of  temperanoe.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  therefore,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, tiiat,  as  far  as  time  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
question.  They  perceived  that  if  they 
determined  to  proceed  with  those  clauses 
it  would  only  be  done  after  a  most  pro- 
tracted discussion,  and  in  the  face  of 
very  great  opposition.  They  felt  that, 
looking  to  the  period  of  the  Session,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  hope  that 
they  would  be  able  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion adequately,  and  to  deal  with  all  the 
Amendments,  which  filled  several  pages 
of  the  Notice  Paper,  and  also  with  the 
other  various  important  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill.  With  considerable 
reluctance  the  Government  came  to  the 
conclusion  that,  ao  far  as  time  alone 
was  concerned,  even  apart  from  other 
considerations,  it  wouldoe  impossible  for 
them  to  deal  with  this,  and  likewise 
with  other  questions  in  the  Billduringthe 
present  Session.  But  it  was  not  merely 
a  question  of  time.  They  felt  that,  not- 
withstanding  the  good  intentions  of  the 
Government,  there  hod  been  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  feeling  created  out- 
of-doors  upon  this  queation.  He  did 
not  propose  to  discuss  whether  that  feel- 
ing was  justifiable,  but  the  fact  re- 
mained that  an  enormous  amount  of 
feeling  had  been  excited  upon  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  was  likely  to  condnue 
to  be  excited.    Therefore,  the  Govem- 
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would  have  been  prejudiced  by  the  feel- 
inK  created  throughout  the  couotrj  on 
thia  question.  They  were  deairoue  that 
all  the  County  Councils  should  be  chosen 
simply  with  a  view  of  selecting  the  beet 
men,  end  they  felt  that  it  was  most 
essential  the  first  Council,  looking  to 
the  great  importance  of  the  duties  which 
would  devolve  upon  thorn,  should  be 
free  from  the  excited  public  feeling 
which  would,  undoubtedly,  have  been 
excited  if  these  clauses  had  been  pressed. 
Therefore,  both  in  regard  to  time  and 
the  efficiency  of  the  first  Council  elected, 
they  felt  it  was  extremely  desirable  that 
these  matters  should  not  he  proceeded 
with.  He  knew  some  hon.  Uembers 
thought  the  (>OTemment  might,  at  least, 
have  dealt  with  this  particular  question 
of  Sunday  closing  under  the  tith  clause. 
But  the  Qovernment  did  not  shrink 
from  the  position  they  had  taken  up. 
They  had  always  contended  that  these 
matters  might  be  dealt  with  locally  in  a 
satisfactory  manner ;  but  both  the  con- 
siderations which  bad  prompted  them 
to  ask  the  House  for  leave  to  abandon 
the  Licensing  Glauses  applied  also  to 
this  particular  clause.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  look  at  the  N'otioe  Paper, 
they  would  see  that  there  were  a  large 
number  of  Amendments  on  the  clause, 
and  that  if  the  olauee  were  presBed  it 
would  probably  be  disousaed  at  great 
length.  But  the  other  considerations 
be  bod  already  named  also  entered 
very  largely  into  the  question.  It 
would  be  very  unfortunate,  he  thought, 
if  the  first  election  of  County  Gouncile 
were  to  be  oomplicated  by  any  ques- 
tion of  Sunday  dosing.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  views  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  he  believed  there  was  a  strong 
desire — as  was  apparent  from  resolutions 
which  bad  reai^ed  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment Board — that  that  Party  did  not 
desire  that  Sunday  closing  should  be 
referred  to  the  County  Councils  and 
dealt  with  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
clause.  There  was  hardly  a  single  le- 
Bolution  upon  the  question  which  had 
been  sent  to  the  Board  which  did  not 
commence  at  once  by  saying  the  question 
of  Sunday  closing  was  not  one  that  need 
be  referred  to  Uie  County  Councils  at 
all.  Therefore,  the  Qovernment  felt 
that  in  abandoning  this  particular  clause 
they  were  not  going  against  the  views  of 
the  Temperance  Party  of  the  country. 
He  thought  he  bad  elated,  very  fairly 
Mr.  Ritehit 


and  very  frankly,  the  reasons  which  had 
actuated  the  Qovernment  in  asking  leave 
to  withdraw  these  clausee.  He  had 
also  stated  the  reasons  which  rendered 
it  undesirable  that  the  Committee  should 
deal  with  one  part  of  the  question  only. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  recog- 
nize in  the  reasons  he  had  given  fiuffl- 
oient  jnetification  for  the  proposal  the 
Government  now  made,  that  Clause  9 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  aaid, 
he  riioognized  the  fair  and  frank  spirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
approached  this  subject,  and  that  he 
himself  would  endeavour  to  deal  with  it, 
so  far  as  he  could,  in  the  same  manner. 
He  had  no  desire  to  bring  any  charge 
whatever  against  the  Government.  He 
would  say  nothing  that  could  ruffle  the 
oquanimity  of  even  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
on  this  subject,  whibh  he  should  separate 
entirely  from  the  question  of  licensing 
and  compensation,  with  which  it  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do.  He  wished, 
however,  to  make  one  remark  on  that 

Sart  of  the  question.  The  right  hon. 
entlemon  seemed  to  think  that  some 
difficulty  might  arise  and  some  strong 
feeling  be  developed  in  the  County 
Councils,  owing  to  the  difference  of 
opinion  which  undoubtedly  existed 
throughout  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  liquor  traffic.  But  he  pointed  out 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
the  County  Councils  to  be  living  Bodies 
they  must  begiven  some  work  to  perform. 
Unless  they  gave  the  County  Councils 
something  to  do  in  the  interest  of  the 
community  which  they  represented,  they 
would  be  absolutely  worthless  Bodies. 
They  would  be  worthless  Bodies  if  the 
Government  were  going  to  oonfine  their 
work  to  questions  on  which  society  was 
neutral,  such  as  main  roads  and  bridges. 
Therefore,  he  thought  the  matters  to  be 
referred  to  them  should  be  such  as  were 
of  interest  to  the  community,  and  on 
which  public  opinion  was  largelydivided. 
He  regarded  the  County  Councils  aa 
Bodies  which  ought  to  be  guardians  of 
that  which  concerned  the  health  and 
morals  of  the  community  over  which  they 
were  placed,  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  queations  of  a  local  character 
which  affected  the  interest  of  the  county 
communities  ought  to  be  placed  in  their 
hands.  He  believed  that  this  question 
of  Sunday  closing  was  eminently  one 
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different  eeotiCHia  in  rererenoe  to  this 
question,  although  he  gladly  acknow- 
ledged that  it  was  not  now  a  Fart; 
question.  There  wore  undoubtedly  good 
friends  to  the  oause  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  Lord  Salisbury's  celebrated 
Newport  speech  in  1885  eontained  a 
declaration  on  tbie  subject  howeter, 
which  gave  great  satisfaction.  He  need 
not  remind  the  House  that  Lord  Salis' 
bury  stated  that — 

"LookiDgrat  it  from  an  impartial  point  of 

view,  it  WHi  impouible  not  to  see  the  £fficulty 
of  a  Dniform  ayBtem  for  tha  whole  coontr}',  and 
if  tha  OoTemment  were  oot  afraid  of  tunning; 
afjainat  Rome  rvther  antiquated  views  and  doc- 
tiines  th^  would  have  adapted  the  simple 
practice  of  leaving  each  localitj  to  do  what  it 
liked  in  the  matter." 

The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  he 
ventured  to  think  that  in  the  few  words 
he  had  said  the  idea  wonld  rush  to  the 
minds  of  those  who  heard  bim  that  be 
was  proposing  Local  Option.  The 
noble  Lord  certainly  was  proposing 
Local  Option,  and  he  went  on  to  say 
that  be  did  not  think  Local  Option 
was  bad  where  it  could  be  legitimately 
applied,  and  that  they  bad  adoptedit  with 
reference  to  the  closing  of  public-houses 
on  Sunday  where  it  was  in  accordance 
witb  the  views  of  the  population,  and 
was  regarded  as  a  legitimate  action  to 
take  place;  and  the  noble  Lord  said 
he  would  therefore  be  inolised  to  en- 
trust the  Local  Authorities  witb  this 
difficult  question  of  Sunday  closing,  but 
always  on  the  understanding  that  they 
should  not  be  entrusted  witb  the  power 
of  dealingfinally  withtbesubjeot.  They 
were  satisfied  with  that  declaration,  and 
he  (Sir  William  Horcourt)  ventured  to 
say  that  when  it  was  put  into  practical 
shape  in  the  9tb  clause  of  the  Bill  all 
Members  considered  it  decidedly  aatie- 
factory.  [Crw*  0/ "Certainly  not!"'] 
He  was  sorry  to  hear  that;  but,  at  all 
events,  they  had  always  looked  forward 
to  the  Local  Oovernment  Bill  as  the 
measure  in  which  the  principle  should 
be  embodied.  If  that  waa  not  in  itself 
the  most  practical  proposal,  it  bad,  at 
any  rate,  onevery  great  recommendation, 
to  wbicb  Lord  Salisbury  himself  referred 
when  he  aaid  in  1686  on  the  Durham 
BiU— 

"1  remember  that  the  late  OoTBrnmnit  ex- 
preaied  their  opinion  that  tha  matter  ought 
to  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  the  localitieB 
HCting  through  (nelfclccted  ropiesentative 
Bodies,    and   that   that    view  was    gonerallf 

Bit-  WiUiam  Martourt 


accepted 


all  sides  of  politics  throughout  the 

(3  Baniard,  [306)  18.) 
He  (Sir  William  HaitK>urt)  entirely- 
agreed  witb  that.  It  was  tbe  view 
accepted  by  the  leading  Bepresentatives 
of  both  Parties  in  the  State,  and,  as 
liord  Salisbury  had  said,  it  was  the 
view  accepted  on  all  eides  of  politics 
throughout  the  country.  Well,  if  tbat 
were  so,  why  was  this  clause  to  be  witit- 
drawn?  Who  opposed  it  ?  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  oppose  it,  because  it  was 
their  own  clause.  Tbe  Oppoution 
supported  it  cordially.  Why,  then,  waa 
it  withdrawn  ?  It  was  said  that  it  was 
connected  witb  other  clauses;  hut  he 
ventured  to  say  it  was  not  connected 
with  the  clauses  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman bad  referred  to.  Tbe  objection 
to  the  other  clauses  was  with  respect 
tbe  proposal  of  the  Gkivemment  for 
compensation,  but  tbe  question  of  com- 
pensation had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  tbe  clause.  As  the  clause 
had  nothing  to  do  with  compensa- 
tion, why  waa  it  to  be  abandoned  ? 
As  regarded  Olause  10,  the  Government 
were  entitled  to  say  that  they  regarded 
compensation  as  part  of  tbat  olause ;  that 
tbe  two  clauses  were  inseparably  united ; 
and  tbat  they  must  be  taken  tbe  one 
witb  the  other ;  but  with  reference  to  this 
clause  tbey  could  not  say  anything  of  Ute 
kind.  It  Ikad  never  been  eo  treated.  At 
no  period  of  the  discussion  of  tbe  Sunday 
closing  question  bad  tbe  matter  been  so 
dealt  witb.  Tbe  two  questions  were 
treated  in  tbe  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury 
at  Newport  as  entirely  distinct.  Then, 
be  ask(Kl,  why  should  tbey  abandon  the 
clause,  and  why  should  it  be  withdrawn 
from  theconsiderationof  tbeCommittee? 
The  Government  bad  admitted  tbat  they 
could  deal  with  one  kind  of  traffic  with- 
out compensation.  For  these  reasons 
they  asked  the  Government  seriously  to 
consider  whether  there  was  any  ground 
on  which  the  clause  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  why  tbey  should  not  agree 
witb  Members  on  tbat  side  of  the  House 
to  carry  out  what  Lord  Salisbury  called 
a  policy  that  had  been  frankly  accepted 
by  both  Parties  in  tbe  State  ?  An  bon. 
Member  of  tbe  House  (Mr.  Oaine)  bad 
coma  forward  to  make  a  bitter  personal 
attack  upon  him  because  be  bad  re- 
quested that  tbe  clause  should  be  re- 
tained. The  hon.  Member  was  a  great 
classical  scholar,  and  be  seemed  to  nave 
borrowed  a  Latin  grammar  in  order  to 
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fissiat  him  in  denouiioiiig  bim  as  &  traitor 
to  the  LibAral  oauae,  for  proposing  that 
-the  polio;  aocept«d  by  both  Fartiea  in 
the  8tate  should  be  oarried  oat.  The 
hon.  Member  held  him  up  as  a  traitor, 
and  charged  him  with  hariag  iurented 
the  County  Banday  Cloeiog  Bills  for 
Durham  and  Cornwall.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's assertion  on  that  point  did  not 
happen  to  be  true,  but  perhaps  he  did 
not  think  that  material.  For  hii  (Sir 
William  Haroourt's)  own  part,  he  had 
had  nothing  to  do  with  inventing  the 
Durham  and  Cornwall  Bills.  They 
came  before  the  House  without  hie 
knowledge,  and  he  supported  them  be- 
oaose  he  thought  the  proposala  which 
they  contained  were  good;  indeed,  he 
should  not  wonder  if  they  were  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
himself.  The  hon.  Member,  with  ad- 
mirable oonsistenoy,  charged  him,  who, 
he  said,  wae  the  inventor  of  the  County 
Sunday  Closing  Bills  before  the  House 
for  many  year*,  with  having  now,  for 
the  firet  time,  taken  an  interest  in  the 
temperanoe  cause.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  he  bad  taken  up  the  9th  clause, 
which  be  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  had 
contended  for  for  years,  in  order  to  make 
with  it  a  stiok  with  which  to  beat  the 
Tory  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  charge  him  with  having 
taken  that  course  with  the  object  of  be- 
traying the  cause  of  Sunday  closing. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  not  been  very 
deeply  wounded  by  these  accusations, 
coming  from  such  a  quarter.  If  he  were 
BO  in  any  degree,  he  had  been  happily 
supplied  with  a  salve  in  the  form  of  an 
application  made  to  him  to  preside  over 
a  great  annual  meeting  at  Manchester 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  was  the 
Vice  President  of  that  Assooiation,  he 
should  be  happy  on  that  occasion  to  pre  - 
side  over  him.  But  he  would  not  goon 
with  thie  subject.  There  were  more 
things  that  he  could  say ;  bat  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  knew  perfectly  well 
the  reasons  that  withheld  him  from 
stating  what  he  thought  of  his  conduct 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  from 
stating  facta  which  might  have  justified 
him  in  pronouncing  even  a  more  severe 
sentenceupon  the  hon.  Member.  Should 
he  state  ois  reasons  ?  [Mr.  Caine  : 
Certainly.}  Then  he  would  do  so.  His 
reason  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  himself  advised  him  to  take  thie 


particular  oonrse,  although  it  was  not 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  whioh 
he  followed. 

Me.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Fumeaa) : 
Do  I  understand  rightly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  I  advised  him  to 
take  the  oourse  he  is  now  taking  with 
regard  to  this  clause  F 

Bib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET :  Yes. 

Mb.  CAINE:  Then  I  absolutely 
deny  it. 

Sib  WILIJAM  HAEOOTIRT  said, 
all  he  oould  say  was  that  he  did  not  put 
that  Notice  upon  the  Paper  without 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  the  views  of 
hon.  Qentlomen  who  took  an  interest  in 
that  matter.  He  went  to  persons  whom 
he  regarded  as  sincere  supporters  of  the 
temperance  cause  and  of  Sunday  clos- 
ing, to  obtain  their  opinions  in  regard 
to  the  proposal  to  retain  the  clause.  He 
confessed  he  did  not  go  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow.  ["  Hear,  hear!"] 
No ;  he  did  not  go  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow,  but  the  hon.  Member  cams 
to  him.  He  did  &ot  oonault  the  hon. 
Member  as  a  rule;  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber came  to  him  and  offered  him  his 
advice,  and  he  listened  to  it  with  the 
greatest  pleasure.  That  advice  was, 
that  he  should  propose  the  retention  of 
the  9th  clause  and  acquiesce  in  the 
abandonment  of  the  10th  clause. 

Mb.  caine  :  I  deny  having  done 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  said,  he 
must  leave  the  matter  there.  There 
were  others  who  knew  that  what  be  was 
stating  was  accurate.  He  must  apologize 
to  the  Committee  for  having  occupied 
so  much  time  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow.  But  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  pass  over  the  statement  he  had  made 
witiiont  notice.  He  would  merely  state 
further  in  reference  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  that,  having  offered  him  that 
advice,  he  went  to  one  of  those  secret 
meetings  whose  proceedings  were  always 
published,  and  having  changed  his  opi- 
nions he  sat  down  without  one  word  of 
communication  with  himself  and  de- 
nounced him  aa  a  traitor  to  the  temper- 
ance cause.  Now,  that  was  the  real 
position  of  this  matter.  What  they  had 
to  consider  was  not  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  had  said,  but  what  was 
the  best  thing  to  be  done  in  the  interest 
of  the  Sunday  closing  cause.  Now  he 
ventured  to  ]point  out  that  the  tfth  clause 
stood  npon  its  own  merits  apart  from 
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allother  qaeatioDS — that  vas  tosay,  from 
the  queetions  of  licensiDg;  and  compeiisa- 
tion.  If  the  Temperanoe  Party  were 
united  they  could  uuqueetionably  carry 
this  clauae,  and  it  was  only  through  the 
operation  of  that  powerful  engine  of 
C&nouaing — that  piece  of  politioal  ma- 
cfatnety  which  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Waet  BirmingLam 
(Ur.  J.  Ohantberlain)  so  much  adrooated 
— that  the  clause  was  In  danger.  Of 
course,  if  the  clause  were  passed  the  Qo- 
Temment  would  not  abandon  their  Bill. 
Why  should  they,  merely  because  their 
own  olauBo  had  been  paaied  which  they 
neoeaaarily  approved  of  tuid  which  the 
rest  of  the  House  approved  of  ?  There- 
fore, aa  they  would  not  abandon  the  Bill, 
those  who  deaired  it  would  get  ths  clause 
and  the  provisiona  which  it  contained. 
The  question  was,  what  was  going  to 
happen  if  the;  did  not  pass  the  clause  ? 
They  had  heard  something  of  people  not 
Bupporting  the  proposal  because  they 
were  oflfered  something  else.  They  were 
offered  a  debate  on  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  J.  0.  Sterenson).  He  wished  to 
■peak  of  his  hon.  Friend  with  that  re- 
spect which  he  deserredirom  everybody 
who  had  the  interest  of  temperance  at 
heart.  His  hon.  Friend  was  the  veteran 
of  Sunday  alosing;  he  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Bill  over  and  over  again. 
They  knew  very  well  what  was  meant 
by  all  that;  it  meant  that  a  certain 
number  of  hon.  Members  wanted  to  give 
a  bogus  vote  ;  that  it  was  highly  incon- 
venient to  them  that  a  genuine,  honest 
vote  for  the  temperance  cause  should  be 
given  ;  and  it  was  on  that  account  that 
the  injurious  machine  of  the  Caucus  had 
been  devised.  He  would  now  inquire 
what  was  to  be  substituted  for  the  danee, 
which  hon.  Members  could  carry  if  they 
wished,  and  which  if  they  did  carry 
would  have  this  effect — that  Durham, 
Oornwall  and  all  the  oountiea  that 
wanted  it  would  have  Sunday  dosing  at 
once  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  Committee  f  To  carry  the 
clause  was  to  carry  the  Durham  Bill  and 
the  Cornwall  Bill.  He  bad  shown  what 
might  happen  if  they  were  earnestly 
endeavouring  to  further  the  temperance 
oau8e,and  how  easily  they  might  forward 
that  cause  by  keeping  this  bird  in  hand. 
But  he  asked  what  about  the  bird  in  the 
bush?  They  were  going  to  have  a  de- 
bate on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  ibr 
Sir  WtUiam  Ilai  court 


South  Shields,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Preaident  of  the  Looal  Qovem- 
ment  Board  bad  graciously  promised. 
Hie  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  tha 
Cookermouth  Division  of  Cumberland 
■  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  who  was  a  cautions 
man — and  it  waa  quite  right  to  be  can- 
tiouB  on  these  occasions — had  asked 
whether  the  Government  were  going  to 
support  that  BiU  ?  Were  the  Com- 
mittee to  understand  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ware  going  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  ?  They  wouldlike  to  have  aoms 
information  on  this  subject  before  they 
accepted  the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  a  substitute  for  this  dause. 
Again,  no  one  could  speak  with  greater 
authority  on  the  liquor  question  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain). Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
going  to  support  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  ? 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming. 
ham,  W.):  Yes;  lam. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAEOODHT:  Very 
well.  Wonld  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
guarantee  that  the  Government,  whose 
mainstay  he  was,  would  carry  that  Bill 
through  the  House  of  Oommons,  and 
through  the  House  of  Lords?  If  he 
would  say  that,  then  he  would  with- 
draw what  he  had  said  at  once.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Kossendale 
Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  would  also  go  bail  for 
the  Government  ?  This  was  an  impor- 
tant case,  and  they  had  a  right  to  two 
bails.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hossendale 
would  go  bail  for  the  Qovemment  that 
they  would  carry  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shielde  through 
during  the  present  Session,  he  thouffht 
they  might  well  agree  to  drop  the  9th 
clanso  on  that  understanding.  But  the 
difficulty  in  his  own  mind  was  that  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  was  the  very  thing 
that  Lord  Salisbury  said  he  could,  under 
no  ciroumstanoes,  agree  to.  There  were 
various  other  proposals  that  Lord  Salia- 
bury  would  consent  to,  but  he  said  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  he  admit 
universal  oompulsory  Sunday  dosing 
forEngland.  Thatbeingso,  bethought 
that  the  bird  in  the  buah  stood  in 
a  very  uncertain  position;  it  appeared 
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^  ~  to  him  that  it  had  already  flovn  away, 

-^  and  that  they  would  be  foolish  beyond 

~   -  all   comparison  if  they  were  to  accept 

— -  Buoh  a  aubstitutiou  for  a  proposal  which, 

~  if  adhered  to,  alight  be  carried  into  law 

'-  -  during  this  Session.     He  was  entirely 

against  the  proposal  for  giving  a  bogus 
-—  vote  in  a  mattw  of  this  hind.    Let  the 

-  :  Committee  hare  a  genuine  downright 
1  temperance  rote  on  this  clause,  and  then 
_  they  would  know  where  they  stood. 
_            They  had  seen  the  ingenious  device  be- 

-  ~  fore  of  pretending  to  do  one  thing  when 

it  was  intended  to  do  exactly  the  oppo- 
-_7  site.     This   clause   had    to    be  voted 

^  against,  beoause  it  was  known  that  if 

a  it  were  carried  the  Bill  of  the  hon,  Mem- 

^  her  for  South  Shields  would  hare  to  be 

-  supported.    The  people  of  England,  and 

^  even  the  Temperance  Forty,  were  not 

^  so  stupid  as  not  to  see  through  a  device 

^  of  this  character.     They  knew  that  it 

was  not  in  the  obuho  of  temperance  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  written 
„  the  letter  he  had  referred  to ;  it  was  for 

a  very  different  object,  and  they  tho- 
roughly nnderetood  that  he  was  the  in- 
strument of  a  very  different  policy.    He, 
'  therefore,  entreated  the  Government  to 

have  nothing  to  do  with  this  Gauous.  It 
was  not  their  affair — they  were  entirely 

fuiltlessin  respeot  of  it.  They  had,  he 
slieved,  proceeded  in  a  perfectly  fair 
manner  in  this  matter,  and  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  this  device  of 
hocQs-pocusing.  What  he  pressed  upon 
the  Government  was  that  they  should 
allow  this  part  of  the  Bill  to  stand.  By 
doing  so  they  would  carry  with  them  the 
n-eater  part  of  the  Temperance  Forty 
in  the  country ;  and  they  would  give  to 
eaoh  port  of  the  community  {mwer  to 
deal  with  a  matter  of  great  interest  to 
itself  in  a  manner  most  conducive  to  its 
interests.  It  might  be  said  that  there 
would  be  a  law  tn  one  place  different 
from  the  law  in  another.  That  would 
be  so ;  but  he  pointed  out  thot  they  had 
A  (Afferent  low  in  Scotland  from  thot 
which  obtoined  in  Wales,  and  it  was 
a  very  good  thing  that  it  was  so,  be- 
cause if  the  clause  were  retained,  and 
Cornwall,  for  instance,  should  wish  for 
Siuday  closing,  it  could  have  it,  while  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  London  did  not  wish 
for  Sunday  dosing,  it  need  not  have  it. 
They  should  not  attempt  to  impose  an 
infleiible  law  of  this  kind  upon  an  un- 
willing people,  thereby  destroying  a 
principle  to  which  a  ^reat  deal  of  im- 


portance was  attached.  He  hoped  the 
clause  would  be  supported  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  he  could  not  conceive  why 
the  Government  should  object  to  it, 
because  the  question  hod  not  only  been 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  but  Lord  Salis- 
bury had  treated  the  question  of  Sunday 
closing  as  being  entirely  separate  from 
the  questions  of  licensing  and  compen- 
sation ;  and  it  was  upon  that  footing 
that  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  this 
question  should  be  dealt  with.  He 
made  no  other  proposal;  he  did  not  de- 
sire  to  press  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subsequent  clause ;  he  ad- 
mitted the  fairness  of  the  argument  that 
its  provisions  were  inextricably  mixed 
up  with  the  question  of  compensation. 
He  did  not  raise  that  question  ;  he  de- 
sired to  confine  the  matter  solely  to  the 
principle  of  Sunday  closing;  and,  for 
the  reasons  he  had  stated,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  agree  to  his  proposal 
to  retain  the  Qth  clause  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CAINS  said,  the  Committee 
would  not  be  surprised  that  he  should 
endesTour  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  give  some  explanation  as  to 
the  charges  brought  against  him.  He 
hod  noted  his  own  record  in  this  matter 
with  some  care  ever  since  he  took  up 
the  agitation  against  these  douses.  He 
hod  not  the  slightest  recollection  of  ever 
having  consulted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  regard  to  Clause  9  ;  and  he 
must  say  that  if  every  chance  conversa- 
tion which  took  place  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
used  as  a  moons  of  discrediting  oppo- 
nents, it  seemed  to  him  that  a  fresh 
terror  had  been  added  to  the  debates  in 
that  House.  He  could  only  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  charge  the  most 
unqualified  contradiction.  There  hod 
been  only  one  occasion  on  which  he  had 
over  wavered  in  the  least  with  respect 
to  this  particulor  douse,  as  well  as  the 
rest  of  the  Incensing  Clauses  of  the  Bill, 
and  thot  was  at  a  meeting  of  the  Tem- 
perance Committee  of  tne  House  of 
Commons,  at  which  24  Gentlemen  were 
present  out  of  a  Committee  of  120.  The 
Committee  met  o  week  or  two  ago  and 
discussed  this  question.  His  hon.Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Bussell)  had  expressed  his  intention 
to  strongly  oppose  this  clause.  His  own 
views  were  perfectly  well  known  to  hon. 
Qentlemen  upon  the  Committee,  and  he 
had  then  stated  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
TMtA  S'iffht.}     , 
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that  time  waa  k  ooiuenBus  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  Temperance  Party  in 
favour  of  the  retention  of  this  elaoee  he 
would  sink  his  own  views  and  support 
it  on  its  own  merits.  That  was  the  only 
oeeasion  on  which  he  had  given  a  hint 
that  he  should  support  the  clause.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  be  the  equal  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Meniber  for 
Derby,  either  in  debate  or  in  inveotiTe  ; 
bnt  he  would  hke  to  refer  to  the  attacks 
which  he  and  other  hon.  Uembera,  as 
well  as  the  newspapers  of  the  right 
hon.  O^ntleman'B  Party,  had  made  upon 
him  personall;,  and  various  Membeia  of 
the  Liheral  Unionist  Party,  saying 
that  they  had  made  a  bargain  to  sacri- 
fice Sunday  closing  in  the  interest  of 
the  Government  and  the  Party  to  which 
they  belonged.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  said  that  the  country  huled  the 
9th  clause  with  satisfaction.  He  op- 
posed the  clause  on  its  own  merit^  and, 
in  refusing  to  vote  for  its  retention  in 
the  BiU,  he  had  consistently  adhered  to 
the  position  which  he  had  originally 
taken  up.  In  taking  that  line,  he  main- 
tained that  he  had  been  fully  supported 
by  the  main  rotes  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  from  John  O'Oroat'a  to  the 
Land's  End.  [Owi  ,f  "No!"]  In 
March  last  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
National  Temperance  Federation  was 
held,  at  which  there  were  34  delegates 
present,  representing  a  total  sember- 
ship  of  3,000,000  or  4,000,000  of  per- 
sons, old  and  young.  He  was  President 
of  the  Body,  and  many  Vice  Freudents 
of  the  organiEatioD  present  to-night 
in  the  House  were  preaent  at  the 
meeting.  The  Annual  Beport  had  been 
previously  circulated,  and  it  ocHitained 
a  paragraph  in  reference  to  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Shields  to  the  c^ect  that  the  or- 
ganination  was  against  relegating  this 
question  of  Sunday  closing  to  Local 
Bodies,  inasmuch  as  the  ooontry  was 
fully  prepared  for  an  Imperial  mea- 
sure of  Sunday  closing.  All  those 
present  voted  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Beport,  and  not  a  single  ona  said 
a  word  against  the  reoommendation 
contained  in  the  Report.  The  Oentral 
Association  for  stopping  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  on  Sundays  were 
very  glad  to  welcome  so  distinguished 
a  recruit  aa  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  always  been 
Mr.  Caint 


in  favour  of  Sunday  closing ;  he  hod 
been  recently  ooq verted  on  this  as 
upon  a  great  many  other  qnestions; 
but,  highly  as  he  valued  his  opinion,  he 
thought  that  the  expressed  opinion  of 
the  organization  which  had  this  partim- 
lor  question  at  heart  was  of  much  greater 
value.  That  Association  had  bean  hold- 
ing meetings  all  over  the  oountn  on  this 
subject,  and  what  did'^it  sayf  In  Maj, 
1888,  the  Association  passed  a  leeolu- 
tion,  after  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI 
and  before  there  had  been  any  talk 
about  withdrawing  the  clause,  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  most  important  that 
no  opportunity  should  be  lost  of  impreaa- 
ing  upon  Members  of  Parliament  the 
fact  that  the  country  had  long  demanded 
total  Sunday  closing,  and  they  proteated 

X'nst  the  delay  and  inconvenienee 
ih  must  arise  tiata  referring  the 
question  to  the  proposed  Loeal  Antho- 
ritiea.  He  would  like  to  read  a  taaoln- 
tion  which  had  been  passed  with  re- 
gard to  these  olansee  at  every  meeting 
throughout  the  orisie.  It  was  to  this 
effect — that  it  was  a  question  which  need 
not  be  referred  to  localities  for  deunon 
as  [H^posed  in  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  public  opinion  was 
already  ripe  for  Imperial  legislation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  objected  to  the  word  "  Impe- 
rial." He  was  not  surprised  at  that,  bnt 
the  words  "  Imperial  legislation  "  were 
is  constant  use  aa  applied  to  Snaday 
closing,  and  signified  the  action  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  as  opposed  to  Local 
Opdcm  or  the  action  of  Local  Bodies. 
The  resolution  also  urged  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Govomnient — and  he  hope^ 
that  the  Committee  would  note  this — to 
^ve  special  facilities  itor  passiag  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Membw  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  J.  0.  Stevenson),  aa  it  was 
in  fall  harmony  with  other  legislatioa 
which  had  been  attended  with  beneficial 
results.  He  hoped  that  the  hos.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shields  was  going  to  sttok 
to  this  legislation  and  not  throw  it  onr. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  to 
hold  him  up  to  ridicule  as  a  traitor  to 
the  temperance  oaose.  He  was  loth 
to  apeak  of  himself,  but  he  had  been 
more  active  in  his  oppesiti<Hi  to  the 
Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Bill  than  any 
Member — perhaps  he  might  say  than 
any  16  Members  in  that  House.  He 
had  attended  32  meetii^,  and  in  every. 
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0D«  bfl  had  advocated  the  withdrawal  ot 
this  9th  olaose  with  the  others,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Lioensing  Clauses  were 
a  thoroughly  bad  Lioensing  Bill  stuck 
into  the  middle  of  a  good  LD<!al  QoTern- 
raetit  Bill,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
withdrawn.  But  he  had  alwavs  pointed 
out  that  the  'I^mparanoe  Farty  de- 
manded total  Sunday  cloung  by  Faxlia- 
ment,  and  not  the  ridiouloua  sham  of 
this  olauee.  But  it  was  now  contended 
that  the  Temperanoe  Party  bad  changed 
their  minda.  The  Temperance  Party 
hod  changed  their  minds  many  times 
during  the  discusnoii  of  these  clanaes, 
and  he  waa  not  surprised,  besause  cir- 
cumstanoea  had  changed,  and  as  oir- 
cumstanoes  changed  opinion  changed 
also ;  but  he  denied  that  the  Temperance 
Party  were  desirous  of  retaining  the 
9th  clause.  The  Chairman  oi  the 
Church  of  England  Temperanoe  Society 
—  ^LaitghUT'\  —  hon.  Members  might 
laugh,  but  the  Chairman  of  that  society 
had  rendered  services  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  second  to  none — the  Chair- 
man had  stated  that  their  atroDg  aup- 
EDrt  would  be  given  to  the  Bill  of  the 
on.  Member  for  South  Shields,  and 
that  they  hod  always  held  that  Sunday 
closing  was  properly  an  Imperial  ques- 
tion. He  had  himself  presided  last  week 
over  a  meeting  of  the  National  T^m- 
pwance  Federation,  at  which  most  of 
the  federated  bodies  had  been  repre- 
sented ;  no  one  oould  be  induced  at  that 
meeting  to  move  a  resolution  in  support 
of  the  clause  lest  it  might  work  badly 
and  impede  the  Bill  which  they  hoped 
to  secure.  The  Grand  Lodge  of  the 
English  Ghwd  Templare  had  met  last 
Friday  and  declared  against  Clause  9, 
and  in  favour  of  the  question  being 
fought  out  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields,  although 
nobody  thought  then  that  the  Liberal 
ITnionistB  could  get  facilities  from  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  for  the  discussion 
of  that  meaeure.  He  would  now  read 
an  extract  from  Th»  BtrminghtiM  DaHy 
Pott  of  the  22ad  of  June.  He  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  waa  so  far  advanced  as  to 
be  invited  to  the  meeting  of  the  United 
Kingdom  Alliance  for  the  Total  Supprea- 
non  of  the  Liquor  Traffic.  Heoongratu- 
latod  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  upon  that,  and  ha  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  stand 
firm  apon  that  question,  and  not  go 


through  the  same  gyratiana  ha  had 
gone  through  with  regard  to  Sunday 
closing.  In  Tht  Birminghan  Daily  Poit 
there  appeared  a  resolution  of  the  Bir-- 
mingham  branch  of  the  United  King- 
dom AlUanoa,  which  ^aa  one  of  the 
most  energetic  in  the  country,  and 
worked  not  only  in  Birmingham,  but  all 
over  the  Midlands.  They  had  expresaed 
their  conviction  that  the  provisions  of 
the  9th  clause  were  perfectly  inadequate 
to  meet  the  evils  of  the  sale  of  liquor  on 
Sunday,  or  to  satisfy  the  already  regis- 
tered wishes  of  the  people  on  this  subject, 
and  they  therefore  stro ugly  urged  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  to  support  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields. 
That  reaolution  had  been  passed  on  the 
day  before  the  Liberal  Unionist  meet- 
ing waa  held.  He  would  like  now  to  ask 
a  question,  to  which  he  trusted  an  answer 
would  be  given.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  agitation  against  the  Uceusing 
Clauses  had  bean  a  purely  non-Party 
agitation  until  the  Government  proposed 
to  withdraw  them,  and  now  a  new  agita- 
tion had  set  in,  ooudncted  in  the  name 
of  the  Temperance  Party,  tor  their  re- 
tention. How  was  it  that  the  attempt 
to  retain  this  clause  had  not  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields, 
or  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Cookermouth  Division  of  Cumberland, 
or  some  recognized  Xjeader  of  the  Tem- 
peranoe Party  ?  How  did  it  come  into 
the  hands  of  that  political  lurcher,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
lately  had  a  passion  fox  posing  aa  the 
leader  of  movements  he  was  wont  to 
oppose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  an  ooeount  of  a  fancy  eonvwsa- 
tion  in  the  Lobby  with  himself.  He 
would  now  oome  to  a  real  conversation 
which  took  place. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABOOCBT  asked, 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
at  a  meeting  of  his  Federation  he  did 
not  report  aa  the  ground  ot  his  action 
his  conversation  with  him  ? 

Mk.  CAINE  said,  he  stated  that  he 
did  not  approve  of  this  particular  clause, 
and,  as  (^airman,  be  endeavoured  to 
elicit  information.  He  asked  if  any 
member  was  ready  to  move  a  reaolution 
in  support  of  the  clause  7 

Bia  WILLIAM  HABCOIIRT  said, 
he  asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ported to  that  meeting  the  oonversa- 
tion  whioh  he  stated  ho  Dad  with  him?   . 
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Mb.  OAINE  said,  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  explain,  in  the  first  place,  what 
was  his  action  at  the  meeting.  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  not  allow 
him  to  answer  the  question  in  bis  own 
way,  he  would  not  answer  it  at  all.  His 
aoHon  was,  ae  President  of  that  Associa- 
tion, to  find  out  whether  or  not  it  was 
in  favour  of  the  gtb  clause.  Ha  had 
expressed  his  own  views  clearly  enough, 
ana  no  one  present  could  doubt  what 
thej  were.  He  had  no  recollection  what- 
ever of  having  referred  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  name.  He  did  not  den; 
that  tbej  might  have  disonued  the 
subject,  but  he  had  no  reooUeotion  of  it. 
But,  certainly,  be  had  never  taken  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  as  to 
what  action  either  himself  or  anyone 
else  shonld  take.  He  had  never  con- 
suited  anybody ;  he  had  taken  his  own 
line,  as  he  always  did  on  political  ques- 
tions. He  had  pointed  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  was  in  the  habit 
of  posing  as  leader  of  movements  whioh 
be  woe  wont  to  oppose.  The  other  day 
be  found  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
heading  a  procession  of  those  who  were 
voting  against  Disestablishment ;  in  fact, 
he  was  posing  in  his  favourite  character 
of  Uncle  Fumbleohook.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  the  effrontery  to  come  to 
him  in  the  Lobby— who  had  been  in 
favonr  of  Diaestabliehment  avtir  since  be 
had  out  bis  teeth  —  and  congratulate 
him  on  having  given  a  vote  in  favonr  of 
Dlseetablishment,  and  yet  it  was  the  first 
vote  ever  given  in  that  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  ;  and  now 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  threw  his 
mantle  of  patronage  over  the  Tem- 
perance Party.  In  June,  1B80,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  moved  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  it  was  ex- 

dient  that  the  law  which  limited  the 
rs  of  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on 
Sunday  in  England  and  Wales  should  be 
amended  and  applied  to  the  whole  of 
that  day.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
voted  against  that.  On  the  next  occasion, 
the  SOthof  Uay,  1883,  when  theOounty 
of  Durham  Bill  was  brought  forward,  he 
supported  it.  Now  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman was  in  favour  of  Local  Option, 
and  be  was  also  in  favour  of  the  question 
being  referred  to  the  new  Oounty  Coun- 
cil which  was  to  be  elected  for  20  other 
purposes,  and  whioh  could  vary  and 
repeal  their  orders.  As  far  as  he  was 
ooncerned,  he  had  always  stood  by  Im- 
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parial  Sunday  closing.  They  had  it  in 
Scotland  and  Wales,  and  they  intended 
to  get  it  for  England.  He  wanted  to 
appeal  to  all  true  friends  of  temperanoe 
to  allow  this  clause  to  go  with  the  others. 
There  was  no  finality  in  it ;  the  Council 
might  enact  it,  but  they  might  rescind  it ; 
the  fight  would  be  interminable,  and  at 
every  successive  election.  Rightly  or 
wrongly,  he  believed  that  they  were  on 
the  verge  of  victory  under  the  old  flag 
and  on  the  old  battle-ground ;  the  Qo- 
vernment  bad  pledged  to  meet  them  on 
that  battle-ground,  and  he  asked  nothing 
more  from  tnem.  He  believed  that  they 
would  carry  by  a  good  majority  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  tor  South. 
Shields.  He  hoped  that  all  temperanco 
man  in  the  House  would  resist  the  temp- 
tation of  this  dubious  proposal,  and  let 
it  go  into  limbo  with  the  rest  of  the 
Licensing  ClausBs  of  the  Bill.  But,  be- 
fore  be  closed  bis  remarks,  he  desired 
to  point  out  that  if  this  solution  of  Bun- 
dayclosing  was  accepted  and  universally 
applied,  and  the  Bill  went  through  on 
other  grounds,  it  will  result  in  a  loss 
of  revenue  to  the  Oounty  Oouncils  of 
£300,000,  in  consequence  of  the  publi- 
cans only  having  to  pay  for  a  six  days' 
licence.  This  would  give  a  very  strong 
biae  to  many  ratepayers  in  the  selection 
of  their  representatives  for  the  Oounty 
Oouncila,  and  he  warned  the  Qovern- 
ment  that  the  proposal  to  transfer  the 
licence  revenue  from  the  Imperial  to  the 
Local  Exchequer  would  meet  with  the 
uncompromising  hostility  of  the  whole 
Temperanoe  Party.  He  was  much 
obliged  to  the  Committee  for  the 
patience  with  whioh  they  had  listened 
to  him.  He  was  sorry  he  hod  had  to 
enter  into  a  collision  with  th6  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby.  Ho 
had  given,  as  well  as  he  could,  the 
purport  of  the  conversation  which  took 
place  between  them,  and  he  had  nothing 
more  to  say  upon  it. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  said, 
he  would  not  have  trespassed  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  did  he  not 
feel  hound  to  oorroborate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  in  the 
statement  he  had  just  made.  The  Tem- 
peranoe Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  of  which  he  (Mr.  Johnston] 
was  one  of  the  secretaries,  held  a  meet- 
ing in  one  of  the  Oommittee  rooms  up- 
stairs to  discus9  the  I^censin^  Olansea  ' 
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of  the  Loeal  GkiTernment  Bill,  The 
meeting  was  presided  over  by  the  haa. 
Baronet  the  Member  tor  the  Oooker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  BarroT  (Mr.  Gaine)  was  also  pre- 
eent.  The  diaoussion  vas  as  to  vhat 
ehoald  be  the  action  of  the  Temperance 
Part;  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
regard  to  the  whole  of  the  Licensing 
Olauaea .  of  the  Bill,  and  after  a 
lengthened  discussion,  a  resoltitioD  was 
unanimously  come  to  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Salford  (Mr.  Ho- 
irorth)  should  be  supported  in  the 
propoeition  to  omit  all  the  Licensing 
Clauses,  including  Clause  9,  whioh  was 
canaidered  to  be  the  means  of  carrying 
out  the  views  of  the  Temperance  Party. 
What  other  meetings  bad  taken  place, 
what  other  decisions  had  been  come  to 
Binoe  that  meeting  at  which  he  was 
present,  he  did  not  know.  Armed  with 
the  decision  of  that  meeting  to  which  he 
had  referred,  he  came  here  to  give  his 
most  cordial  support  to  the  Qovemment 
in  withdrawing  Clause  9,  as  well  as  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  dealing  with 
lioeneing.  He  thought  it  right  he  should 
ask  the  kind  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  order  that  he  should  make 
this  brief  statement,  because,  as  a  long 
and  consistent  advocate  of  Sunday 
closing,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
recollection  of  the  hon.  &£ember  for 
Barrow,  and  with  the  statements  he  had 
made  as  to  the  views  of  the  Temperance 
Party.  None  was  a  more  consistent  or 
stronger  supporter  of  Sunday  closing 
than  himself;  but  be  desired  to  see  an 
Imperial  measure  passed  in  order  to 
carry  out  in  England  the  same  sjrstem 
that  prevailed  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and 
in  Wales,  and  believing  that  this  clause 
would  not  effect  that  end,  he  heartily 
supported  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  strike  out  Clause  9,  as 
well  as  the  other  Licensing  Clauses  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  EAINALD  KNIGHTLBT  (Nor- 
thants,  S.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroaurt)^ad  indulged  in  that  peculiar 
style  of  argument  for  which  he  was  so 
justly  celebrated;  it  used  in  former 
times  to  be  called  banter,  but  now-a- 
days  it  was  calledchaff.  Personally,  he 
failed  to  find  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Qyatleman  a  single  grain  of  s^d 
"  ■'*!  clause  should  be  re- 
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tained.  This  olauss  unquestionably 
dealt  with  licensing,  and  it  had  been 
determined  by  the  Government  to  with- 
draw the  whole  of  the  Licensing  Clauses. 
This  clause,  therefore,  must  go  with  the 
rest.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  [Mr.  Caine)  that  if 
Sunday  closing  was  good,  and  if  it  was 
to  be  adopted,  it  ought  to  be  adopted 
for  the  country  as  a  whole.  The  diver- 
gent deciflions  of  County  Councils  upon 
the  matter  could  not  be  viewed  with 
complacency,  and  it  seemed  to  him  con- 
temptible that  hon.  Members  should 
endeavour  to  shift  the  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  a  complicated  and  difficult 
queatioo  from  themselves  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  The  main  objection 
be  had  to  this  clause  was,  that  it  would 
seriously  affect  the  constitution  of  the 
County  Counoils.  The  great  object 
they  ought  to  have  in  view  was,  to 
obtain  the  very  best  men  to  serve  on 
the  County  Coundle.  There  were  in 
many  counties,  he  believed  in  every 
county,  a  certain  number  of  men  speci- 
ally well  qualified  to  transact  the  busi- 
ness of  County  Councils.  If  this  clause 
were  struck  out,  his  opinion  was  that 
in  the  great  majority  of  cases  these  per- 
sons would  be  elected  to  the  Councils. 
But  if  this  clause  were  retained,  he 
defied  an  Archangel  from  Heaven  to 
bring  into  relations  of  amity  the  teeto- 
tallers and  the  licensed  victual lers. 
Many  of  the  best  men  in  the  counties 
would  not  offer  themselves  for  election 
beoauseof  the  introd  uotion  of  these  ques- 
tions,  and  the  counties,  therefore,  would 
lose  the  benefit  of  their  valuable  ser- 
vices. 

Sia  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cookermouth)  said,  he  mnst  ask 
the  Committee  to  aUow  him  to  say  a  few 
words  in  regard  to  the  proposal  to  with- 
draw this  clause,  and  with  respect  to  the 
position  in  which  they  found  tnemselves. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  put  the 
matter  exceedingly  clearly  before  the 
Committee.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon) 
considered  that  this  clause  was  a  most 
valuable  clause  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill;  it  was  a  clause  to  give  the 
communities  of  the  countiy  an  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid,  for  one  day  at 
least,  of  the  evils  of  the  drink  traffic, 
where  public  opinion  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  that  oourse.  He  assured  the 
Committee  that,  notwithstanding  the 
'thied  sksies.]  3  $■  r  JiniA  Ifi^ht.'\ 
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oppoaitiaik  of  hia  hon.  Frieod  ih» 
Member  for  Barrow  (Hr.  Coine),  he 
ihoiild  givethe  olanse  his  moat  eamMt, 
moat  hearty,  and  most  strenaouB  Bap- 
port.  In  saying  that,  he  hoped  the 
Oommittee  would  underatand  that  he 
did  not  support  the  clauee  on  what 
was  called  Sabbatarian  grounds.  He 
believed  the  Sabbath  was  made  for 
man,  and  not  man  made  for  the  Sabbatk. 
He  did  not  belieTe  the  Sabbath  was 
made  for  man  to  gat  drunk  on.  He 
agreed  with  the  Bishop  of  Pet«Fborough, 
who  had  said  that  in  his  opinion  every 
day  was  the  Lord's  day,  ond,  therefore, 
every  day  they  ought  to  see  that  order 
and  decorum  was  carried  on.  He  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laweon)  was  quite  consistent  in 
this  matter.  He  remembered  that  very 
soon  after  he  same  into  the  House  there 
was  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill  introduced, 
and  he  ventured  to  make  a  speech  upon 
it,  one  of  the  first  speeches  he  ever  made 
in  the  House.  When  he  sat  down,  Sir 
George  Cirey,  who  was  then  Home  Se- 
cretary, got  np  and  opposed  the  Bill. 
Sir  Cieoree  Orey  was  good  enough  to 
say  that  his  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson's]  was 
one  of  the  best  speeobes  which  had 
been  made  upon  that  oooasion,  and 
added  that  its  logical  oonoiuaion  was 
that  the  liquor  trade  ought  not  to  be 
stopped  on  Sunday  alone,  but  on  every 
day.  That  was  exactly  what  he  wanted 
Sir  Gleorge  Grey  to  understand ;  hut 
then  it  did  not  follow  because  he  was 
right  and  logical  that  his  view  was 
oorried  or  had  been  carried  out.  They 
mtiHt  always  remember  the  great  maxim 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  when  be 
said — "We  must  remember  that  this 
oonntry  is  not  governed  by  logic,  but  by 
Parliament."  He  thought  that  to  carry 
ont  the  principle  of  saving  the  people 
from  the  evils  of  the  drink  traffio  even 
for  a  very  short  time,  was  right  and 
proper.  He  should  prefer  a  clause 
allowing  the  trade  to  be  stopped  on 
Saturdaj,  because  he  believed  that  there 
was  more  evil  done  to  working  people 
by  drink  on  the  Saturday,  when  they 
had  money  in  their  pocket.  This  clause 
certainly  went  a  little  way  in  the  right 
direction,  and  he  should  follow  the  plan 
he  had  always  laid  down  for  himself  in 
the  House,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  right 
plan — namely,  totake  whathe  could  get. 
A  good  example  of  that  sentiment  was 
afforded  by  the  oaae  of  a  man  who  went 
to  be  married.  When  the  maa  was 
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asked,  "  Wilt  thou  have  this  woman  to 
be  thy  wedded  wife  T  "  he  said,  "  I  am 
willing,  bat  I  would  rather  have  had 
her  sietsr."  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon) 
woe  not  like  the  hon.  Uember  for  Bar- 
row (Ur.  Cains),  who  would  not  take 
either;  he  was  willing  to  take  this  clause, 
although  he  wonld  much  rather  take  an 
Imperial  Act  if  it  ware  possible  to 
get  it.  Now,  how  did  they  stand  in 
regard  to  the  history  of  this  olanae  ? 
Wben  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Freddent  of  the  Local  Q\>vemment 
Board  (Ur.  Bitobis)  brought  in  his  Bill 
on  the  19th  Uarch,  he  found  it  neces- 
sary to  do  sometiuDg  in  the  Bill  to  meet 
the  general  demand  which  had  arisen  in 
the  oountn — to  do  something  in  the 
direction  of  what  was  called  temperance 
l^slation.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
temperance  legislation  F  It  had  no  other 
meaning  except  to  diminish  the  tempta- 
tion to  drink.;  it  could  have  no  other 
meaning,  and  they  had  been  promised 
something  in  that  line  for  years  and 
years  past  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  as  well  as  those 
on  the  other  side,  had  asked  them  to 
wait  until  the  Local  Government  Bill 
was  brought  in,  and  then  they  would  see 
what  they  would  see.  Bight  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  often  said  they  were  going 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question;  he  was 
always  suspicious  of  that.  Whenever 
he  heard  any  Statesman  say  he  was 
going  to  deal  with  the  whole  question, 
he  always  thought  he  meant  that  he 
was  going  to  delay  the  whole  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ^«aident 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
made  an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  qnea- 
tion — and  he  gave  him  credit  for  his 
attempt— according  to  his  lights;  they 
were  not  very  good.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  in  hii  Bill,  and  in- 
timated that  he  intended  to. do  some- 
thing in  the  way  of  temperance  legisla- 
tion.  Now,  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson] 
had  pointed  out  that  temperance  legisla- 
tion meant  diminishing  the  fscilities  for 
getting  drink.  On  the  I9th  of  March, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House,  and  told  the 
temperance  men  that  he  was  going  to 
do  something  for  them;  but  then  he  said, 
with  some  show  of  triumph,  that  he  in- 
tended to  place  the  drink  sellers  on  a 
more  secure  footing  than  they  wers  at 
present.  His  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson'a) 
friends  were  at  onoe  up  in  arms,  be^ 
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cause  erer;  temperance  reformer,  phil- 
anthropiat,  and  worker  among  the  poor 
had  for  years  past  been  trying  to  put 
the  pnblioans  on  a  less  secure  footing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very 
temperately  stated  that  the  country  rose 
against  Ms  scheme,  and  that  he  found  it 
imposaible  to  carry  it  out.  The  agita- 
tion had  settled  the  question  of  com- 
pensation, for  this  Parliament  at  any 
rate ;  but  he  begged  the  Committee  to 
remember  that  the  principle  of  oompen- 
satioa  had  never  been  withdrawn  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  they 
were  only  waiting;  the  opportunity  of 
adopting  it ;  at  least  they  had  never  said 
the  contrary,  and,  therefore,  temperance 
men  must  look  sharp  after  them.  He 
hoped  he  was  not  travelling  over  ground 
which  had  been  already  covered ;  it 
certainly  waa  very  difficult  to  say  any- 
thing fresh  upon  the  matter  after  the 
exhaustive  speech  of  the  right  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby,  but  let 
him  point  out  again  that  this  clause  had 
nothing  to  do  with  compensation.  Be- 
member  that  it  was  intended  that  if  this 
Sunday  Cloring  came  into  force  there 
•hould  be  an  equivalent  reduction  in  the 
duty  paid  by  licence  holders.  And  re- 
member, too,  that  this  clause  cams  in  the 
Billlongbef ore  theCompensation  Clause. 
This  was  a  separate  clause  altogether  ; 
it  did  not  deal  with  licences,  but  it 
simply  said  that  when  the  County  Coun- 
cil was  appointed  it  should  have  the 
power  to  deal  in  a  certain  way  with 
what  it  might  oonsider  anuisanoe.  He 
was  not  speaking  too  strongly  when  he 
called  a  public-house  a  nuisance,  beaausa 
Tie  £dinhtrgA  Etvitxe,  a  most  respect- 
able paper,  had  described  the  drink 
trsffio  as  a  nnisanoe,  socially,  morally, 
and  politically,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  this  clause  provided  the  com- 
muoity  with  power,  through  its  repre- 
sentatives, to  abate  the  nuisance  when 
they  wished  to  do  so.  What  he  had  to 
ask  the  Government  was  this.  If  they 
considered  the  County  Councils  compe- 
tent to  take  upon  themselves  the  abate- 
ment of  nuisances  on  the  19th  of  March, 
what  had  happened  since  that  they 
ebould  come  here  and  say  they  were  not 
now  competent  to  abate  nuisanoes  ?  He 
thought  there  was  more  reason  now  than 
there  was  on  the  19th  March  why  the 
County  Council  should  have  this  power. 
Everything  had  been  taken  out  of  the 
Bill;     now 
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Bill,  and  everybody  was  wondering 
what  the  County  Councils  would  have  to 
do  when  they  were  elected.  It  had  got 
to  be  a  laughing  stock ;  the  House  de- 
voured a  bit  of  the  Bill  every  day.  He 
had  been  exercised  in  bis  mind  to  find 
out  why  the  Government  had  changed 
their  views  upon  this  matter,  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  —be  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  to  come  to  any  other 
conclusion — that  they  felt  obliged  to  do 
it  because  they  thought  that  if  they  left 
this  clause  in  the  Bill  it  vould  tend  to 
the  injury  of  the  great  drink  interest. 
In  order  to  retain  the  support  of  the 
great  drink  interest,  the  Government 
said — "We  will  abandon  the  provision 
which  three  months  ago  we  said  to  be 
wise  and  just."  He  thought  that  the 
publio  were  openly  in  the  face  of  day 
sacrificed  for  the  publicans.  In  order 
that  the  Government  might  retain  the 
support  of  the  publicans  this  Committee 
was  called  upon  to  reject  the  prayer  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Government 
were  about  to  abandon  their  own  off- 
spring, and  refuse  the  petition  of  almost 
all  the  temperance  bodies  of  the  country. 
Now,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow  quoted  soma  resolutions  passed 
by  different  bodies,  He  (Sir  Wilfred 
Lawson)  desired  to  show  that  even  what 
were  called  theleast  extreme  temperance 
bodies  were  in  favour  of  retaining  this 
clause.  For  instance,  this  was  what  the 
legislative  sub-committee  of  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society  passed 
some  days  ago— 

"  That  thii  meeting  of  the  legisktive  lab- 
committee  of  the  Church  of  Englaad  Tempe- 
rance Society  approvea  the  retention  of  Claun 
9  of  the  LookI  Qovemment  Bill." 
Now,  he  would  read  a  sentence  which 
came  afterwards,  for  the  benefit  of  bis 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Johnston).  This  was  the  sen- 
tence which  appeared  in  The  Church  of 
England  T«ey>«ranee  C'hromelt — 

"  Id  any  cat*  it  wai  understood  that  Members 
of  Parliament  conld  not  be  bonnd  by  any  nso- 
Intion  of  the  Bub-o '""  " 


What  a  splendid  resolution  was  it  not  ? 
They  virtually  said — "  Let  ua  go  to  war, 
only  let  us  take  care  that  no  soldiers 
fight.  No  one  else  may  fight  except 
the  people  who  have  no  opportunity  of 
doing  any  good."  He  had  with  him  a 
quotation  from  a  speech  of  Lord  Balis- 
bury,  but  he  would  not  waste  the  time 
reading  it,  because' 
ITtnth  mght,'] 
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the  rigbt  boa.  GeaUeiaaa  tbe  Member' 
for  Derb;  bad  read  it  at  leagtb.  It  vas 
quite  clear,  bowever,  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury laid  down  the  very  principle  of 
this  clause  in  the  celebrated  Newport 
speech,  in  which  he  expouaded  the 
polioy  of  the  Oonservative  Party.  He 
supposed  that,  in  spite  of  all  this,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  very  naturally 
follow  their  Leaders.  The  rank  and  file 
of  the  Tory  Party  bad  determined  to 
throw  out  this  clause  ;  they  would  follow 
tbeir  Leaders,  and  the  Leaders  were  aot- 
ia);  according  to  the  bidding  of  tbeir 
masters.  This  was  what  happened  a 
few  days  ago.  There  was  an  aggregate 
meetine  of  the  trade  held  in  St.  Jamea's 
Hall.  Xord  Burton  was  in  the  chair, 
and  this  resolution  was  passed — 

"  Thnt  this  meetiog  eatnestlf  protest* 
Bgainat  the  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper  of 
the  House  of  Oommona  by  Sir  WiUiam  Uar- 
court  ukiDg  for  the  retention  of  Clause  B, 
which  introauces  the  principle  of  Local  Option 
in  respect  to  Sunday  Closing." 

He  had  no  doubt  that  no  sooner  was 
that  resolution  passed  than  it  was  sent 
off  post  baste  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle' 
man  the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  and  that  then  he  got  hit 
maroMoK  orders  and  gave  orders  to  the 
rank  and  file  ae  to  what  tbey  were  to  do. 
What  Lord  Barton  and  his  friends  sub- 
stantially said,  was — "Look  here,  we 
have  assembled  3,000  drink  sellers. 
Does  not  that  compare  grandly  with  all 
the  thousands  of  rag-tag  and  bob-tail 
who  assembled  in  Hyde  Park  the  other 
day?"  The  QoTemment  agreed,  and 
they  aud — "Wewill  go  for  the  Basses, 
and  not  for  the  masses."  Now,  be  bad 
done  with  bon-  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  to  whom  be  gave 
every  credit  for  tbeir  motives,  but  there 
were  other  people  in  the  House  beside 
Tories.  He  had  seen  it  stated,  he  be- 
lieved oorrectly,  that  there  were  in  the 
House  57  Liberal  Unionists  and  Tories 
who  bad  supported  in  some  shape  or 
other  Sunday  oloeing,  and  among  them 
were  his  hon.  Friend  the  If e(iH>er  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  and  bis  bon.  Friend 
th«  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.Bussell).  He  would  not  say  ^ytbing 
about  the  hon.  Member  for  South  G^yrone, 
beeaose  he  was  not  present;  he  was 
down  is  the  Isle  of  Thanet  supporting 
Mr.  James  Lowtber  in  the  interests  of 
true  temperanoe.  He  wondered  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow  did  not 
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go  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  he  thought 
that  if  they  had  both  gone  the  Glad- 
stonians  would  have  won  the  eleotioa 
for  a  certainty.  But  what  was  the  fight 
in  the  Isle  of  Thanet?  Why,  it  was 
the  old  fight,  the  old  issue,  the  National 
(Jhurch  and  the  national  beverage 
against  national  justice  and  national 
morality.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  was  as  suooessful  as  he  wished 
to  be  with  bis  promising  temperaaca 
candidate,  next  week  he  would  return, 
bringing  bis  sheaves  with  him,  and  re- 
joicing the  hearts  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  and  of  the 
Bishops  and  of  the  Basses,  and  of  the 
rest  of  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Barrow  bad  not  gone  down 
to  Thanet;  but  he  bad  stayed  at  home 
to  write  letters.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  in  his  letter  to  2%*  Tirna — 

"If  this  clause  becomes  law,  it  will  nn- 
doubtadly  be  oonsidered  a  flosl  settlement  ot 
the  Sonday  Closing  nontroverey,  so  ttir  m  Par- 
liament is  oonoeraed,  until  it  has  had  a  fair  trial 
throughout  the  country." 

Who  were  going  to  consider  it  a  final 
settlement  ?  Not  be  ;  that  was  not  hi« 
policy;  he  believed  in  no  final  settle- 
ment until  justice  was  done.  His  poUoy 
was  the  polioy  of  the  old  Scotch  Mem- 
ber, who  said  to  his  eon,  when  be  aaked 
what  he  was  to  do  when  be  got  into  the 
House^"Tak  a'  ye  can,  and  he  aye 
complainin'  ye  oanna  get  mair."  Then 
in  this  wonderful  and  historical  letter, 
the  hon.  Member  went  on — ' 

"  If  the  Oovemment  will  give  an  honest  and 
workable  opportunity  to  Mr.  Stevenson  to  take 
a  Division  on  the  seoond  reading  ot  that  Bill, 
by  vhich  the  Temperance  Party  has  always 
stood,  that  Party  will  ant  wiaaly  in  its  own  in- 
terests to  let  this  dubious  9tb  clause  go  by,  and 
endeavour  to  get  such  a  majority  oa  Mr. 
Stevenson's  Bill  as  will  secure  its  passing  into 
law  ne»t  Beasion." 

Next  Session  !  Where  did  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman expect  to  be  next  Session  ?  [Mr. 
Oaihk:  Here.]  Then,  again,  be  went 
on — 

"  We  are  asked  by  Sir  William  Harcoort  to 
abandon  those  proposals  tor  Imperial  Sunday 
Otosing." 

Nothing  of  the  kind.  They  might  be 
asked,  but  tbey  would  not  acaept  it ; 
they  simply  would  aooept  this  as  an  in- 
stalment. There  was  a  great  diSerenoa 
betweenaoompromise  and  an  instalment, 
and  he  thanked  the  Governi^ent  veTy 
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makinf;  a  morement  in  tlie  directJoo  of 
real  temperance.  Wlien  he  heard  the 
right  hon.  OeDtleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  he  remembered  what  his  right 
hon.  Frieod  tha  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  Oeorge 
Trevelyan)  said  many  yeare  ago  at  a 
meeting  be  (Sit  Wilfrid  Laweon)  at- 
tended. He  bad  never  forgotten  it.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  aaid — 

"  It  is  written,  tmd  the  writins;  cannot  b« 
effaced,  that  the  Liberal  Party  mtin  baoome  the 
Tempennoe  Party," 

and  to-da;  they  saw,  for  the  firat  time, 
a  promise  of  the  fnlfllment  of  that  pro- 
phecy. If — because  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  tiie  Front  Oppositioii  Bench  did 
not  go  ao  far  as  he  could  wiab  them  to 
go— he  vere  to  upbraid  them  becauBo 
Uiey  were  not  up  to  hie  mark,  he  could 
not  conceive  a  course  more  silly,  more 
aeoeeless,  or  mote  suicidal.  Did  not  his 
hon.  Fiiend  know  the  maxim  in  the 
House,  never  lose  a  stage,  because  if 
you  lose  a  stage  of  a  Bill  the  chances 
are  that  you  will  never  see  it  again.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  that  a  clause 
in  the  band  was  worth  any  number  of 
Bills  in  the  bush.  If  be  could  believe 
that  thia  proceeding,  this  piece  of  tactics 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  was  taken 
with  the  desire,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  hinted,  that 
they  might  have  an  opportuni^  of 
seemiDg  to  be  voting  for  temperance 
while  fliey  were  really  taking  care  it 
was  not  carried,  he  should  think  tha 
manceuvre  was  clumsy  and  contemptible. 
Butbedidnotmake  such  acharge  gainst 
them,  because  be  know  the  Unionist 
Party  were  pre-eminently  men  of  honour. 
He  never  read  their  speeches  without 
thinking  that  they  were  honourable  men 
above  aU  honourable  men  who  had  ever 
lived,  and  that  tbey  were  going  through 
a  species  of  martyrdom  in  defence  of 
principle,  because  these  high-minded 
men  sat  here  night  after  night,  sui- 
rounded  by  Radicus  and  aseasains,  which 
they  could  only  do  because  they  were 

Prompted  by  the  highest  sense  of  duty, 
hat  being  the  case,  he  was  sure  that 
they  were  taking  a  moat  honourable 
course ;  and  all  he  said  was,  that  their 
innocenoe  of  the  ways  of  the  world  and 
their  ignorance  of  the  habits  and  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  was  perfectly 
appalhng.  He  asked  them,  even  now, 
to  take  a  wiser,  and  more  considerate, 


heartily  for  this  instalment.  Further, 
the  bon.  Member  said — 

"  For  raywlf,  T  intand  to  itand  hy  Imperial 
Bnnday  Cloeiiiir,  and  let  the  whole  of  the  Oo. 
Tammant  propoealf  in  mgHrd  to  liocoiiiiK  go 
into  limbo  together." 

And  then,  having  exhausted  hia  Eng- 
lish, the  hon.  Member  turned  to  Latin. 
He  quoted  two  Latin  sentences ;  one  he 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not  under- 
stand ;  the  other  one  be  did,  because  it 
WBB  one  of  the  oldest  eetablished  quo- 
tations. It  was,  "Ti-tn«o — or  Tim-to  " — 
^LavghUr.']  He  wae  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  although  he  could  read  the 
sentence,  he  could  not  pronounce  it. 
He  believed  the  translation  was — [Cti'm 
of  "  Bead."]  Well,  be  would  try  again 
— Timto  BanafH,  et  dona  ftranltt."  It 
was,  at  any  rate,  a  very  good  quotation, 
and  very  applicable  in  many  caaee.  He 
knew  very  little  Latin ;  but  he  knew 
two  words,  and,  after  reading  the  letter, 
he  was  disposed  to  say,  with  reference 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  "  Com 
canun  " — beware  of  him  indeed  1  What 
did  all  this  mean  f  What  did  all  this 
talk  about  taking  a  vote  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Sunday  Oloeing  Bill 
mean  f  There  was  no  pledge  to  carry 
that  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Houee  was  a  wily 
tnan.  He  was  not  to  be  drawn  by  him 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon)  the  other  night. 
The  right  hoD.  Gentleman  said — "I 
must  wait  and  see  what  I  shall  see." 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  knew  perfectly 
well  what  he  should  see.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  was  reckoning  with- 
out his  host  when  he  talked  about  get- 
ting the  Bill  through  the  House  ;  there 
was  another  Body  to  be  reckoned  with 
— the  irremovabloB.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barrow  knew  as  well  as  be 
did  that  it  was  part  of  the  very  religion 
of  "  another  place  "  to  provide  drinking 
facilities  for  tbe  people  on  Sunday.  The 
boD.  Gentleman  had  given  up  a  certainty 
— it  would  have  been  a  certainty  if  tbe 
hon.  Member  and  bis  Friends  had  voted 
for  tbe  clause — ^for  a  ehadowy  promise 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 
Now,  be  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  looked 
upon  this  night  as  a  great  night  in  tbe 
history  of  toe  temperance  movement. 
For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  that 
movement  they  had  one  of  the  leading 
men  of  tho  real  Liberal  Party  getting 
up  at  that  Bench,  and  in  an  able  speech 
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were  Members  of  Parliament;  the  reso- 
lutipn,  too,  was  only  pasBed  by  a  majority 
of  one,  four  voting  for  it  and  three 
agaiost  it.  That,  he  thought,  completely 
aoBvored  the  argumeitt  of  the  hoD. 
Baronet  founded  upon  that  rssolution. 
He  was  quite  free  to  admit  that  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
if  it  vaa  coDSulted  aa  a  body,  woald 
probably  be  divided  upon  the  desira- 
bility of  retaining  this  clause  as  ootu- 
pared  with  the  desirability  of  sup- 
porting the  general  measure  intro- 
duoed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson}.  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  might  state  thiat  that 
Society  had  never  hesitated  in  supporting 
the  general  measure  for  Sunday  closing, 
in  opposition  to  any  measure  of  Local 
Option,  or  any  measure  leaving  the 
question  to  the  Local  Authorities  to 
decide.  In  the  opinion  of  that  Society, 
a  general  measure  was  very  preferable 
to  any  measure  which  would  act  within  a 
small  area.  He  understood  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  to  state  t^at,  in 
his  opinion,  the  better  area  would  be 
even  such  a  small  area  as  the  parish. 
That  was  his  opinion,  but  it  never  had 
been  the  opinion  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  for  they 
believed  that  as  they  hmited  the  area 
for  Sunday  closing  they  would  increase 
the  difficulties  which  would  arise  in  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Act,  and  tfaey  would 
increase  the  number  of  scandals  against 
the  Temperance  cause  on  the  borders  of 
that  limited  area.  Frequent  references 
had  been  made  in  the  House  to  the 
scandals  which  occurred  on  the  Sunday 
upon  the  border  line  between  England 
and  Wales.  In  Scotland,  of  course,  there 
was  no  difficulty,  because  the  border  line 
there  was  a  very  small  one,  and  the  whole 
Kingdom  of  Scotland  was  under  one  law. 
There  Sunday  closing  had  acted  well, 
and  produced  most  favourable  results. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  oppor- 
tunity which  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  by  the  Qovernment  for  dealing 
with  Sunday  closing  in  any  fashion,  and 
more  especially  in  connection  with  the 
other  valuable  clauses  of  the  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Licensing  Question,  should  be 
lost.  He  would  not  analyze  the  various 
causes  which  had  contributed  to  that 
result,  but,  as  one  good  reason  was  quite 
as  goodas  50,  he  thought  that  the  want  of 
time— the  great  amount  of  time  which 


and  more  patriotic  course;  he  asked  them 
to  listen  to  the  entreaties  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen  that  something  should  be 
done  to  mitigate  the  great  curse  of  drink. 
He  asked  them  to  listen  more  to  those 
entreaties  than  to  the  ukase  of  Lord 
Burton  at  St.  James's  Hall.  The  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)— he 
hoped  .the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
enlighten  tbem  in  this  debate — spoke 
noble  words  at  a  great  meeting  held  at 
a  time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon)  tried  to  do 
right  together.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

"  It  ii  the  rigbt  o(  the  oommonit?  to  hava 
absolute  control  over  a  trade  vhich  directly 
sffects  their  moral,  boouJ,  and  physical  in- 
terects." 

Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to 
say  now  that  these  County  Councils 
should  not  have  even  the  limited  power 
of  control  which  was  proposed  in  this 
Bill?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
aaid  in  that  speech — 

"  A  priest-ridden  nation  is  &  nation  very 
much  to  be  pitied,  but  u  publican-ridden  nation 
is  a  nation  very  much  to  be  despised.' ' 
If  he  might  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  little  bit  of  advice,  he  would  say 
that  if  a  statesman  despised  a  publican- 
ridden  nation,  it  was  just  possible  that 
the  nation  might  despise  a  publican- 
ridden  statesman.  He  thanked  the 
Committee  for  having  heard  him  so 
patiently,  and  he  had  only  to  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  he  believed  that  they 
would  be  only  taking  a  wise  and  moderate 
and  prudent  step,  if  they  retained  this 
clause  in  the  Bill,  and  thus  entrusted  the 
English  communities  with  that  power  of 
getting  rid  on  the  "best  of  days  of  the 
worst  of  trades,"  a  power  which  was 
now  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Ireland, 
Scotland,  and  Wales. 

Sib  WILLIAM  H0ULD8W0RTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  said,  he  should  not 
have  rieen  to  take  part  in  the  debate  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  reference  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  just 
made  to  the  resolution  which  was  passed 
by  the  legislative  sub-committee  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society. 
He  understood  the  hon.  Baronet  to  state 
that  there  was  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  present  at  the  meet- 
ing at  which  that  resolution  was  passed. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were  only 
seven  personspresent,  of  thoseonly  three 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laaien 
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irould  have  been  occupied  in  discuwiD^ 
the  Liceneiiig  Olauses  to  the  detdment 
of  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill — was  quite 
a  BufiBdent  reason  for  the  OoTemmant 
withdrawing theseclauBOBaltogether.  He 
did  not  wiah  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
DiviBion,  but  he  felt  it  his  dut;  to  state 
the  exact  poeitioii  of  matters  with  regard 
to  the  resolution  of  the  Church  of 
Sogland  Temperance  Sooiety.  If,  how- 
ever,  there  had  been  an  opportunity,  lie 
should  have  liked  to  have  made  some 
other  remarks  upon  rarioas  other  pointa 
bearing  on  the  question. 

Mr.W.  p.  SINOLAIE  (Falkirk)  said, 
that  the  bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Cookermouth  Diviuon  of  Cumber- 
land (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  in  his  very 
able  and  interesting  speech,  asked  a 
question  which  was  at  least  deserving  of 
an  answer.  The  hon.  Baronet  asked 
what  had  h^psned  to  make  the  Go- 
vernment change  their  mind  as  to  the 
oompetenoy  of  the  County  Counoils  to 
deal  with  the  queatian  of  Loool  Option  ? 
Something  had  happened.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  Government  had  been 
urged  to  and  had  withdrawn  the  whole 
of  the  Licensing  Clauses.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  County  Oouncile  were 
incompetent  to  deal  with  the  queetion  of 
Xjocal  Option.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  in  the  habit  of  astonish- 
log  the  House  by  bis  observations ;  but 
he  doubted  nhe^er  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
leman  had  ever  given  the  House  more 
t^ause  for  astonishment  than  to-day, 
when  he  said  that  the  9th  clause  was 
not  a  Licensing  clause.  Why,  Sun- 
day olosing  involved  the  reduction  of 
a  seven  days'  lioeoee  to  a  six  days' 
licence,  and  therefore,  whatever  might 
be  said  as  to  the  merit  or  demerit  of 
Sunday  olosing,  it  oould  not  be  said 
that  a  clause  dealing  with  the  subject 
was  not  a  licensing  clause.  The  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  dispute  the  fact 
that  he  and  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
had  very  strongly  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  the  Licensing  Clauses. 
Of  course  the  opposition  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men was  mainly  directed  against  the 
Compensation  Clauses. 

Sia  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  that 
h«  might  be  allowed  to  put  the  hon. 
Gentleman  right.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  speech  he  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  made  on  the  seoond 
reading  of  the  Bill,  he  would  find  that 


'  he  distinotly  stated  that  if  the  Com- 
pensation Glauses  were  left  out  he  should 
not  be  able  to  find  fault  with  the  Licen- 
sing Clauses. 

Mh.  W.  p.  aiNOLAIR  said,  that 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said  did  not 
affect  the  point  that  it  was  urged  that 
the  Licensing  Clauses,  as  a  whole, 
should  go.  Clause  9  being  one  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses,  it  must  go  also.  It 
had  been  etated  in  the  Frees  that  the 
House  had  already  dealt  with  licensing 
in  Clause  4 ;  that  they  had  already 
transferred  certain  licensing  powers  to 
the  Countv  Council.  Although  the  word 
"licence''  did  occur  in  the  4th  Clause, 
it  merely  had  reference  to  the  licensing 
of  theatres  respecting  plays ;  it  did  not, 
in  any  degree,  touch  the  question  whe- 
ther for  the  same  buildings  licences 
should  be  granted  for  refreshments. 
He  had  only  one  other  observation  to 
make,  and  it  had  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court). The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  prepared  to  vote  against 
the  9th  clause  being  retained,  and  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shielda 
(Mr.  J.  C.  Stevenson),  were  going  to 
give  a  bogus  vote.  Speaking  for  him- 
self and  ui  thoee  with  whom  he  acted, 
he  boldly  stated  that  th^  meant  to  vote 
in  the  way  etated  because  they  thought 
it  was  the  most  effective  vote  Ihey  could 
give  in  favour  of  Sunday  dosing. 
They  maintained  that  the  analogy  of 
legislation  in  the  past  was  distinctly  in 
favour  of  general  as  opposed  to  piece- 
meal legis^ion.  Already  Sunday  Clos- 
ing Acts  had  been  passed  for  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  Ireland.  It  was  true  that 
in  Ireland  certain  towns  were  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  but 
those  were  statutory  exemptions,  and  if 
it  was  neoesaary  to  have  statutory  ex- 
empiions  in  England,  there  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  having  such  introduced  into 
the  Act.  He  trusted  that  the  preeent 
proposal  of  the  Government  would  be 
accepted,  and  that  the  question  of  Sun- 
day closing  would  be  dealt  with  upon 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields. 

Me.  T.  fey  (DarUngton)  said,  that 

as  he  took  some  interest  during  the 

last  two  Parliaments  in   the    Bill    for 

closing  puhlio-houses  in  the  county  of 

[Tenik  Ntght.'] 
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Bome  day  or  other  the  Ooant;  Connotls 
would  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  U.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  by  this  Bill  an  en- 
deavouT  was  made  to  Rive  the  country 
hopes  which  oould  not  be  realized.  He 
was  reminded  that  this  QoTemment 
pasBsd  on  Act  for  the  relief  of  agrical- 
tural  tenants,  and  then  they  gave  power 
to  the  parties  to  contract  themselves  out 
of  the  Act.  It  was  as  well  that  certain 
Supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  be  reminded  of  the  part 
they  had  taken  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  Sunday  closing.  The  hon, 
and  learned  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Aberoromby  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence),  speaking  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1886,  upon  the  questioa 
of  Sunday  closing,  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  iQ  favour  of  committing  this 
question  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oxford  TTniverut; 
(Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  also  spoke  very 
strongly  in  the  same  direction.  In  re- 
ference to  the  County  of  Durham  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
indignantly,  what  was  to  be  done  for 
the  other  countiesf  He  said — "  In  the 
name  of  common  sense  let  ua  have  a 
comprehensive  measure,  one  relating  to 
the  whole  country."  But  now,  when  a 
comprehensive  measure  was  introduced, 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Qentleman  would  be 
found  voting  against  it.  He  (Mr.  T. 
Fry)  was  especially  interested  in  this 
clause  because  he  had  put  down  one  or 
two  Amendments  to  it.  One  of  hie 
Amendments  provided  for  an  earlier 
closing  of  publio-honses  on  Saturday 
nights.  There  were  several  Members 
of  the  House  who  had  spoken  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  early  olosing 
of  publio-boiiees  on  Saturday  nights, 
and  no  one  had  done  so  more  strongly 
than  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  present 
Tinder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Btuart-Wortley). 
Speaking  on  the  2nd  of  April,  1884, 
upon  the  question  of  Sunday  closing, 
he  said  he  thought  it  would  be  far 
better  if  their  efforts  were  directed  to 
earlier  olosing  on  Saturday  when  work- 
ing men  had  their  wages  burning  in 
their  pockets. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  entitled  to  disouas  his 
Amendment  to  the  clause  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  T.  FBY  said,  be  was  only 
alluding  to  it  as  a  reason  why  the 
clause  should  be  retained  in  the  Bill, 


Durham  on  Sundays,  he  would  like  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  this  clause,  In 
the  first  place,  let  him  say  be  did  not 
consider  the  hon..  Member  for  Barrow 
(Mr.  Oaine)  had  any  more  right  to  speak 
in  the  House  for  the  Temperance  Party 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Party 
who  supported  temperance  legislation. 
He  denied  altogether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's assertion  that  the  temperance 
aesoctations  throughout  the  country  wers 
in  favour  of  the  withdrawal  of  this  clause 
&om  the  Local  Qovernment  Sill.  The 
last  two  speakers  seemed  to  think  that 
this  clause  must  be  withdrawn  because 
other  olauaea  were  to  be  withdrawn ; 
but  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt)  they  saw  that  that 
was  an  entire  mistake.  The  question 
of  Sunday  olosing  was  entirely  and 
totally  distinct  from  licensing  and  the 
qneetion  of  compensation.  The  bon. 
Member  forFalkirk  (Mr.  W.P.Sinclair) 
made  a  great  mistake  in  supposing  that 
the  Temperance  Party  had  even  as  a 
Body  asked  that  the  power  of  tioensing 
should  not  be  transferred  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  All  that  temperance 
reformers  had  asked  was  that  the  Com- 

?9nsation  Clauses  should  be  abandoned, 
he  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
reference  to  this  question  was  ex- 
traordinary in  the  last  degree.  When 
he  first  read  these  clauses  he  never 
expectod  they  would  pass ;  they  were 
far  too  good  to  come  from  a  Tory 
Government.  He  thought  that  nothing 
BO  good  could  possibly  come  out  of  the 
Tory  camp.  The  change  in  the  course 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Looal  Ouvemment 
Board  (Mr.  Bitchie)  was  very  extra- 
ordinary. The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
said  the  Government  did  not  shrink 
from  the  position  which  it  had  taken  up, 
and  yet  it  was  shrinking  as  far  as  it 
could.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
fessed to  be  very  much  afraid  of  the 
exoitoment  which  the  introduction  of 
the  question  of  Sunday  closing  into  the 
elections  for  the  County  Councils  would 
cause.  It  was  strange  lie  did  not  think 
of  that  before  be  brought  in  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon,  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  must 
bear  in  mind  that,  even  if  this  clause 
were  withdrawn,  the  question  of  Sunday 
closing  would  enter  into  the  electionB, 
because  the  people  would  feel  sure  that 
Mr.  T.  Fry 
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The  Oommittee  would  remember  that 
measures  had  been  introduoed  for  the 
adoption  of  Sunday  closing  in  three 
Northern  counties  poeeeesing  a  popula- 
tion of  4,000,000.  There  could  be  uo 
doubt  that  those  counties  were  as  much 
entitled  to  those  Bills  as  Monmouth  and 
Oomwall,  and  he  vas  aony  that  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  had  been  re- 
strained by  the  slightest  shriek  of  oppo- 
sition from  doing  the  good  proposed  in 
the  clause.  He  believed,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Oocker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  (Sir 
WiUrid  Lawson)  had  said,  that  it  was 
fear  of  the  publican  party  vhioh  had 
inspired  in  the  Gk)verDment  a  desire  to 
take  this  clause  out  of  the  Bill.  The 
newspaper  sometimes  termed  the  "lead- 
ing journal,"  that  was  to  say,  Th«  Timei, 
some  days  ago  had  made  the  monstrous 
statement  that  the  clause  had  been  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  "  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  injuring  the  publican,"  He  (Mr. 
Fry)  contradicted  that  altogether.  None 
of  them  wished  to  injure  the  publican 
per  It.  No  doubt  the  publicans  wore 
an  honourable  class  of  men,  as  honour- 
able aa  other  claases,  and  there  could  be 
no  desire  on  the  part  of  anyone  to  in- 
flict an  uunecessary  injury  upon  them. 
The  fact  was,  in  this  controversy  they 
did  not  take  any  notice  of  the  publican, 
their  desire  being  to  ameliorate  the 
social  condition  of  the  people,  and  to 
obtain  for  a  large  number  of  persons — 
somBtbing  like  300,000— who  were  now 
engaged  throughout  the  country  in  the 
sale  of  drink  on  Sunday,  their  lawful 
rest  on  the  Sabbath  day.  They  were 
acting  in  this  matter  from  a  far  nobler 
and  higher  motive  than  a  mere  desire  to 
do  harm  to  the  publican  jwr  »«. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  be  should  not  treat  the  deliberate 
intentions 
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substantial  desire,  which  they  still  held 
to  and  which  they  wished  to  see  realized 
at  some  more  favourable  moment,  to 
transfer  the  licensing  powers  from  the 
present  irresponsible  magistrates  to 
the  responsible  Body,  the  Oounty 
Oounoil.  If  that  were  so,  hon.  Members 
had  occasion  to  ask  what  could  have  in- 
duced the  Qovernment  to  run  away  in 
that  extraordinary  fashion  from  their 
own  proposals?  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment had  somewhat  misunderstood 
and  exaggerated  the  meaning  of  the 
opposition  which  had  sprung  up  out-of- 
doors.  The  whole  crux  of  the  matter 
was  this, — he  believed  that  there  would 
have  been  no  opposition  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  Temperance  Societies 
throughout  the  country  to  the  present 
clause,  which  he  did  not  regard  as  a 
licensing  clause,  or  to  the  four  following 
clauses,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  vexed  subject  of  compen- 
sation. Now  let  him  (Mr,  Hlingworth) 
ask  whether  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Qovernment  to  abandon  all  these 
clauses?  Oould  they  not  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  abandon  the  proposal  iu 
regard  to  compensation  simply  ?  That 
was  surely  a  reasonable  question  to  put 
to  the  Qovernment ;  for  how  did  the 
matter  stand  as  to  compensation  ?  It 
had  been  urged — at  that  moment  it  was 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  that  the  question  as  to  compensa- 
tion was  lub judie«~th&t  recently  deci- 
sions had  been  given  by  the  Courts 
adverse  to  the  claims  of  the  publicans  to 
compensation  in  the  event  of  the  closing 
of  a  public- house,  but  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  had  gone  on  to  say  that  it  was 
likely  that  the  decision  would  be  made 
the  subject  of  appeal,  and  for  that 
reason  he  objected  to  the  discussion  of 
~'  lyinaBiil 
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hiB  present  safe  positioii  P  Wh^  BhoQld 
tbe  right  hoc.  Gentleman  tlis  President 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board  in  a  Bill 
of  this  nature  haye  introduced  a  proposal 
which  would  give  the  publican  a  new 
and  increased  security?  If  it  did  not 
give  additional  security,  it  was  more 
mysterious  still  why  &e  GoTemmont 
should  have  introduced  this  question  of 
oompensatioa,  which  was  so  embarras- 
sing to  the  Bill.  Of  course,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  declared  on 
the  second  reading,  and  stated  it  broadly 
as  a  comfort  to  the  publican  interest,  that 
the  intention  of  the  Government  in 
drafting  the  compensation  provisions 
was  to  give  new  and  increased  eecurity 
to  the  publican  interest. 

Mb.  EITOHIE:  That  statement  has 
been  often  repeated  during  the  debate, 
but  has  only  a  certain  amountoffoimda- 
tion.  The  way  it  is  put  leads  to  an  al- 
together wrong  inference.  What  I  said 
was  that  it  had  been  stated  that  the  effect 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
would  be  to  give  additional  security — 
not  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  additional  security  to 
the  publican,  but  that  it  had  been  stated 
that  such  would  be  the  effect.  Subse- 
quently I  stated  in  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  me  ia  the  House,  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Government  there  was 
foundation  for  that  statement,  because  it 
would  protect  the  publican  from  the 
local  veto  which  is  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Cocker- 
mouth  Division  of  Cumberland  without 
compensation.  In  that  sense,  no  doubt, 
the  position  of  the  publican  would  be 
better. 

Ma.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was 
very  possible  to  put  a  wrong  coustruotion 
upon  the  statement  of  a  Miuister  in 
charge  of  a  Bill,  but  still  he  must  hold 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  this— that 
being  a  man  of  common  sense  and  of 
some  experience,  and  knowing  the  di£B- 
culties  they  were  about  to  grapple  with 
in  the  measure,  he  had  held  out  to  the 
publican  interest  a  superior  security  as 
emanating  from  this  Bill  to  that  which 
it  possessed  before.  He  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  again  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  this  question,  if  the  pub- 
lican had  a  security  under  the  existing 
law,  why  should  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man  have  oomplioatad  the  Bill  byplaciDK 
these  clauses  in  it  7  Heeincerelybalieved 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  dasiie 
was  to  see  brought  abont  a  mitigation  of 
the  abuses  uf  the  liquor  law  in  this 
country,  The  Government  had  been 
obliged  to  abandon  some  chaiiahed 
clauses  of  their  own.  They  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  he  said, 
appreciated  many  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  and  would  have  liked  to  see  them 
carried  out  without  this  unfortunate  bar 
of  gold  driven  iato  these  unfortunate 
clauses.  He  would  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour  make  another  appeal  to  tha  Go- 
vernment, and  would  ask  them  especiaUj 
as  to  this  9th  clause— and  he  would 
press  a  similar  appeal  upon  them  aa  to 
the  other  clauses  it  was  proposed  to  aban- 
don if  opportunity  presented  iteelt — to 
take  into  consideration  the  possibility  of 
again  setting  this  clause  on  its  legs.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Goveni- 
ment  would  meet  with  such  acquiescence 
on  that  (theOpposition)  side  of  the  Honse 
as  would  render  it  easy  to  do  as  he  sug- 
gested, it  there  were  a  concorrenoe  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  un- 
doubtedly there  would  be  such  concur- 
rence, that  the  Government  would  never 
have  brought  forward  a  proposal  of  this 
kind  without  being  first  assured  of  the 
support  of  the  main  body  of  Gentlemen 
on  their  side  of  the  House.  He  might 
say  that  there  would  be  absolute 
unanimity  on  this  question,  with  the 
exception  perhaps  of  a  few  Gentlemen 
whose  intellect  he  was  bound  to  say  was 
clouded  at  that  moment,  and  whose  con- 
science he  was  also  bound  to  say  vat 
somewhat  seared.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  Government  would  find  this 
clause  received  as  generously  by  their 
supporters  in  general  as  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  Even  if  this  clauw 
were  now  omitted,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Qovetn- 
ment  Board  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  whole  matter  would  have  to  be 
fought  out  again,  end  that  the  time  of 
Parliament  would  have  to  be  devoted  on 
some  future  occasion  to  the  threshing 
out  of  the  matter.  Therefore,  there  was 
very  good  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  adhere  to  bis  original 
proposal,  and  with  the  support  of  both 
sides  of  the  House  carry  this  elause 
through.  There  would  be  no  protracted 
discussion  upon  it.  They  could,  at  any 
rate,  give  the  right  hon.  Gestleamntfut 
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this  9th  clause  waa  that  they  were  to 
have  a  digouiBion  upon  this  question  of 
Sunday  closing  generally  on  a  Sunday 
Closing  Bill.  Well,  he  desired  to  knov 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
(Mr.  Caine)  had  any  aacurity  from  the 
Govemment  that  they  would  give  any 
facility  whatever  for  the  diseusBion  of 
that  Bill  or  any  support  to  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Slember  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  3.  Chamberlain)  had  said  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  support  that  Bill. 
Yes ;  but  something  more  than  that  waa 
necessary.  If  Gentleman  who  were 
aaxious  on  this  Sunday  closing  questioii 
were  to  have  any  substantial  comfort, 
and  the  question  waa  to  be  at  all  ad- 
vanced, they  should  have  some  under- 
taking from  the  Government  that  both 
in  this  House  and  in  " another  place" 
they  would  give  the  measure  all  the 
support  in  their  power.  He  (Mr.  Illiag< 
worth)  was  afraid  they  could  not  reckon 
very  much  on  the  assistanoe  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  because  that  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  was  iu  an  unfortunate  poii- 
tion.  Hs  had  made  it  clear  that  he 
would  not  further  curtail  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  publican  interest  with- 
out compensation  being  given  to  them. 
Well,  if  he  were  to  vote  for  this  Sunday 
Oloeiug  Bill,  and  the  Bill  became  law, 
it  was  clear  that  one-seventh  of  the  pub* 
licans  profits  would  go.  It  was  quite 
true  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
aot  in  that  matter  on  Sabbatarian 
grounds,  because  he  did  not  hold  Sab- 
batarian views ;  but  he  was  opposed  to 
Sunday  trading,  because  he  knew  that 
more  drinking  went  on  on  the  Sunday 
and  that  the  evils  of  intemperance  were 
more  prevalent  on  that  day.  If  Sunday 
closing  were  passed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  support,  on  the  ground 
that  the  evils  of  drinking  were  greater 
upon  a  certain  day,  would  he  be  pre- 
pared subsequently  to  adopt  that  argu- 
ment as  to  another  day  in  the  week ; 
because  an  question  ably  there  would  be 
similar  ground  for  such  argument.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  evidently  in  a 
difficulty  in  this  matter,  because  while 
he  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  pub- 
licans' rights  and  privileges  in  that  way, 
their  privileges  would  be  whittled  away 
by  degrees.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Banow  had  given  Notice 
of    opposition    to    all   the    lioenaiag 


aesuranoe.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  a  further  objection.  He 
had  said  that  it  would  be  an  unfortunate 
thing  that  the  new  County  Conncila,  as 
soon  as  appointed,  should  have  put  before 
them  such  a  vexed  and  heated  question 
as  this  of  Sunday  closing.  Well,  if  the 
Government  had  left  the  Bill  in  its 
original  form,  he  (Mr.  Itlingworth}  could 
imagine  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  saying 
that  the  County  CounoilB  would  have 
had  plenty  of  other  auhjeots  to  oocupy 
their  attention ;  but  as  the  Bill  now 
stood,  with  the  prospect  of  its  being  fur- 
ther lightened,  he  could  not  imagine  for 
A  moment  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eould  expect  men  of  business  and  men 
who  valued  their  time,  and  objected  to 
sacrifice  it  unnecessarily,  to  coma  for- 
ward and  connect  themselves  with  these 
local  Councils  at  all.  He  was  bound  to 
say  this — that  if  these  Councils  were  to 
be  of  any  value  whatever,  they  must 
take  up  those  burning  questions  that  in- 
terested the  constituencies  by  whom  they 
were  returned  on  the  Councils.  What 
were  they  for  otherwise  ?  It  was  said 
that  that  House  had  its  hands  burdened 
and  overburdened,  and  no  doubt  that 
was  the  case ;  but  they  had  to  take  up 
the  question,  and  they  would  have  in  the 
future  to  discuss  it  on  its  merits,  in  order 
that  some  progress  might  be  made  with 
this  Sunday  closing  question.  He 
thought  there  waa  every  reaeon  in  the 
world  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  re-consider  this  point,  and  if  the 
interval  of  the  dinner  hour  induced  him 
to  say,  "Very  well,  in  view  of  the 
general  concurrence  of  Members  on  both 
sides  in  favour  of  the  retention  of  this 
clause,  the  clause  should  not  be 
omitted,"  he  (Mr.  Uling worth)  was  sure 
that  general  satisfaction  would  be  felt 
by  all  parties.  As  to  the  question  of 
oompensation,  which  was  unfortunately 
such  a  difGcult  one  in  connection  with 
this  and  subsequent  clauses,  he  believed 
the  question  stood  thus — a  sort  of  bribe 
to  gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  to  bring  about  their 
acquiescence  in  the  provisions  which 
followed.  Well,  no  doubt  the  great 
majority  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  either  side  of  the  House  were 
sincerely  desirous  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  evils  that  arose  out  of  Sunday 
trading ;  but  the  delusion  that  ho  many 
had  fallen  into  in  assenting  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  strike  out 
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Member?  Was  it  poBsible  for  the  Qo- 
yeramoiit  to  tske  it  it  up  and  treat  it 
from  an  Imperial  standpoint?  He  had 
no  suoh  anticipations,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  that  he  would  ur^e  the  Government 
to  stand  by  this  clause,  and  to  let  them 
have  a  bird  iu  th«  hand  rather  than  a 
bird  in  the  bash  which  would  have  bo 
many  opportunities  of  eluding  their 
fingering  in  the  future.  It  was  a  matter 
for  serious  consideration  on  the  part  of 
the  Qoremment  whether  they  would 
follow  the  wiser  and  batter  and  more 
rational  course  on  this  matter  of  keep- 
ingin  the  clause,  or  whether  they  would 
yield  to  the  clamour  of  the  publicans' 
interest  and  strike  it  out.  That  was  the 
difficulty  of  the  Government.  They  bad 
a  lai^  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ready  to  support  them  if  they 
went  forward  with  the  clause,  and  he 
sincerely  hoped  that,  in  the  interest 
of  the  well-being  of  the  country,  they 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  dropped. 

Ma.  HANDEL  0088HAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  ha  bad  had  an  opportunity  of 
attending  the  temperance  meeting  of 
hon.  Members  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  and  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
IlliDgworth)  had  referred,  and  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  explain  where 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  was  wrong 
in  the  position  he  had  taken  up.  No 
doubt,  if  there  were  a  prospect  of  get- 
ting a  Sunday  Closing  Bill  entire,  the 
temperance  advocates  in  the  House 
would  be  in  favour  of  it ;  but  there  was 
not  a  very  clear  prospect  of  such  a  Bill 
being  passed,  and  the  hon.  Member  had 
no  right  to  say  that  the  Temperance 
Party  were  opposed  to  the  present 
clause.  They  supported  it  as  it  stood, 
though,  no  doubt  if  the;  could  get 
public-houses  shut  up  everywhere  on 
Sundays,  the  majority  would  be  infavour 
of  it.  The  bon.  Member  for  Barrow 
had  put  down  Notice  of  opposition  to 
everyone  of  the  licensing  Clauses  except 
this,  therefore,  the  hon,  Qentleman  must 
be  taken  as  holding  that  this  clause  was 
one  which  should  not  be  got  rid  of.  Un- 
like the'hon.  Member,  he  (Mr.  Oossham) 
oould  not  vote  against  the  clause,  which 
would  go  very  far  in  the  direotion  he 
desired  to  proceed.  He  admitted  that  - 
the  clause  did  not  go  so  far  as  he  should 
like,  but  it  went  in  his  direction,  and 
he  believed  that  the  effect  of  its  being 
passed  would  be  to  reduce  very  largely 
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Clauses,  but  had  not  ^ven  Notice  of 
any  opposition  to  that  clause.  Befer- 
ence  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Members  connected  with  the  Temper- 
ance Party  upstairs,  and  as  the  subject 
bad  been  touched  upon  iu  a  candid 
spirit,  and  no  reluctance  had  been  dis- 
played in  dealing  with  it,  he  might 
mention  the  course  the  hon.  Member 
himself  took  when  the  question  of  these 
clauses  was  considered  at  that  meeting. 
It  was  evident  from  the  outset  that  the 
bon.  Gentleman  was  about  to  take  a  very 
peculiar  course,  and  while  some  Mem- 
bers were  urging  that  they  ought  to 
press  the  Government  to  stand  by  this 
clause,  the  hon.  Member  pointed  out 
that  the  Government  woiud  put  the 
closure  on  if  it  was  attempted  to  dis- 
cuss these  olauees.  Well,  he  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth)  had  far  more  faith  in  the  sound 
sense  of  the  Government  than  he  had  in 
that  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  and  be  declared 
at  the  time  that  be  did  not  believe  they 
would  run  very  much  risk  in  the  matter 
— that  the  Government  had  given  Notice 
of  their  intention  to  withdraw  the  clause, 
and,  that  being  so,  they  were  bound  to 
allow  the  House  of  Commons  to  express 
its  opinion  on  the  subject  of  that  with- 
drawal— and  be  was  glad  to  be  able 
to  add  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  moving  the  withdrawal  of  this 
clause,  had  left  an  opening  for  the  fair 
and  reasonable  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posal. He  (Mr.  Uliogworth)  could  only 
add,  in  conclusion,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment, weakly  as  he  conddered  it,  aban- 
doned the  clause  at  that  moment,  they 
would  add  to  the  embarrassment  of 
Parliament  in  the  future.  Nobody  ex- 
pected that  the  Bill  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson) 
would  be  carried  this  Session.  It  was 
to  be  relegated  to  nest  Session.  The 
Qovemmenc  had  been  very  careful  not 
to  overburden  itself  with  obligations 
for  this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  bis  Colleagues 
would  not  deny  that  next  Session  had 
in  prospect  for  them  an  increased  and 
greater  variety  of  work  than  they  had 
undertaken  this  Session.  It  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  stave  off  many 
other  important  ques lions.  What,  then, 
would  be  the  prospect  of  this  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  in  the  halids  of  a  private 
Xr.  Jlltngtoorth 
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the  evils  at  the  liquor  trafflo  on  Sundays. 
He  oertatnly  did  not  understand  how 
anyone,  vith  tbeintereat  of  temperance 
at  heart,  oould  go  against  the  clause. 
He  Qould  understand  &e  argument,  that 
in  voting  for  the  clause  some  injury 
might  be  done  to  the  Government ;  but 
that  argument  would  have  no  weight 
with  him,  as  he  valued  the  clause  far 
more  than  the  Qoverument.  He  was 
certainly  grateful  to  them  for  having 
proposed  it,  but  that  gratitude  was  con- 
siderably tempered,  seeing  that  they  now 
proposed  to  abandon  it.  He  was  very 
sorry  they  had  oome  to  that  determina- 
tion. He  did  not  think  there  was  a 
question  which  had  made  so  muob  pro- 
gress in  this  country  as  Sunday  closing, 
and  whether  the  Qovemment  abandoned 
the  clause  or  not,  he  was  sure  that  in 
this  country  we  were  getting  within 
reach  of  Sunday  closing.  He  supported 
the  clause,  not  only  on  the  ground  of 
Sabbatarian  Ism,  but  because  he  thought 
if  they  prevented  all  other  forma  of 
trade  on  Sunday,  they  ought  aertainly 
to  put  a  stop  to  that  particular  form 
which  was  most  dangerous.  Surely  the 
sale  of  liquor  was  not  more  necessary 
than  the  sale  of  food  and  clothes,  and 
yet  the  sale  of  food  and  clothes  was  pro- 
hibited, while  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  was  not.  If  they  made  an  ex- 
ception at  all  is  this  case,  it  should  not 
be  in  favour  of  a  traffic  which  was  dan- 
g^eroas  to  the  public  safety.  He  desired 
to  see  the  clause  passed,  because  he 
recognized  the  great  principle  which  the 
noble  Lord  at  uie  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  recommended  to  the  country. 
He  could  not  understand  how  the  Go- 
vernment could  abandon  a  clause  whinh 
its  own  Head  had  put  before  the  country 
distinctly  as  a  separate  question.  He 
should  have  thought  it  an  insult  to  the 
Head  of  the  Conservative  Party  to  with- 
draw this  olause  from  the  Bill,  seeing 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  advocated  this 
principle  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
He  (Mr.  Cosaham)  advocated  tlie  cause, 
not  because  he  desired  to  see  a  Party 
triumph  secured,  but  he  advocated  it  on 
its  own  merits,  because  he  believed  it 
would  work  a  vast  amount  of  good.  He 
desired  to  add  his  appeal  to  that  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  West  Bradford  (Ur. 
Illingworth)  to  the  Government  to  re- 
consider the  position.  He  oould  assure 
them  that  if  they  would  give  the  oouDtry 
tbia  clause,  they  would  lay  the  whole 


community  under  a  great  obligation  to 
them.  They  would  be  putting  a  check 
upon  the  tendency  of  the  present  licens- 
ing arrangements  to  demoralize  the 
peo[)Ie,  and  the  people  would  be  pro- 
portion ateiy  grateful.  Let  them,  in 
connection  with  this  Local  Government 
Bill,  by  all  means  retain  one  of  its  most 
important  sections — namely,  the  olause 
which  would  put  power  into  the  hands 
of  the  people  to  control  this  drink  trafBo 
on  Sundays.  He  should  like  to  see  it 
go  farther,  and  give  them  not  only 
Sunday  closing,  but  closing  on  electiau 
days,  and  even  the  day  after  elections, 
if  possible,  as  he  believed  in  that  way 
the  interests  of  the  public  would  be 
served  and  elections  would  be  rendered 
much  purer  that  at  pri»ent.     He  ap- 

Sealed  to  the  Government  not  to  witn- 
raw  the  clause. 

Mb.  GONTBEAEE  COornwall,  Cam- 
borne) (who  rose  amidst  cries  of 
"Divide!  Divide!")  said,  that  when 
he  read  a  telegram  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  one  of  his  political  oppo- 
nents, hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried  "  Di- 
vide ! "  would  see  he  had  some  reason 
for  desiring  to  speak.  This  was  the 
telegram  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
which  he  bad  cherished  so  closely  that 
it  had  come  to  pieces.     It  was  from  a 

tentleman  connected  with  the  Cornwall 
unday  Closing  Association,  and  it  was 
in  these  words — 

"The  ComwtU  Sandsj  ClosiiiK  AMOoisticn 
EzceDtive  Committee.  At  s  meating  now 
beiDjt  held,  nr^e  yoiir  utmost  effort*  to  get  ths 
9th  dause  retaioed." 

Now,  that  mandate,  which  was  only  a 
few  days  old — not  two  years  old,  like  uiat 
of  the  Government  and  the  Unionists- 
had  come  to  him,  as  he  had  said,  from 
one  of  his  political  opponents  in  the 
division  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
That  telegram,  in  conjunction  with  the 
fact  that  all  his  supporters  were  heutily 
with  him  on  this  question,  entitled  him, 
he  thought,  to  say  that  his  constitaenta 
were  unanimous  in  favour  of  the  reten- 
tion of  this  clause,  and  he  should  be  aa 
false  to  his  duty  as  those  hoh.  Gentle- 
itien  who  called  themselves  Liberal 
Unionists,  but  whom  he  called  dissen- 
tients and  violators  of  their  principles, 
who  now  supported  the  Government  in 
their  proposal  to  abandon  the  clause,  if 
he  did  not  lift  up  his  voice  in  support  of 
an  opposite  couree.  He  had  noticed  that 
throughout  the  passage  of  this  measure 
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the  Goreniindnt  had  been  wfaittling 
away  eTeiything  that  was  good  in  it, 
and  that  as  there  was  veiy  little  of  that 
oommodity  at  the  comnienoement,  there 
was  now  very  little  left  except  what  waa 
bad.  He  would,  with  the  permiBaion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  OoTomment  Board,  answer 
the  interruption  which  had  occurred  a 
abort  time  ago,  and  ask  him  whether  he 
still  adhered,  in  the  face  of  the  quota- 
tions which  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  would 
make  from  bis  speech,  to  what  he  had 
said  just  now'^  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  heard  these  quotations, 
he  (Ur.  Oonybeare)  would  not  trouble 
himself  to  refer  further  to  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman's  speeches,  and  ha  would, 
therefore,  be  at  liberty  to  go  to  his 
dinner  with  a  olear  conscienee.  It  was 
true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  just  now  in  answer  to  an  bon. 
Member,  that  he  had  used  this  argu- 
ment— 

"  It  might  be  laiil,  with  some  juitice,  that  the 
pnblicani  would  uiido>iht«dly  be  under  a  por- 
tion of  the  olSiaw  in  %  maoh  more  Mcure  and 
fAToar«blB   petition    tluia   tbej   oooapied   st 

The  right  bon.  Gentleman  asked  them 
to  believe  that  be  was  merely  dealing 
with  this  a^punent,  and  that  he  did  not 
in  express  terms  admit  that  he  was 
patting  the  publicans  in  a  more  seours 
position. 

Mk.  BITOHIE  said,  he  begged  par- 
don. He  had  said  that  the  publicans 
would  be  placed  in  a  better  position. 

Mk.  CONTBEAJIE  said,  then  he  did 
not  see  the  object  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman's  provious  interruption.  It 
bad  been  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  confeasedly 
placing  the  publicans  in  a  better  posi- 
tion, and  that  he  knew  it,  and  be  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pre- 
vious interruption  to  mean  that  be 
disputed  that  assertion.  He  had  gone 
on  to  say,  after  be  had  put  an  argument 
as  he  supposed  others  would  put  it — 
"We  say  to  the  trade  we  recognize  yoiir 
claim  to  compensation,  and  we  give  you 
maotically  a  vested  interest  by  the  Bill," 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
would  perhaps  no  longer  adhere  to  the 
opinion  that  publicans  had  a  vested 
interest  in  their  business.  The  right 
boD.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  aaid, 
"  We  give  yon  practically  a  reated  in- 
J/r.  Conf/hiart 


terest  by  the  Bill,  and  we  think  that  in 
consideratian  of  placing  you  on  so  Dndi 
mare  seoure  a  footing  than  you  at  pre- 
sent occupy,  we  may  fairly  ask  you  to 
pay  something  more  than  yon  do  at  prt- 
sent  for  your  licence."  That  appeared 
to  him  (Ur.  Conybeare)  a  sentiment  m 
straightforward,  ingenious,  and  positive 
that  he  could  not  understand  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  making  any  attempt  no* 
to  explain  it  away.  As  he  had  said  before, 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had  understood, 
and  he  believed  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  aide  oftheHonH 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn'i 
interruption  to  mean  that  be  did  not 
express  that  sentiment  in,  at  any  rate, 
BO  positive  a  manner.  Bnt  there  wai 
only  one  interpretation  to  be  put  upon 
that  sentence.  However,  he  (Ur. 
Conybeare)  would  not  press  that  point 
fur^er.  He  waa  more  interested  for 
the  moment  in  dealing  with  some  of 
those  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Usm- 
ber  for  Barrow  (Ur.  Caine),  who  seemed, 
with  all  hie  taunting  of  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroourt),  to  be  taking  ever;- 
body  and  everybody  else's  interesti 
under  bis  own  special  patronage,  and  to 
think  that  no  one  had  a  right  to  speak 
on  the  Temperance  Question  but  him- 
self. The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
assume  in  the  most  patronising  ws; 
imaginable  the  preeidenoy  and  leader- 
ship of  every  Local  Option  organiEatiaD 
and  Temperanoe  society,  federation,  or 
association  in  the  country.  He  came 
down  to  the  House,  and  in  a  most  gran- 
diloquent  way,  surveying  the  Empire 
from  China  to  Peru,  assured  the  House 
that  be  only  was  entitled  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  Temperance  cause,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  faot,  whether  they  looked 
at  Land's  End  in  the  South,  or  went 
North  to  John  o'  Groat's  House,  there 
was  no  Temperance  association  in  tbe 
ouutttry  whiob  had  not  expressed  itself 
in  favour  of  the  retention  of  this  Sundsf 
closing  clause.  If  the  hon.  Hember 
for  Barrow  supposed  that  the  people  of 
Cornwall  were  not  in  favour  of  the  re- 
tention of  the  clause,  he  knew  as  mQcb 
about  their  opinion  as  he  did,  when, 
some  time  ago,  he  went  down  to  try  to 
get  a  Dissentient  Liberal  returned  in 
Uie  county.  There  were  some  Members 
of  the  House  who  were  black  sheep  in 
the  Cornish  fold.  There  was  tbe  ban- 
Member  for.  tiia  Tntro  Divisioa  Qtt. 
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W.  B.  Smith),  who  possessed  faw  friends, 
either  among  Tories  or  Liberals,  and 
be  ohallenged  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  saj 
wbether  ha  proposed,  either  by  hia  voice 
or  his  Tate,  to  trj  the  sentimeats  of  bis 
constituents,  or  to  support  bis  allies  on 
those  Benches  in  their  attnmpt  further 
toemaeoulatetheBill.  Ifthebon.  Gen- 
tleman Teutured  to  vote  for  the  ezclu- 
elusion  of  the  clause,  it  vould,  he 
thought,  take  a  great  deal  more  than  hia 
eloquence  to  persuade  his  constituents 
to  return  him  at  the  next  election.  Then 
there  was  the  hon.  Uember  for  the 
Western  Division  of  the  county  (Mr. 
Bolitho),  who  had  declared  himself  very 
strongly  agunst  the  Compensation 
Clauses.  What  he  had  said  in  parti- 
oular  with  reference  to  the  9th  clause 
he  did  not  recollect ;  bat  he  trusted  be 
would  state  In  the  name  of  hia  Cornish 
oonstituenta  whether  they  wished  the 
clause  to  be  retained  or  not.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  the  hon.  Ifember  would, 
to  use  a  Oomish  phrase,  find  himself  in 
a  v»Tj  tight  place  if  he  did  not  speak 
in  favour  of  the  clause.  One  would 
have  thought  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present  that  the  Tory  Uember  repre- 
senting one  of  the  most  temperate  and 
sober  counties  in  the  country,  and  being 
specially  commended — the  Members  for 
Penrhyn  (Mr.  C.  W.  Q.  Cavendish 
Bentinck)  and  Plymouth  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke  and  Sir  Edward  Bates) — would 
have  taken  sufficient  interest  in  this  im- 
portant clause,  which  was  regarded  in 
Cornwall  as  more  important  than  all  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  farther,  to  come  down 
and  see  that  the  interests  of  their  several 
constituenoies  were  safeguarded  by  the 
retention  of  the  clause.  The  Cornwall 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  had  been  before 
the  House  before  and  since  he  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  it,  and  it  had  only 
been  prevented  from  becoming  law  by 
systematic  obstruction.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North-East 
Manchester  (Sir  James  Fergusion)  had 
spoken  on  this  matter,  and  had  ex- 
plained that  the  want  of  time  amply 
justified  the  Government  in  throwing 
over  the  Licensing  Clauses.  That  was 
a  fallacious  argument ;  want  of  time 
might  have  justified  them  in  that  par- 
ticular, but  this  clause  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  licensing  scheme 
of  the  Government.  Moreover,  it  was 
ridienlons  for  the  Govemmeot  to  take 
np    that  jKuition,    because   they   had 


entered  into  a  contract  with  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  that  if  they 
would  support  them  they  should  have  a 
whole  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  Stevenson)— that  was  to  say,  they 
allotted  a  day  of  the  Session  to  be  used 
on  a  Bill  which  they  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  pressing  forward. 
Whan  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  aslud 
the  other  day  wh'ether  the  Government 
intended  to  allow  the  Imperial  Sunday 
Closure  measure  to  go  beyond  the 
second  reading,  he  said  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  They 
knew  then  that  the  whole  thing  was  one 
of  those  little  comedies  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  the  habit  of  getting 
up  for  the  entertainment  of  light-minded 
people  throughout  the  country,  and 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  assisting 
the  progreae  of  the  Bill  if  it  was  read  the 
second  time,  or  of  advising  their  Friends 
in  the  Upper  House  to  nave  anything 
to  do  with  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,  in  the  most  candid  manner, 
hod  said  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  passed 
with  his  assistance ;  but  he  and  bis  hon. 
Friends  were  not  content  with  that — 
they  intended  to  fight  for  the  clause, 
and  for  the  Imperial  measure  aa  well. 
They  were  not  going  to  give  up  their 
first  line  of  defence,  and  fall  back  on 
their  second,  until  they  were  compelled 
to  do  so.  If  it  were  true  that  the  Tem- 
perance Societies  throughout  the  ooun- 
try  had  expressed  themselves,  as  a 
whole,  ready  to  give  up  the  clause,  he 
could  only  say  that  every  one  of  them 
had  been  falae  to  their  principles.  He 
would  aak  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North -East  Manchester 
what  the  Church  of  England  Temper- 
ance Society  was  going  to  do  in  this 
matter?  They  professed,  as  an  asso- 
ciation, to  be  in  favour  of  Temperance 
principles ;  but  when  an  election  came, 
what  did  they  do  ?  How  many  parsons 
in  the  Isle  of  Thanet  were  going  to  vote 
for  Mr.  Knatohbull  •  Hugessen,  and 
bow  many  of  them  were  allied  with  the 
publican  interest?  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  sincere  and  his  Friends 
were  the  eame,  they  would  not  merely 
support  the  Temperance  Party  on  every 
occasion  at  the  polls,  but  they  would 
make  use  of  the  pulpits  open  to  them  to 
declaim  and  preach  more  than  they  did 
against  the  evils  of  intemperance.    The 
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vith  sweetmeats  and  other  prasenta  for 
bringing  oQBtom  to  their  doors.  That 
waa  a  moat  wundaloae  state  oC  things, 
and  he  adranced  it  as  a.  atrong  btkii- 
ment  for  striking  a  blow  at  onoe  at  Sob 
nefarious  sjstent,  which  was  so  dia- 
graoeful  that  it  ought  to  induoe  ever/ 
honest  man  to  vote  for  the  retention  of 
the  clause.  If  the  clause  was  paesed, 
there  was  nothing  whatever  to  prevent 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  passing  into 
law  the  measure  which  was  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  a  later  day  as  the  Ooverntnent 
desired.  They  were  so  honest  in  their 
efforts  to  stay  the  corruption  and  de- 
moralization of  the  people  through 
drinking  habits,  that  they  were  anxious 
to  pass  a  double  measure  of  security — 
that  waa  to  say,  to  pass  the  clause,  and 
follow  it  by  something  more  general  or 
universal.  Some  hon.  Members  had 
pointed  out  what  waa  not  quite  aocurate 
— namely,  that  the  clause  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  whole  scheme  of  licensing ; 
but  he  had  shown  that  that  waa  not  ao. 
If  the  clause  were  so  essentially  a  part  of 
the  whole  Qoverament  licensing  Echeme 
which  included  the  question  of  compen- 
sation, he  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solidtor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
if  he  was  going  to  introduce  into  the 
measure  of  the  Qon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  a  clause  giving  compensation  to 
publicans  ?  Again,  how  was  it,  on  the 
same  principle,  that  the  clause  had  not 
been  introduced  into  the  Irish,  Welsh, 
and  Scotch  Sunday  Oloeing  Acta? 
Looking  either  to  the  past  or  the 
future,  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  sup- 
poae,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  Bill  oould  pass  with  any  Oom- 
pensation  Olanse;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  experience  had  shown  that  there 
was  no  foundation  whatever  for  consider- 
ing the  Oompensation  Clause  in  anyway 
part  and  parcel  of  a  Bill  oonneoted  with 
Sunday  cfosing.  The  only  other  argu- 
ment they  had  heard  against  the  clause 
waa  that  excitement  which  the  question 
of  Sunday  dosing  would  cause  at  the 
poll.  The  government  were  always  as- 
serting their  trust  in  the  people ;  but 
direotiy  they  were  asked  to  put  the  set- 
tlement of  this  matter  into  the  hands  of 
Bodies  elected  by  the  people,  they  said 
it  would  produce  too  much  turmoil  at  the 
elections.  That  seemed  to  prove  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Government,  the 
country  squires,  did  not  ezpeot  much 
Buooesfl  a  tlie^  IukI  to  nut  v^aioat  tbe 


1681 

ben.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  W. 
Johnston)  was,  at  any  rate,  honest  in 
his  convictions  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  carried  them  out;  and  upon  this 
matter  of  temperance  he  (Mr.  Oony- 
beare]  always  listened  to  him  with 
the  greatest  respect.  He  had  told  the 
Committee  that  he  was  going  to  give 
his  hearty  support  to  the  Government; 
but  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
wereprepared,  in  Qonaideration  of  giving 
that  support,  to  do  what  his  Temperance 
priDoipIes  should  insist  upon  his  doing 
— namely,  to  urge  upon  his  Leader  to 
carry  forward  the  Imperial  measure  for 
Sunday  dosing  which  waa  to  come  from 
that  side  of  the  House?  That,  he 
thought,  was  the  least  the  hon.  Member 
oould  do  under  the  circumstances.  Then 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Northampton  (Sir  Bainald  Knightley) 
had  advanced  the  argument  that  it 
would  be  cowardly  to  shift  the  burden 
of  this  question  on  the  new  Connty 
Connoila.  He  (Mr.  Conyheare)  con- 
fessed that  it  had  been  his  opinion  that 
the  County  Councils  should  do  some- 
thing for  the  benefit  of  the  people,  and 
they  were  now  told  that  they  were  to  do 
nothing  of  the  sort ;  but  he  would  point 
ont  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  there  was 
nothing  cowardly  at  all  about  the  pro- 
posal. The  hon.  Baronet  was  an  advo- 
cate of  the  principle  of  Local  Option, 
which  meant  that  the  locality  should 
have  the  responsibility  of  deciding  for 
themselves  on  the  question,  and  it 
meant,  consequently,  that  the  Coun^ 
Oomicils  should  have  the  question  to 
decide  however  difficult  and  thorny  it 
might  be.  The  Committee  were  now 
discussing  a  clause  which  provided  that 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  people 
ahonld  have  the  decision  of  these  mat- 
ters, and  he  was  content  that  it  should 
rest  there;  he  was  quite  content  that 
the  Connty  Councils  shoold,  in  the  first 
place,  have  the  power  of  Sunday  closing, 
and  have  afterwards  the  power  of  putting 
in  force  the  general  veto  or  disestablish- 
ment of  public-hooses  in  whatever  form 
or  by  whatever  methods  they  might 
choose  to  adopt.  He  would  like  to  put 
forward  a  very  pertinent  argument.  In 
one  part  of  the  Metropolis — and,  he 
believed,  in  other  parts  of  the  countiry — 
as  he  had  evidence  to  show,  poor  chil- 
dren were  sent  on  Sundays  to  publio- 
houses  to  get  liquor  for  their  parents, 
and  paid  or  rewarded  by  the  publioaos 
3Ir-  CoHybtoft 
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popular  vote  on  the  Couoty  CoudoiIb. 
His  excuBO  for  detaining  the  Oommitteo 
at  such  length  iras  that  all  the  Uembere 
for  hie  oonnty  had  disappeared  from  the 
Committee,  and  he  had  been  obliged  to 
roll  all  their  speeohes  into  one.  He  could 
not  be  aocused  of  traating  time.  It  vas 
the  Qovemment  who  were  doing  that — 
the  Government  which  set  np  that 
anoient  image  of  respectable  mediocrity, 
who  always  found  it  his  duty  to  eave 
every  pieoioua  seoond  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  It  was  the  Coneervatire  Party 
which  wasted  more  time  than  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  ever  took  up  in 
discussing  the  question.  It  waa  the 
bungling  method  of  conducting  their 
Business  on  the  part  of  the  Goremment 
which  had  necessitated  their  speaking 
at  some  length  that  night  on  this  impor- 
tant question  ;  itwaa  their  fault  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  had  to  travel  over 
the  same  ground,  whenever  the  time 
oame  for  toe  Government  to  carry  out 
its  contracts  with  their  Diaeentient  allies 
in    that    House ;    and    on    those    two 

Grounds  he  hoped  he  should  not  be  un- 
drly  treated  by  being  accused  of  nndnly 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  Oommittee. 

OAtrAiN  EDWAHDS-HEATHCIOTE 
(Staffordshire,  N.W.)Baid,that  as  on  this 
occasion  he  was  unable  to  support  those 
with  whom  he  usually  voted,  he  desired 
shortly  to  state  the  reasons  why  he  was 
unable  to  do  so.  He  quite  admitted  the 
difficulties  of  the  GovernmeDt  and  the 
shortness  of  the  time  at  their  disposal 
tor  disposing  of  such  a  measure  of  Local 
Government  reform  as  the  present ;  but 
he  did  not  think  they  had  fairly  made 
out  their  case  for  treating  this  olauee 
and  Clause  10  as  Siamese  twins,  the 
deatiiofoneof  whom  involved  the  death 
of  the  other.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  no  reasonable  connection  be- 
tween  Sunday  closing  and  what  were 
commonly  called  the  Oompensation 
Clauses.  Sundar  closing  in  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  Ireland  had  been  carried 
out  without  any  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  oompensation,  and  he  was  not 
surprised  that  there  should  have  been 
no  saoh  recognition,  because  it  would 
surely  be  as  absurd  to  compensate  a 

Eubhcan  for  shutting  up  his  house  on 
undays  as  it  would  be  to  compensate  a 
butcher  who  was  compelled  to  shut  np 
his  ehop  on  Sundays.  It  would  be  in- 
deed difficult  to  maintain  that,  (dthough 
it  might  be  benafioial  to  the  health  and 
VOL.  OCOXXVII.    [third  bekieb.] 


morals  of  the  people  that  they  should  be 
able  to  buy  beer  on  Sunday,  it  would 
certainly  be  most  injurious  that  they 
should  buybeefon thatdav.  Hewished 
to  see  real  Lood  Option ;  but  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seemed  to  be  in  favour 
of  giving  Looal  Option  in  all  localities 
where  they  were  certain  that  the  ma- 
jority was  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing 
and  truBt  to  Imperial  Sunday  closing  to 
shut  up  public-houses  in  localities  which 
were  opposed  to  it.  He  wanted  the 
option  to  be  real — that  was  to  say,  he 
wanted  the  localities  to  be  enabled  to 
decide  whether  or  not  the  public-houses 
ehould  he  closed  on  Sundays.  Ha  also 
wanted  the  County  Councils  to  be  able 
to  change  their  minds,  and  have  abso- 
lute freedom  to  reverse  the  decision  at 
which  they  might  arrive  in  the  event  of 
it  being  found  unsuited  to  the  wants  of 
the  localities.  He  thought  that  Imperial 
Sunday  doeing  all  round  would  be 
very  objectionable ;  becauBB  it  would 
treat  all  places  alike.  The  oircum- 
atanoes,  wants,  and  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants of  localities  differed  very 
widely,  and  it  was  a  very  different  thing 
to  shut  up  B.  small  public-house  in  the 
moorlands,  where  a  Sunday  customer 
was  almost  a  phenomenon,  and  to  shut 
up  one  in  a  village  close  to  a  town  which 
might  he  considered  as  the  Sunday  lungs 
for  a  town  population.  In  one  case,  he 
would  consider  the  application  of  the 
principle  desirable,  and  in  the  other  very 
undesirable.  These  were  not  new  views. 
He  had  been  somewhat  freely  criticized 
for  having,  in  his  election  address  in 
188S,  stated  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
establiehment  of  County  Boards,  to 
which  the  interests  of  the  different 
localities  might  safely  be  entrusted,  in- 
eluding  all  matters  relating  to  Sunday 
closing,  Looal  Option,  and  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  whole  of  this  was  not  in  the  clause 
under  discussion ;  but  he  accepted  it  as 
at  least  a  laree  instalment ;  and,  there- 
fore, although  he  regretted  not  to  find 
himself  in  accord  with  those  with  whom 
he  usually  acted,  he  should,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  retention  of 
Clause  9. 

Ma.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  the  re- 
markable phenomenon  in  this  debate 
was  that  if  the  clause  were  loet,  it  would 
be  through  the  action  of  those  profess- 
ing to  be  Temperfuic«  fieformers.  It. 
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would  ba  a  most  eztraoidinary  thiag, 
and  one  which'  the  countrf  would  un- 
donbtedl;  take  note  of.  There  bad  bsea 
since  the  tatroduetioD  of  the  Bill  delay 
after  delay  in  ordw  that  the  proposals 
of  the  OoTemiuant  ia  abendoa  their 
OWD  luggestioaB  might  be  disousaed. 
There  bad  been  four  important  ocoaaiona 
on  which  tbe  GFoTsmment  had  mar- 
shalled all  their  Supportara  for  the  pur- 
pose of  voting  for  clauses,  and  they 
were  afterwords  told  that  they  must 
TOte  for  these  elausea  being  expunged; 
and  that  was  the  position  they  were  in 
that  erening  with  respect  to  the  Sunday 
Glosinf;  Olause,  which  he  presumed  was 
brought  in  after  oonsideratiou,  and 
after  the  OoTamment  had  discussed  it 
with  their  friends.  It  was  one  of  the 
things  which  made  hon.  Uembere  on 
that  side  look  at  the  Bill  with  soma 
amount  of  respect  and  esteem,  and  they 
thought  that  the  County  Councils  were 
the  proper  Bodies  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  a  olause  of  the  Govern- 
ment whioh  they  had  asked  their  Sup- 
porters to  support,  and  now  they  were 
strildng  it  out  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Uember  for  Barrow  (Ur.  Caine)  had 
talked  about  Imperial  Sunday  dosing; 
but  he  must  be  aware  that  that 
was  a  very  different  thing  to  adopt 
as  compared  with  Sunday  closing  by 
County  Councils.  The  County  Counoils, 
it  should  bo  remembered,  dealt  with 
different  classes  of  opinion.  Having 
had  the  privilege  of  sitting  for  London, 
he  could  saytbat  it  would  be  perfectly  im- 
possible to  vote  for  Sunday  closing  for 
London,  because  it  would  be  contrary 
to  the  habits  and  wishes  of  the  vast 
majority  of  tho  people.  But  it  would 
be  quite  a  different  thing  to  have  Sun- 
day dosing  for  Coruwall  and  Durham. 
If  en  who  told  them  they  had  devoted 
their  lives  to  the  promotion  of  temper- 
anoe  were  about  to  adopt  the  proposals 
of  the  Government,  and  to  give  up  the 
olause  which  they  admitted  they  could 
pass,  BO  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Vem- 
ber  for  South  Shields  (Ur.  3.  G.  Bteven- 
son)  might  be  disoussed.  Did  anyone 
suppose  that  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  would  support  that 
Bill?  No.  When  the  clause  was 
struck  out,  and  the  Bill  came  forward, 
the  Government  would  simply  put  it  on 
the  Soor  of  the  House  and  trample 
upon  it  Then  he  said  that  the  loss  of 
the  olause,  whioh  meaut  the  loss  of 
Mr.  Firth 


Sunday  dosing  through  the  life  of 
the  present  Parliament,  would  be  doe  te 
Temperance  men  entirely,  and  tbey 
would  have  to  square  that  matter  with 
their  constituents.  The  poeition  of  thoM 
who  were  in  favour  of  the  olause  was 
that  they  had  to  stand  up  night  ftfiar 
night  to  defend  some  sxceUent  pK^KMsl 
of  the  Qovemment,  and  the  reaoit  of 
whose  Botion  would  be  that,  in  the  end, 
there  would  be  nothing  left  in  tlie  Bill 
worth  defenoe.  At  present,  there  was 
something  in  it  to  strive  for ;  but  the 
Government  were  taking  it  awaj  bit  by 
bit,  and  putting  Uembars  on  ^at  h^ 
in  a  most  anomalous  position ;  th^  had 
come  down  to  support  the  clause,  bat 
the  time  might  come  when  they  wonU 
be  obliged  to  kick  out  the  Bill  itaeU. 
They  had  defended  the  Government  pre- 
posal  as  well  ss  they  oould,  and  yet  the 
olause  was  to  be  struok  out.  Bnt  it 
was  necessary  dist  the  ootmtry  should 
understand  Uiat  the  nen  reapoasibile 
for  this  were  those  who  had  suggeated 
to  the  country  that  they  wsre  in  some 
way  interested  in  tbe  promotioa  of 
temperance. 

Ms.  HOWOSTH  (Salford)  aaJd,  he 
would  endeavour  to  limit  the  remarks 
he  bad  to  make  to  a  rather  narrow  issue, 
and  one  whioh  he  thought  was  rather 
more  germane  to  the  disouasiDn  than  a 
great  deal  ot  what  they  had  heard  in 
the  House  that  night.  They  were  not 
there  to  discuss  whether  Sunday  olosiBg 
was  a  good  thing  or  a  bad  thing.  That 
was  a  very  large  question,  about  whidl 
most  of  them  had  farmed  an  opinion. 
They  were  there  to  discuss  a  very  madi 
narrower  issue — namdy,  whether  it  be 
wise  or  unwise  to  load  the  first  eleotiom 
for  these  County  Councils,  which  weald 
be  the  most  important  and  most  oritical 
experiment  that  had  ever  been  made  in 
revolutionising  local  England,  and  its 
institutions,  with  a  polemic  which  was 
sure  to  imperil  the  existence,  the  iMut, 
and  the  future  of  these  Councils.  It 
seemed  that  that  was  the  cjuestion  which 
was  at  issue  that  night,  and  he  thought 
an  example  of  the  rancour  and  bittemees 
whidi  this  polemic  would  raise  was 
afforded  in  Uie  discasaion  only  a  few 
moments  ago.  If  they  oould,  with  a 
light  heart,  take  that  as  an  example  of 
what  they  would  like  to  see  imparted 
into  every  hamlet  and  every  vill^^e  in 
England,  before  they  sent  these  new 
County  Counoils  OS  uieir  va^,  he  con- 
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oeived  that  they  mast  have  a  very 
fertile  hope  if  they  expected  very 
maoh  from  the  new  Conncils.  It  was 
contended  that  the  OvTernment  had 
oonoeded  the  fact  that  it  wai  vise 
and  right  that  the  Oounty  Oounoils 
should  deal  with  the  question  of  Bun- 
day  closing  by  inserting  this  clause 
in  the  Bill.  The  answer  seemed  to  him 
to  be  both  plain  and  clear.  The  Govern- 
ment, when  they  had  to  face  the  tc- 
organization  of  these  local  County  inati- 
tuBona,  had,  no  douht,  before  them  the 
problem  of  trying  to  Holve,  if  possible, 
by  some  rational  and  fair  meana,  this 
great  drink  question  which  had  been  a 
terror  to  all  hon.  Members  upon  every 
platform  and  had  puraned  them  in  every 
election.  [  Oppention  ironical  ehMri/] 
The  hon.  Sfembers  might  cheer ;  but 
the  ahoe  had  not  only  pinched  hon. 
Members  on  the  Miniatorial  aide  of  the 
House,  but  had  also  pinched  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  In 
private  conversations  he  had  not  met 
with  one  responsible  man  in  the  House 
who  did  not  express  the  great  hope  and 
wish  that  this   interminable  queati 


which  was  a  perpetual  torment  to  them, 
ahoald  be  solved  by  a  measure  vhich 
should  have  an  element  of  finality  about 
it.  The  (Kovemment  did  introduce  in 
their  Bill  a  number  of  clauses  which 
they  hoped  would  have  been  accepted 
as  more  or  Isas  a  final  and  complete 
settlement  of  the  question.  Instead  of 
being  accepted  aa  a  final  and  complete 
settlement  of  the  question  those  clauaes 
had  been  repudiated  as  a  aettlement  of 
it  by  one  of  the  great  Parties  to  the 
issue.  Now,  that  being  the  case,  the 
conditions  were  entire^  altered.  So 
long  as  the  Clauses  were  accepted  as  a 
eolation,  it  was  pretty  fair  and  rational 
that  they  ahonld  entrust  the  Local 
Bodies  with  the  mere  administrative 
duty  of  carrying  them  out,  because  the 
polemic  would  have  oome  to  an  end. 
But  BO  long  aa  the  question  remained  an 
open  question  they  were  merely  acting 
a  cowardly  part  in  removing  it  from 
this  floor,  where  they  had  a  wide  public 
opinion,  and  where  they  could  have  the 
question  debated  on  a  wide  platform,  to 
the  small  bodies  which  were  under  in- 
fluences which  were  anything  but  gene- 
rous and  wide,  and  the  election  of  which 
would  be  the  occasion  of  quarrelling. 
They,  who  represented  the  larger  towns 
in  the  North  of  England,  and  bad  had 


some  experience  of  municipal  institu- 
tions, had  been  told  sometimes  that  it 
was  not  their  place  to  take  an  interest 
in  the  diBcnaaion  of  thia  Bill,  which 
provided  for  the  application  of  the  same 
mnnioipal  institutions  to  rural  England. 
It  was  because  they  had  seen  these 
institutions  working  in  the  way  they 
had  seen  them  working  in  the  com- 
munitiea  in  the  North,  where  they  had 
a  great  deal  of  active  and  a  great  deal 
of  commonable  public  life,  that  they 
did  not  want  to  see  the  experiment, 
when  it  was  tried  in  the  counties, 
wrecked  by  what  they  knew  and  felt 
from  their  experiences  would  inevitably 
wreck  them — namely,  the  importation 
into  them  of  disouasions  upon  questions 
which  would  inevitably  degrade  them. 
As  it  was  they  had  at  the  present  time 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  finding  men 
who  would  contest  the  municipalities, 
and  whom  they  felt  to  be  men  of  judg- 
ment and  men  of  capacity  and  men  of 
position.  Such  men  found  the  position 
exceedingly  irkaoma — increasingly  irk- 
some— on  account  of  the  introduction  of 
political  questions  which  had  little  to  do 
with  real  local  life.  And  yet  when  they 
were  going  to  introduce  an  experiment 
into  an  entirely  unknown  country  and 
going  to  begin  anew,  as  it  were,  with  our 
oountry  life,  it  was  proposed  by  some 
hon.  Members  to  tie  round  the  necks  of 
the  new  institutions  a  moat  perilous  load 
which  they  could  not  possibly  bear. 
There  was  no  question  which  divided 
people  BO  much  in  a  great  many  of  the 
northern  counties  as  the  question  of 
drink,  and  he  felt,  speaking  as  an  urban 
Member,  the  greatest  possible  dread 
that  in  many  of  our  towns  where  the 
Corporations  had  not  been  composed 
always  of  the  very  best  men,  such  as 
they  liked  to  aee  on  Corporations,  the 
reprsBsntative  Bodies  would  he  still 
further  d^p^ded,  and  perhaps  there 
would  be  atill  further  difflcnity  in  finding 
suitable  men  to  take  office  if  these  ques- 
tions were  entrusted  to  them.  But  if 
this  waa  so  in  towns  it  would  be  still 
more  so  in  country  districts.  Surely  all 
hon.  Members  were  wishful,  that  if 
possible,  the  best  men  in  the  country 
should  take  their  seats  on  these  County 
CounoilB.  They  wanted,  if  possible,  to 
have  men  with  the  greatest  atake  and 
the  greatest  experience  and  the  greatest 
knowledge  of  aSura  to  take  their  seats  on 
these  County  Oouncila.     But  many  of 
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these  men,  who  were  old  meo,  who  were 
men  who  had  plenty  of  money  and  occu- 
pation elsewhere,  wonld  not  be  tempted 
to  enter  the  arena,  if  that  arena  were 
made  the  place  where  fights  were  to 
take  place,  not  upon  local  affairs,  not  as 
to  the  way  to  manage  roads  and  prisons, 
or  aa  to  the  way  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
the  work  which  was  now  done  by  the 
Local  GoTcmment  Board,  bat  upon  the 
question  of  the  drink  trit£c.  This  was 
tns  reason  why  he  ventured  to  put  down 
AmendmentB,  the  effect  at  which  would  be 
that  the  whole  of  the  Licensing  Clauses 
would  be  struck  out  «n  bloe.  The  more 
he  thought  of  this  question  the  more  he 
thought  that  these  considerations  ought 
to  have  very  great  weight  indeed  with 
the  Committee  when  it  determined 
whether  or  not  the  drink  question 
should  be  made  one  of  the  test  questions 
at  all  the  elections  for  the  County 
Councils.  He  thanked  the  Committee 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  him.  He  felt  that  in  stating 
what  he  had  stated  he  had  tried  to 
bring  the  Oommittee  bach  from  those 
questions  which  were  a  long  way  from 
the  issues  before  them.  The  real  issue 
was  whether  the  new  County  Councils 
should  have  the  duty  of  deciding 
whether  there  should  be  Sunday  Closing 
or  not.  Personally,  hs  thought  they 
would  do  the  County  Councils  very 
^at  injury  indeed  if  they  imported 
into  the  elections  of  those  bodies,  not 
only  an  irrelevant,  but  a  pernicious 
polemic. 

Mb  LABOTJOHEEB  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Ur.  Howorth]  had  stated 
that  they  were  not  there  to  disousB  Sun- 
day closmg.  He  (Ur.  Labouchere)  per- 
fectly understood  that  hon.  Qentlemen 
on  the  other  Bide  jcere  exceedingly 
anxious  not  to  discuss  Sunday  closing ; 
but  they,  on  the  Opposition  Benches, 
were  there  to  discuss  Sunday  closing. 
They  were  aiudons  there  should  be 
Sunday  dosing,  and  they  thought  they 
found  it  in  this  clause.  For  that  reason 
they  were  in  favour  of  the  clause.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  ^Mr.  Howorth)  had 
trotted  out  the  old  Tory  argument  of 
a  complete  settlement  of  the  question. 
They  had  heard  that  argument  usqut  ad 
naiueam.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pro- 
fessed to  be  anxious  for  reform ;  but  if 
the  measure  was  a  small  one,  they  said 
they  would  not  vote  for  it  because  it  was 
2lr.  Eowvrih 


small ;  but  if  it  was  large,  they  said 
they  would  not  vote  for  it  because  it 
was  not  small.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Salford  said  ha  iras 
anxious  that  the  County  Councils  should 
not  be  degraded  by  discussions  od 
the  liquor  question  [Mr.  Howohth: 
Hear,  hearfj  The  hon.  Member 
cried  "Hear,  hear!"  but  when  were 
the  questions  to  be  discussed?  Were 
they  to  be  diacuasad  in  the  House  of 
Commons?  Was  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  degraded  ?  |  An  hon.  dxs- 
TixtUiS :  Hear,  hear !]  Oh,  it  was. 
He  confessed  that  if  there  was  to  bs  s 
degradation,  if  a  subject  must  be  dis- 
cussed, and  tjie  discussion  would  degrade 
the  Assembly,  he  should  prefer  that  the 
County  Councils,  with  all  respect  to  the 
County  Couuoils,  should  be  degraded, 
rather  than  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment should  be  degraded.  The  hon> 
Member  said  they  wished  the  best  men 
to  find  their  way  into  the  County  Coun- 
cils. No  ;  they  did  not.  They  wanted 
the  best  men  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and,  therefore,  if  they  had  to  choose  be- 
tween a  course  which  would  prevent 
good  men  coming  to  one  or  the  other, 
let  them  take  care  that  they  oome  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  let  them  look 
at  the  position  of  affairs  at  present.  He 
thought  it  was  very  desirable  that  this 
discussion  should  not  be  too  short,  be- 
cause hon.  Members  opposite  were  so 
exceedingly  fond  of  pumng  themselves 
on  all  occasions  throughout  the  country, 
that  it  was  well  that,  when  they  had 
them  in  the  House,  they  should  take  the 
liberty  of  pointing  out  to  them,  and  to 
the  country,  their  short-oominga,  which 
were  certainly  very  numerous.  The 
right  hon.  Qentlemaa  the  President  of 
the  Local  Q-ovemment  Board  brought 
in  this  Bill  in  a  very  able  speech,  and 
with  a  great  flourish  of  trumpets.  It 
was  a  perfect  Bill.  It  was  a  Bill  which 
was  to  treat  with  everything,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  proud  of  one 
particular  thing  in  his  Bill,  he  was 
proud  of  the  liquor  clauses  which  it 
contained.  The  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time;  and  on  that  occasion,  if  he  re- 
membered aright,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  a  very  able  speech,  and  again 
boasted  of  his  liquor  clauses.  Withdraw 
them,  not  he.  They  would  stand  or  fall 
by  the  liquor  clauses.  [  Gritt  cf  "  No, 
no ! "]  Well,  he  would  certain^  bave 
fallen  if  he  had  stood  by  them.    Th« 
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House  agreed  to  read  tbs  Bill  a  second 
time  with  the  liquor  claases  in  it.  They 
were  now  aaked  to  say  that  the  liquor 
claueea  were  so  bad  that  the;  ought  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  by  whom  were  they 
asked  to  do  that  ?  By  the  modest  right 
hon.  Qentleman  himself.  He  perfectly 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Followers  would  accept  what  he 
said;  they  seemed  quite  ready,  at  tbe 
bidding  of  any  Uamber  of  the  GoTem- 
ment,  to  vote  on  one  day  that  black  was 
white,  and  to  vote  on  another  day  that 
white  was  black.  But  hon.  Uembers 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  bad  some  re- 
spect for  tbe  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
they  did  not  approveof  agreeing  to  a  pro- 
position one  day  and  then  voting  against 
it  tbe  next  day  at  the  bidding  or  requi- 
sition of  Her  Uajesty's  Gorernment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  several 
reasons  for  withdrawing  these  olauaea. 
Hemighthare  Bared  bimselfthat  trouble, 
for  there  was  one  reason  which  obliged 
him  to  withdraw  his  Compensation 
Clause  upon  which  he  dwelt  so  much. 
It  was  on  excellent  reason ;  it  was  that 
he  could  not  pass  it.  The  country  had 
had  time  to  understand  what  the  clause 
was,  and  Her  llajesty's  Government 
ran  away  because  they  feared  defeat. 
If  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  that,  he  might  have  saved  them 
the  rest  of  the  reasons.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  clause  must  follow  the  rest 
of  tbe  Licensing  Clauses,  but  this 
clause  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do 
with  the  others.  If  it  had  been  pro- 
posed that  compensation  was  to  bo 
given  in  cases  of  Sunday  closing,  one 
clause  possibly  would  have  hung  upon 
the  other ;  but  the  Sunday  dosing 
was  to  take  place  without  any  compen- 
sation. Compensation  was  only  to  be 
given  in  the  event  of  a  public-house 
being  deprived  of  its  Itoence  entirely. 
The  two  clauses  were  absolutely  separate. 
He  quite  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  accept  that  view.  In 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbe  one  clause  was  a  sort  of  quid  pro  yuo 
for  the  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  to  give  the  licensed  victual- 
lers a  huge  bribe.  Licensed  victuallers 
had  at  present  a  one  year's  licence  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  give 
them  a  vested  perpetual  interest  in  tLeir 
licences,  and  ~ 
expense  of  t. 


thing  like  £200,000,000  or  £300,000,000 
for  teikiog  away  what  was  given  to 
them.  [(7r.M  of  "No,  noI'H  The 
figures  had  been  supplied  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr. 
Caine).  This  might  be  a  good  argu- 
ment, or  it  might  be  a  bad  argument ; 
but  it  was  one  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  would  hardly  use,  beoause  his 
assertion  always  was  that  he  gave  the 
licensed  victuallers  nothing,  but  left 
them,  so  far  as  the  law  was  concerned, 
precisely  as  they  were  at  present.  There- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
plead  that  he  could  not  agree  to  Sunday 
closing,  because  the  licensed  victuallers 
were  not  to  have  a  quid  pro  quo.  It  had 
been  asserted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  that  the  Temperance  people  ob- 
jected tothisolaasebecause  they  wanted 
Imperial  closure.  They  objected  to 
the  clause  in  the  sense  that  they  would 
rather  have  Imperial  closure,  but  they 
did  not  know  that  they  could  get  it, 
and  therefore  they  were  willing  to  accept 
this  clause.  The  bon.  Gentleman  set 
himself  up  as  a  Temperance  leader,  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse  him 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  if  he  expressed  the 
belief  that  the  hon.  Baronet  tbe  Member 
for  the  Coekermouth  Division  of  Cum- 
berland (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  repre- 
sented far  better  tbe  views  of  the  l^m- 
perance  people  than  tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
did.  They  had  it  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  Temperance  people  wished  that 
this  clause  should  pass.  [Sir  Wilfbid 
Lawbom  :  I  did  not  say  all.  j  Well,  the 
miy'ority  of  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Caine)  professed  to  have  great  in- 
fluence over  the  Temperance  people. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  been 
deluding  them ;  he  had  been  telling 
tbem  that  a  Bill  for  general  Sunday 
closing  would  pass.  Well,  if  they  were 
told  that,  as  the  people  were  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing  ail  over  the  country, 
they  would  prefer  that  that  Bill  should 
pass,  but  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  bad  been 
an  entirely  false  guide  to  tbe  people, 
and  they  must  therefore  take  in  at 
one  ear  and  let  out  at  the  other  what- 
ever the  hon.  Gentleman  said.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  quoted  as 
one  instance  of  the  feeling  of    tbe  tem- 

fierance  people  what  tbe  Church  of  Eng- 
and  Temperance  Society  thought  upon 
the    matter.       He    (Mr.     Labouchere) 
right  in   saying  that 
hon.  Gentleman   tha 
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Ohurcb 
«ai  against 


of  England  TemperanM  Sodelj 
_aiii8t  this  claase.  Well,  when 
the  hon.  0«iitleman  had  mentioned  tbe 
Ohnrch  of  England  Temperance  Sooiet; 
he  (Mr.  Labonchere)  was  one  of  thow 
Uembera  who  raiaed  the  hon.  Mamber'i 
indignation b;  crying  "Oh,  oh!  "  Tbat 
waa  an  Ob,  oh !  of  depredation  of  this 
Church  of  England  Temperanoe  Sooietj, 
because  it  appeared  to  him  that  the; 
were  people  irbo  vere  ready  to  say  any- 
thing aboat  different  things  at  any 
moment.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Bill 
which  had  been  extensively  posted  up 
in  Bamsgate  and  Hamate,  signed  by 
two  clergymen  of  Ham^ate,  who  were 
mambers  of  this  Society.  These  gentle- 
men seemed  to  disagree  entirely  with 
the  hos.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Barrow,  for  what  did  they  sayf  They 
were  entirely  in  favour  of  this  clause, 
and  what  was  more  tbey  were  in  &TOur 
of  compensation — this  remarkable  Tem- 
perance Society.  These  two  rer.  gen- 
tiemen  said — 

"  Ttis  otAj  eoniprehennvB  Bohemeforeffectii- 
allj  dealing  vith  the  temperance  qnotion  hai 
traan  that  propoied  by  the  preeant  OovernmeDt 
in  the  licsDiioB  oIbdwi  of  their  Local  Gotbhi- 
meot  Bill  which  Mr.  ChambsiliuD  dewiribed  u 
B  gmerotia  meeiare  of  rsform  which  ought  to 
bs  welcomed  by  the  Tempettmee  Party." 
It  seemed  to  him  (Ur.  Labouchere)  that 
though  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  might 
have  desoribed  the  measure  in  that  way 
to  the  Temperance  Party,  ithadmetwiUi 
tbe  usual  fate  of  these  measures  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  desoribed 
as  generous  and  good  measures.  The 
Temperance  Society  that  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  had  quoted  went  on  to 
sa;  in  this  poster,  to  which  he  re- 
ferred— 

"Aflsr  s  oarelol  inqKity  we  have  sstitSed 
otmelTee  that  the  Tiewi  ol " — 

who  did  the  House  think  f — 

"The  Kght  Hod.  Hr.  Jamee  Lowther  were 
in  hearty  accord  with  the  proviiions  of  that 
Bill  ss  modified  by  the  suggeatiaiii  of  the  moat 
thoughtful  of  the  TempeTasoe  Leaden." 
They  went  on  to  say— and  he  muet 
allude  to  this  to  show  how  thie  Ohurcb 
of  England  Temperance  Socie^  pei- 
Terted  and  distorted  the  truth — 

'•  Should  Mr,  Oladitone  retaru  to  power,  the 
Irish  Question  will  occupy  tbe  Beld ;  and,  OTSn 
if  Uiia  were  not  eo,  the  FuueUitea  would  dstot 
allow  him  to  introduce  temperance  legiilation." 
["  Hear,  hear ! "]  "  Hear,  hear ! "  said 
hon.  Qentlemen.  Well,  he  most  paint 
Mr.  Zaiowhtrt 


out  this— that  the  majorify  of  tbe  Xrivh 
Pamellite  Party 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order!  I 
must  say  I  am  afraid  tbe  bon.  MemlMr 
is  straying  very  far  from  the  eabjeet 
before  tbe  Committee. 

Hb.  LAB0T7CHEBE  said,  he  weald 
only  add  that  it  would  be  seen  by  the 
Votea    whether  or  not   the   Pamellite 
Party  were  against  temperanoe    legie- 
lation  ;    and  he  would  now  leare  theaa 
two  TOT.  gentlemen  alone,  baving  afaown 
the  Oommittee,  ha  tbonght,  that  tbia  re- 
markable society  that  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Barrow  had  taken 
under  bis  protection,  asrepresentatiTe  of 
temperanoe  people,  was  not  to  be  be- 
Hered,  when  tbeir  leading  aathoritieB — 
rev.  gentlemen  of  the  Ohnrah  of  England 
— made  aseertiauB  such  as  those  he  hod 
quoted.    The  fact    was   that,  in    this 
matter,  the  QoTemment  wasted  to  gi-ro 
a  great  reward  to  tbe  publicans.     No 
doubt  they  did,  and  in  a  oertain  sense 
they    were    right    in    doing    so.     The 
publicans    supported    them,   and    thej 
naturally  supported  the  publioans.   But 
now  they  wanted  to  persuade  the  Hoose, 
though  in  giving  this  reward  they  were 
giving  i^bmAJid*  reward,  that  thej  were 
giving  them  nothing.    Bat  tbey  were 
detected,  and  they  now  desired  to  give  a 
similar  reward,  saying — "  We  will  sawe 
you  from  tbe  chanoe  of  being  deprived 
of  tbe  ri^bt  of  selling  liquor  on  a  Sno- 
day."    The  Committee  bad  aright  to 
know  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  tbe  President  of    the 
Local  Oovemment  Board  as  to  whether 
there  ongbt  to  be  an  Imperial  Bill,  or 
whether  there  ought  to  be  a  local  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  question  of  Snndaj 
closing.     He  had  come  forward  origin- 
ally in  favour  of  a  local  measure,  bat  he 
now  withdrew  it,  and  one  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  withdraw^  was  that  tbe 
Qovernment  would  give  a  day  for  dis- 
cueeing  an  Imperial  measure.    Was  the 
right  hon.Oentlemanof  the  aa me  opinion 
as  his  chief,  Lord  Salisbury  ?     Was  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposed  to  this 
Imperial  Bill  7     If  he  was,  he  did  not 
give  up  his  own  views  for  the  purpose 
of  supporting  what  was  opposed  to  them. 
Theymight  fairly  suppose  that  he  simply 
gave  a  day  in  order  to  have  the  power 
and  opportuQtty  of  voting  against  tbe 
Imperii    Sunday  Closing   Bill.     Was 
that  the  case,  or  was  it  not  T     He  (Mr. 
Labouobere)  was  Tny  partionlar  in  using 
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PaTiiamentary  pbraees,  and  lie  did  not 
know  whether  the  word  "tricky"  was 
Parliamentary;  and,  therefore,  be  would 
not  use  it  in  oonjunotion  with  this  trans- 
action. The  great  supporterB  of  the 
Tory  Party  were  the  parsons  and  the 
pot-house  keepers.  The  Tories  were 
always  a&aid  of  doing  anything  against 
them  when  either  the  parsons  alone,  or 
the  pot-house  keepers  alone,  put  down 
their  foot.  When  these  aectioas  of  the 
community  put  down  their  foot,  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  do  any- 
thin  g~^  they  were  afraid  to  move,  know- 
ing perfectly  well  that  if  they  did,  they 
would  lose  their  elections.  It  was  alt 
very  well  to  talk  of  the  policy  and 
statesmanship  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  their  policy  and  their 
statesmanship  were  merely  electioneering 
tactics.  He  did  not  blame  them — people, 
after  all,  did  look  after  votes  in  this 
world — but  it  was  a  melancholy  and  dis- 
creditable thing  that  they  shoidd  have  a 
Government  ready  to  turn  round  and 
round  at  the  bidding  of  parsons  and  pot- 
house keepers.  What  was  the  equiva- 
lent the  Government  told  them  they 
were  to  expect  f  Why,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Derby  (8tr 
William  Haroonrt)  had  pointed  ont  that 
it  was  absolutely  nothing.  To  tell  tbem 
that  they  were  to  be  given  in  lieu  of  this 
clause  the  possibility  of  disoussing  thi 
seoond  reading  of  a  Bill  in  August  wa 
to  offer  them  nothing.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  did  not  even  tell  them 
whether  facilities  would  be  afforded  for 
the  passing  of  the  promised  Bill  next 
Session.  They  did  not  expect  it  to  be  a 
Government  meseure,  but  if  there  was 
to  be  any  fair  quid  pro  quo,  and  the  sim- 
plicity of  the  hon.  Uember  for  Barrow 
was  not  being  played  with  by  the  Go- 
vernment, the  Government  ought  to  give 
him  an  assurance  that  this  year,  or,  at 
any  rate,  next  year,  they  would  give  a 
opportunity  for  the  carrying  through  i 
all  its  stages  of  this  Sunday  Olosing  Bill 
for  the  whole  country.  This  equivalent 
was  all  the  more  euHpioioui  seeing  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  offered. 
There  was  a  meeting  of  Liberal  Unionists 
the  other  day,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  HartinKton),  as  he 
(1 


graceful  and  shameful  for  anyone  to  say 
anything  as  to  what  happened — it  was 
said  that  the  noble  Marquess  called  upon 
them  all  to  vote  against  this  clause  ;  to 
rally  to  the  Government  as  part  and 
parcel  of  their  duties  and  obligations  of 
honour.  Then  some  of  these  Unionist 
Gentlemen  got  up,  and  what  did  they 
want  7  They  were  quite  ready  to  obey 
the  noble  Lord,  but  they  wanted  some 
sort  of  salve  for  what  they  wore  pleased 
to  call  their  oonaoiences.  They  had 
easy  consciences,  and  were  satisfied 
with  this  very  easy  and  absurd  salve 
administered  to  tbem.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  hope  to  deceive 
the  Oommittee?  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  deceived  him- 
self, nor  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell),  who 
had  gone  down  to  Bamsgate  in  the 
hopes  of  finding  some  further  electors  to 
be  humbugged,  although  he  bad  not 
been  humbugged  himself.  His  (Mr. 
Labouchere's)  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  had  said  that  a  bird 
in  the  band  was  worth  two  in  the  bush. 
Well,  so  far  as  ho  (Mr.  Laboucbere)  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  see  two  or  even 
one  bird  in  the  bush.  They  had  this 
good,  fat  temperance  bird,  they  bad 
caught  the  bird,  they  bad  cooked  the 
bird,  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  carve  it 
and  eat,  and  they  were  asked  to  give  it 
up  for  this  will  o'  the  wisp  in  the  wood. 
Why,  they  would  be  most  foolish  to  do 
it,  and,  BO  far  as  their  votes  were  con- 
cerned, they  did  not  intend  to  do  it. 
Like  all  apostates,  the  Member  for 
Barrow  went  even  farther  than  the  Go- 
vernment. He  told  them  that  these 
clauses  would  be  positively  injurious  to 
temperance.  The  publicans,  however, 
do  not  think  so,  and  Mr.  James  Lowther 
did  not  think  so.  The  publicans  were 
perfectly  ready  to  accept  the  compensa- 
tion, and  would  have  stomached  this 
clause  in  coasideration  of  it ;  but  now 
that  compensation  was  struck  out,  and 
they  were  asked  to  agree  to  this  clause, 
they  joined  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
and  the  hon.  Uember  for  South  Tyrone 
in  their  opposition  to  it.  He  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  and 
the  Liberal  Unionists  who  acted  with 
him  in  this  matter,  one  or  two  questions, 
ur  of  Local  Option  ? 
un  and  again  that 
ley  were  logical  they 
ill  not  vote  for  Local 
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Option,  because  if  we  did  it  might  be 
that  publio-houBea  would  exist  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  and  most  assuredly 
if  the  Bill  passed  there  would  be  no 
possibility  of  ending  public -houses. " 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  actually 
stated,  as  one  reason  for  Toting  against 
the  clause,  that  he  ooutd  not  entrust 
County  Councils  with  the  working  of  it, 
because  they  would  not  be  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  county,  there  being 
selected  members  on  them.  Well,  was 
the  hon.  Member  goicg  to  Tote  against 
selected  members?  Were  the  Liberal 
Unionists  going  to  be  ordered  by  the 
noble  Marquess  not  to  rote  for  selected 
members  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  said  that  he  con- 
sidered the  Bill  a  good  Bill,  and  yet  he 
would  Tote  for  the  omission  of  this 
clause,  because  it  would  tiirow  into  the 
hands  of  the  County  Caunoils  certain 
duties  which  be  said  they  were  too  bad 
to  perform.  Then  how  was  it  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  voted  for  the  Sunday 
closing  Bills  for  Cornwall  and  Durham  ? 
If  he  entertained  the  views  he  seemed 
to  hold  now,  he  ought  to  have  voted 
against  them,  for  the  reason  that  the 
more  of  these  Bills  that  wore  passed  the 
more  difficult  it  would  be  to  pass  a  Bill 
providing  for  Sunday  closing  over  the 
whole  country.  The  real  fact  of  the 
matter  was  this,  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  only  discovered  that  this  clause  was 
opposed  to  the  cause  of  temperance  after 
the  Qovernment  had  found  it  expedient 
to  throw  it  over.  It  was  not  because 
they  thought  that  it  was  against  the 
cause  of  temperance  that  they  voted 
against  it,  but  because  they  were  bound 
not  to  vote  against  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  should  have  been  more  can- 
did. He  ou);ht  to  have  admitted  that 
he  must  necessarily  from  his  position  be 
a  hewer  of  Tory  wood  and  a  drawer  of 
Tory  water.  He  had  not  an  indepen- 
dent soul,  and  he  should  understand 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  be  at  one  and 
the  same  time  an  honest  Liberal  repre- 
sentative and  a  mere  Tory  hack.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  liberty 
to  enjoy  his  opinion,  even  if  that  opinion 
was  that  it  was  better  to  have  a  drunken 
England  than  a  free  Ireland.  Holding 
that  opinion,  the  hon.  Member  was  per- 
fectly at  liberty  to  vote  as  be  liked,  but 
when  be  did  that,  ho  was  very  siUy  to 
tell  them  that  he  was  acting  in  favour  of 
the  temperance  cause.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
Mr.  Labeuehtra 


chere)  had  looked  through  the  numeroaa 
Amendments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  liquor  clauses,  and  he  noticed  that 
every  other  olause  was   covered   with 
Amendments,  there  being  at  the  end  of 
each  a  proposal  to  eliminate  the  whole 
section,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member,  who 
was  so  strong  against  this  clause,  has 
not  put  down  a  single  Amendment  to  it, 
nor  had  he  made  any  proposal  to  strike 
it  out  altogether.     WeU,  hs(Mr.  Labou- 
ohere)  did  not  complain  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's views ;  but  what  be  complained 
of  was  the  wretched    hypocrisy  whioh 
led  Gentlemen  to  sit  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House,   which  led  them  to  talk 
Liberalism  and  to  swagger  about  it,  and 
yet  which  led  them  to  vote  in  favour  of 
their  Friends  opposite  being  in  power, 
and  BO  preventing  the    Liberals    from 
coming  in.    It  was  impossible  to  be  a 
Liberal  and  support  a  Conservative  Oo- 
vemmentt  as  it  was  impossible  to  hunt 
with  the  publican  hare  and  run  with  the 
Liberal    bounds.      [Laiyhler.l    Well, 
they  could  put  it  which  way  they  liked  ; 
he  always  wished  to  oblige  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.    He    would  recommend 
these     Gentlemen,    these    temperance 
Liberal  Unionists,   to  take  example  by 
their  publican   friends,   who   were    far 
more  honest,  and  who,  when  they  kept 
a  gin  palace,  did  not  call  it  a  hall  of  tem- 
perance, and  who  did  not  call  themselves 
priests  of  the  temperance    cause.     He 
would  ask  them  to  take  example  by  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  understood 
thoroughly    the    logic  of  his   position. 
He  (Mr.  Laboucbere)  was  glad  this  dis- 
cussion had  taken   place,  as  it  would 
place  clearly  before  the  country  on  which 
aide  the  Government  were  in  this  con- 
troversy.    He  had  no  doubt  the  Govern- 
ment  would  get  a  great  deal  of  the  pub- 
lican vote — they  had    always  got  it — 
but  be  very  much  doubted  whether,  with 
the  exception  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,    and    these    two    remarkable 
Church  of  England  temperance  clergy- 
men to  whom  he  had  referred,  through- 
out   the    length   and    breadth   of  the 
land  they  would  get   one  single  rote 
from  any   person  who  was    really   in 
favour  of  temperance.     He  (Mr.  Labon* 
chere)    held    that  this   Sunday  dosing 
question  was  essentially  a  local  question 
— it  must  in  the  nature  of  things  be  a 
local  question — and  he  therefore  greatly 
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which  he  had  not  taken  much  trouble  to 
inquire  until  he  had  received  the  poster 
whioh  he  read  from  Bamsgate.  It  had 
been  auggested  that  the  Gorernment 
were  anxious  to  withdraw  the  clanse 
b;  way  of  oompenaation  or  by  way  of 
bribe  to  the  publican  interest,  and 
that^  the  other  clauaes  having  been 
withdrawn,  there  was  no  reason  why 
this  also  should  be  withdrawn,  ex< 
cept  that  the  Oovemment  desired  to  do 
something  to  please  the  publicans.  Ibe 
fact  was,  that  this  clause  was  put  in  as 
one  of  a  number  of  clauses  dealing  with 
a  particular  suMect,  and  as  connected 
with  the  other  Licensing  Olauses,  and, 
naturally,  when  the  others  were  struck 
out  thsre  ceased  to  be  a  reason  for  re- 
taining this.  He  was  not  going  to  enter 
into    a    disouBsion    of    the     Licensing 


preferred  the  clause  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing to  a  general  Bill,  Hon.  Qentle- 
men  knew  that  there  was  hardly  a 
London  Member  who  was  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing— at  any  rate,  if  there  was 
one  who  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
closing  of  public-houses  on  Sunday  in 
London  andall  over  the  country,  let  him 
oome  forward  and  state  his  opinion.  He 
defied  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  find 
one  single  London  Member  who  was 
ready  to  do  this.  They  knew  well  that 
in  passing  this  clause  they  would  be 
passing  Sunday  oloalng  oocording  to  the 
requirements  of  each  locality,  and  that 
in  proposing  to  put  before  the  House  a 
general  Bill  on  the  question  they  were 
proposing  that  whioh  the  House  wonld 
never  pass.  He  did  hope  that  the 
Liberal  Party  oo  this  occasion  would 
have,  he  did  not  say  a  majority  on  the 
Division  about  to  take  place,  for  they 
never  seemed  to  get  majorities  now, 
but  he  did  hope  that  they  would  have  a 
sufBoient  number  of  persons  on  their 
side  protesting  against  the  course  thi 
0-overnment  were  pursuing,  and  be  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  Division, 
whatever  the  result  would  be,  would 
show  the  country  that  the  Liberal  Party 
was  truly  and  solidly  in  favour  of 
temperance,  and  that  the  Oovernment 
and  their  Allies  were  as  thoroughly 
opposed  to  it  as  the  Liberals  were  in 
favour  of  it. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarek]  (Plymouth)  said,  the 
Committee  seemed  desirous  of  closing 
the  discussion,  which  had  now  lasted  for 
a  very  considerable  time,  and  perhaps 
before  the  Division  took  place  a  few 
words  from  that,  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench,  with  regard  to  the  course  the 
debate  had  taken,  might  not  be  inappro- 
priate. It  had  been  a  matter  of  much 
interest,  on  the  side  of  the  House  on 
which  he  sat,  to  note  the  differenees 
which  seemed  to  exist  amongst  the 
ardent  temperance  reformers  who  sat  in 
different  parts  of  the  Benches  opposite. 
Tbe'^  -    "  ^^     -^    ^-'      -'  -     ■       I 
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Clausee.  They  had  piaotioally  dis- 
appeared, and  for  one  reason  he  was 
rather  sorry  for  it.  He  had  looked 
forward  to  an  opportunity  of  defending, 
in  discussion,  observations  which  he  had 
made  elsewhere,  and  he  should  have 
been  tempted  to  say  something  about 
them  because  he  believed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  1.  W. 
Ruseell)  had  said  the  other  day  that  he 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke)  had  buried  his 
political  reputation  in  the  grave  of  the 
Licensing  Clauses.  He  was  naturally 
the  person  most  interested  in  the  dear 
departed,  and  would  have  liked  to  attend 
the  funeral  and  make  a  few  valedictory 
observations  on  the  olauses ;  but  at  this 
moment  they  were  dealing  with  one 
clause,  and  only  one.  As  to  this  section, 
there  was  no  sort  of  agreement  between 
the  representatives  of  the  temperance 
cause  as  to  whether  this  clause  would  do 
good  or  not.  Someof  them  saidit  would, 
holding  the  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
to  remit  the  question  of  Sunday  Closing 
to  the  Local  Bodies  appointed  to  deu 
with  local  atfairs.  He  could  understand 
that — he  thought  there  was  a  great  deal 
in  that  contention.  The  circumstances 
of  different  localities  differed  so  greatly 
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parts  of  tbe  oountry  oo  ibia  matter. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  that  a  great 
many  temperance  organizatioa  s  believed 
that  if  the  matter  were  relegated  to  Local 
Bodies  there  would  cease  to  bo  any  reason 
or  exonae  for  Parliament  ad  dressing  itself 
to  the  solution  of  the  question.  In  some 
parts  of  the  aoantry,  no  doubt,  there  would 
be  Sunday  closing,  but  it  was  equally 
certain  that  in  other  parts  of  tha  coun- 
try there  would  nerer  ba  any  chance 
of  getting  Sunday  closing  at  all.  There- 
fore, it  waa  argued  by  some  temperance 
reformers  and  advocates  of  Sunday 
closing  that  it  would  be  better  for  tbe 
cause  they  had  at  heart  that  they  should 
endeavour  to  get  a  general  Bill  passed 
applicable  to  the  whole  country,  instead 
of  leaving  the  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
in  separate  sections  of  the  country. 
He  was  not  going  to  express  a  definite 
opinion  as  to  which  policy  was  right, 
and  for  the  reason  that  he  was  himself 

r'nst  entire  Sunday  closing.  He  had 
lys  said  that  there  was  very  good 
reason  for  curtailing  and  limiting  the 
hours  during  which  public-houses  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  open  on  Sundays  ; 
but  he  bad  always  protested  against 
the  measure  for  closing  public-houses 
altogather  on  that  day.  The  question 
which  policy  was  right  was  not  one  in 
which  he  took  much  interest  himself ;  but 
there  was  this  point  to  be  remembered, 
and  it  was  an  important  one.  It  they  had 
been  able  to  transfer  from  the  floor  of  the 
House  to  the  Local  Bodies  the  discus- 
aion  of  the  whole  question  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  liquor  traffic,  and  if  they 
had  been  able  to  do  it  with  such  provi- 
aions  OS  to  compensation  as  would  hare 
prevented  any  strong  antagonism  with 
regard  to  the  aubjeot,  and  any  great 
monetary  interests  being  involved  in  the 
deoisiona  of  the  Local  Bodies,  then  it 
might  have  been  a  good  thing  to  do. 
Parliament  would  have  been  relieved  of 
a  dif&oulty  which  would  have  been  re- 
legated to  the  Local  Bodies ;  but  what 
would  be  the  case  if  they  were  to  retain 
this  clause,  while  striking  out  all  the 
other  Licensing  Glauses?  Why,theLocal 
Bodies  would  have  a  harassing  ques- 
tion thrust  upon  them,  and  the  matter 
would  not  be  removed  from  theconsidera- 
tion  of  Parliament,  because  they  were 
told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Gockermoutb  Division  ^Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  that  he  desired  to 
retain  this  clause  in  order  to  give  the 
Sir  Sdaari  Clarit 


Local  Bodies  power  to  close  the  public- 
houses  on  Sunday  where  the  people 
were  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing,  and 
that  then  heand  his  Friends  would  come 
back  to  the  House  of  Oommona  aekinnf 
it  to  enforoe  Sunday  clotdng  elsewhere. 
So  that  the  House  of  Oommons  would 
not  get  rid  of  the  question  altogether, 
and  they  would  find  the  retention  of  the 
clause  infiuenoing  all  local  elections. 
This  question  would  be  one  of  tiie  lead- 
ing ones  OS  affecting  election  conteata,  as 
at  each  election  a  temperance  campaign 
would  be  carried  on,  and  on  the  one 
side  there  would  be  a  candidate  de- 
scribed as  a  temperanoe  candidate,  and 
on  the  other  they  would  have  a  candi- 
date described  as  a  publican's  candidate, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  a  large 
number  of  men  whom  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  upon  the  County 
Oonnoils  would  decline  to  enter  into 
contests  which  would  involve  their 
being  ticketed  either  as  a  teimseranae 
man  or  as  a  publican's  man.  If  there 
had  been  any  prospect  of  their  being 
able  to  carry  all  the  Qovemmenl  clauees, 
it  would  have  been  worth  while  saoriS- 
oing  time  and  encountering  difficulties  of 
this  kind  ;  but  as  the  other  clauses  were 
withdrawn,  it  was  not  worth  while  ex- 
posing the  Councils  to  all  these  difficul- 
ties for  the  sake  of  this  one  clause.  He 
believed  that  in  years  to  come  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  temperance  causa  would 
have  good  reason  to  regret  the  action 
they  had  taken  during  the  last  few 
months  in  havins  lost  an  opportunity  of 
dealing  reasonably  and  fully  with  this 
question.  Having,  however,  refused  to 
accept  the  clauses  the  Government  pro- 
posed, and  having  caused  the  with* 
drawa)  of  the  greater  part  of  the  Local 
Government  scheme  as  to  licensing, 
there  was  nothing  left  but  to  withdraw 
the  whole  of  it.  As  the  Local  Gonnoils 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  have  the 
management  of  the  whole  question,  at 
all  events  it  was  only  right  not  to  trouble 
them  with  the  difficulties  and  disadvan- 
tages which  would  arise  from  burdening 
them  with  the  carrying  out  of  the  powers 
of  this  particular  clause. 

Sis  WILLIAM  HAHOOUET  aaid, 
they  had  bad  a  very  interesting  lecture 
on  the  policy  of  the  Temperanoe  Party 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General,  who  told  them 
that  he  was  opposed  to  Sunday  doaing 
altogether. 
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Sib  EDWAKD  CLABEE :  I  gave  no 
opinion  upon  that  polioj. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT: 
ttie  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  hod 
given  no  opinion  Upon  it ;  he  had  given 
opinions  enough  one  woidd  think.     The    ' 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  learned 


a  leason  on  the  eubjeot  of  giving  opi- 
sions,  and  the  Committee  knew  what 
his  opinions  were  worth.  It  anj  person 
was  roBponsiblfl  for  having  wrecked  the 
provinone  of  this  Bill  affecting  the 
temperance  question,  it  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solioitor  General  who  had 
just  undertaken  to  lecture  the  Oommit- 
teeon  the  subject.  But  be  (Sir  William 
EaroourtJ  did  not  rise  to  speak  again  at 
any  length  upon  this  question.  He  only 
rose  to  saj  that  he  thought  after  the 
very  interesting  discuMion  they  had  had 
it  would  be  well  that  they  ahould  now 
oome  to  a  decision  npon  it.  There  was 
only  one  thing  he  wished  to  say  with 
reference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Tem- 
perance Bodies.  He  had  received  a 
great  many  communications  from  them 
on  this  subject.  Something  had  been 
said  to-night  on  the  view  of  the  National 
Temperance  Federation  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine) 
had  said  he  was  the  president.  Well, 
after  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of 
that  Temperanoe  Federation  he  (Sir 
William  Haroourt)  had  reoeived  from 
them  a  letter,  which  was  meant  to  be 
made  public,  and  was  dated  from  168, 
Edmund  Street,  Birmingham,  and  signed 
by  Joseph  Mahns  for  the  secretary,  te- 
presenting  the  views  of  the  federation, 
and  recommending  "that  we  should  not 

Sress  for  the  withdrawal  of  Olause  10," 
ut  not  saying  one  word  on  the  subject 
of  the  withdrawal  of  Clause  9.  Now, 
as  that  was  the  federation  of  whioh  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  spoken 
to-night,  and  of  whioh  he  was  chair- 
man, and  acting  entirely  in  aoeordance 
with  the  opinion  so  expressed,  the  hon, 
Member  had  put  down  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions to  omit  from  the  Bill  every  one  of 
the  other  clauses  relating  to  lioensiag  ; 
this  Olanss  9  was  the  one  olause,  and 
the  one  olause  only,  bearing  upon  the 
subject  upon  which  he  hf^  not  put 
down  BQch  a  Motion.  Now,  be  (Sir 
William  Karcourt)  left  the  Committee 
to  draw  its  own  conclusioD  on  the  matter. 
In  his  opinion  there  was  no  doubt  there 
was  8  large  pn^ortion  of  Temperance 
Bo4Im  woo  Ht^ttipr  rather  see  a  uni- 


versal oompnlsory  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 
That  was  a  proposal  which  he,  in  com- 
mon with  others,  thought  would  be  a 
very  good  thing  if  they  could  get  it. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Yes,  If  the  opinion  of 
the  country  was  such  as  to  justify  it,  as 
It  had  been  in  Ireland,  Scotland,  abd 
Wales.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
opinion  of  tiiis  country  would  justify  or 
support  BQoh  a  measure  at  the  present 
moment.  Therefore,  he  did  not  think 
it  wise  to  propose  such  a  measure.  That 
was  why  he  was  glad  to  see  the  proposal 
mads  which  would  give  that  power  to 
all  parts  of  the  country  that  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  it.  That  was  what 
Olause  9  proposed  to  do.  He  was  sorry 
that  this  should  be  regarded  as  a  Party 
question.  He  hoped  they  would  not 
regard  it  as  such,  but  that  each  would 
vote  on  the  Motion  as  he  thought  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  cause  he  had  at 
heart. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  313; 
Noes  275 :  Majority  62. — (Div.  List, 
No.  ISO.) 

Olause  10  (Transfer  to  county  coun- 
oil  of  licensing  powers  as  respects  tn- 
tozicating  liquors). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Ma.ILLINGWORTH(Bradford,  W.) 
said,  that  the  discussion  on  Clause  9 
had  been  necessarily  limited  to  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  whole  question,  and 
it  had  been  impossible  for  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr. 
Bitchie)  to  go  into  the  whole  case.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  disposed  to  rise  just  before  the 
vote  on  the  last  clause  was  taken,  but 
had  been  prevented  by  a  mechanical 
motion  oa  his  right.  If  they  had  not 
had  from  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
speech  whioh  he  had  made  in  the  early 
part  of  tbe  evening,  the  Committee 
would  have  been  left  in  doubt  as  to 
what  was  tbe  present  mind  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  value  and  policy  of  tbe 
Licensing  Olauses ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  changed  its  opinion  as  to 
the  value  of  the  transfer  from  the  ma- 
gistracy to  the  County  Oouncil  of  theoon- 
trol  of  the  licensing  system.  As  he  (Mr. 
lUingworth)  understood  the  right  hon. 
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Qentleman  the  Bobetantial  roaaon  that 
he  gave  was  that  such  feeling  and  indig- 
nation had  been  raised  throughout  the 
couotrf  as  to  produoe  an  effeat  upon  the 
House  which  obliged  the  GoTernment 
to  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
olauaes.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
had  already  stated  that  he  beliered  the 
OoTemment  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  Clause  9.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  were,  he  believed,  entitled  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  majority  of  the 
temperance  organizationH  in  the  coun- 
try, and  they  could  say  that  those  or- 
ganizations did  not  object  to  the  transfer 
of  the  licensing  power  from  the  magis- 
trates to  the  new  County  Councils.  Well, 
if  that  were  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  really  in  a  position  to  set  these 
clauses  upon  their  feet  again.  Un- 
doubtedly, if  the  authority  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  were  exercised  upon  this  point, 
if  they  were  to  declare  in  tne  face  of  the 
Committee  and  the  country  that  they  had 
not  changed  their  opinion,  but  had  been 
mistaken  in  their  interpretation  of  the 
opposition  to  these  olauaes,  and  if  they 
were  to  stand  by  the  clauses,  no  doubt 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  rally  to  their  support,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  the  clauses 
would  be  carried  probably  by  a  larger 
majority  than  any  other  arrangement  or 
provision  of  the  Bill.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  Oorerument,  and  especially  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  not  to 
throw  away  this  opportunity  ikey  had 
of  advancing  towaras  a  final  settlement 
of  this  question  of  licensing  throughout 
the  entire  country.  He  did  not  suppose 
that,  in  the  contests  for  the  County  Uonn- 
oils,  this  question  would  give  rise  to  any 

Eermanent  difficulty.  Ko  doubt  it  would 
ave  to  be  fought  out.  It  had  been 
argued,  in  objection  to  the  course  he  was 
suggesting,  that  any  candidate  who 
presented  himself  for  elsction  upon  the 
County  Council  would  be  ticketed  either 
as  a  temperance  supporter  or  as  a  sup- 
porter of  the  publicans.  Well,  he  saw 
nothing  to  object  to,  even  supposing  this 
difficulty  should  arise.  There  were  very 
few  Members  of  the  House  who  were 
not  obliged  to  go  through  the  same 
ordeal  at  every  election.  They  were 
interviewed  by  persons  connected  with 
temperance  associations,  and  by  persons 
representing  the  publican  interest.  They 
Mr.  iBingworth 


were  all  ticketed,  they  were  all  recog- 
nized as  favourable  to  either  one  side  or 
the  other.  Well,  if  that  was  the  experi- 
ence of  a  Uember  of  Farliament,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  objection  ^ere 
was  to  candidates  to  the  County  Coanoila 
being  asked  to  undergo  the  same  pro* 
cessf  He  did  not  anticipate  that  the  dia- 
cuBsion  of  the  question  would  last  any 
length  of  time ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
those  who  wished  to  see  this  measure  of 
real  substantial  benefit  to  the  oouotry, 
were  doing  the  best  thing  posffible  in 
asking  the  Government  to  re-consider 
their  decision  as  to  the  withdrawal  of 
those  ol&nees.  All  they  asked  was  that 
the  Government  should  stand  by  their 
own  project,  and  should  not  turn  their 
backs  upon  themselves,  and  they  might 
rest  assured  that  if  they  dared  to  throw 
over  the  publican  interest,  they  would 
find  upon  their  side  an  overwhelming 
majority  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  wish  to  delay  the 
Committee.  [^Ironical  ehMTi.']  If  he 
had  originated  the  proposal  which  ap- 
peared to  be  delaying  the  Bill,  he  oould 
understand  those  cheers ;  but  when  he 
was  supporting  a  proposal  which  the 
Government  had  deliberately  and  from 
the  outset  set  up  as  an  essential  part  of 
the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  he  was  open 
to  the  charge  hon.  Gentlemen  wished 
to  convey  by  their  oheere,  that  he  waa 
unduly  interfering  with  the  progress  of 
the  measure.  What  he  complained  of 
was  that  the  Government  was  turning 
its  baok  upon  its  own  proposal,  and  that 
they  shomd  do  this  at  a  moment  when 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  declared  that  he  was  of  the  same 
opinion  as  to  the  value  of  this  proposal 
as  he  was  at  the  beginning.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  ought  to  stand 
by  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced. 

Thb  president  or  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Rixcms) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wanted  him  to  enter 
upon  a  discQsuon  of  the  Lioensing 
Clauses.  The  Government  had  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  asking  the 
Committee  to  negative  those  clauses, 
and  ho  thought  it  would  be  unwise,  as 
well  as  unnecessary,  for  the  Committee 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  which,  if  it 
were  a  full  discussion,  would  certainly 
be  long  and  might  be  acrimonious.  He 
had  no  desire,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, however  mnoh  b«  might  feel 
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iaoUned,  to  enter  into  a  defence  oi  a 

Soflition  wliioli  he  thought  wae  moat 
efeosible.  He  would  i&ther,  looking 
to  the  large  and  important  questions 
whtoh  thej  had  atill  to  discuss,  and  look- 
ing to  the  position  the  (Government  had 
taken  up  vith  reference  to  these  olaaaea, 
submit  to  have  these  clauses  negatived 
Tritbout  that  full  defence  which,  if  cir- 
cumstances permitted,  he  vould  have 
been  glad  to  lay  before  the  Committee. 
Many  of  the  points  Inrolved  in  the 
Itioensing  Clauses — for  example,  that  of 
compensation,  and  others — had  been  dis- 
cussed on  Clause  9,  and,  therefore,  he 
felt  satisfied  he  Tould  be  acting  in  ac- 
cordance vith  the  wish  of  the  Com- 
mittee if  he  did  not  inrite  them  to  enter 
upon  a  long  and  acrimonious  discussion. 
Having  re^rd  to  the  large  number  of 
important  issues  which  still  remained 
to  be  discussed,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  support  the  Ooverament  when 
they  asked  that  these  clauses  should  be 
disposed  of  without  the  discussion  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bradford  invited  them. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE(Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose in  the  main  of  supporting  the  ap- 
Eeal  which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
on.  Gentleman.  It  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, a  sacrifice  on  his  part  to  do  so, 
because  he  should  certainly  have  been 
favourableto  the  transfer  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion from  the  magistrates  to  the  County 
Councils,  even  supposing  they  had  been 
able  to  do  nothing  else.  He  should  like, 
in  conformity  with  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
torihe  Oookermouth  Division  of  Cum- 
berland (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  earlier  in 
the  evening,  to  make  progress  by  means 
of  that  transfer.  But  as  that  could  not 
be  done,  he  did  not  wish  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  Committee  by  discussing  the 
matter.  He  was  bound  to  say  he  had 
looked  forward  to  this  occasion  with 
considerable  anxiety.  He  had  looked 
forward  to  this  occasion  as  a  means  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  most  needless,  jet 
perhapsnot  inexplicable,  correspondence 
with  which  he  had  been  persecuted  ever 
aince  the  Bill  was  introduced,  a  corre- 
spondence all  based  on  a  quotation  from 
a  speech  of  his  in  I8S0,  when  he  said 
be  should  have  been  better  pleased  with 
the  wide  and  general  proposal  of  bis 
hon.  Friend  if  it  had  not  contained  some 
refereuoe  to  the  idea  of  equitable  oom- 


'  peneation.  He  really  desired  to  put 
forward  in  every  way  the  success  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  sacrifice  what  he  had 
promised  In  that  iunumerable  corre- 
spondence—namely, when  a  legitimate 
opportunity  presented  itself,  to  make  a 
full  statement  of  hie  opinions  on  this 
question.  He  would  forego  the  oppor- 
tunity. He  would  simply  say  that  his 
opiuions  on  licensing  were  not  exactly 
in  accordance  with  those  of  any  of  the 
great  Parties  in  the  country,  but,  such 
as  they  were,  they  had  never  changed 
in  any  way.  This  question  was  care- 
fully examined  about  1853 — 35  years 
ago — and  the  compensation  which  he 
had  always  looked  to  was  to  be  under- 
stood from  tha  measures  he  had  at 
various  times  supported.  The  Liver- 
pool Bill,  about  the  year  1863,  and  the 
plan  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  about  the  year 
1871,  contaioed  the  idea  of  compensa- 
tion such  as  ho  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qlaastone) 
conceived  it.  He  need  not  say  that  that 
was  totally  and  absolutely  different 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr. 
Bitohie's)  idea  of  compensation.  He 
felt,  however,  that  he  should  be  best 
forwarding  the  business  of  the  Commit- 
tee if  be  limited  himself  to  that  state- 
ment and  forebore  to  go  further  into 
the  question.  The;  hod  all  got  in  view 
a  great  public  object;  they  were  de- 
sirous of  securing  the  affirmation  of  the 
principles  which  they  thought  of  great 
value,  and  which  were  contained  in  the 
framework  of  the  present  Bill,  although, 
undoubtedly,  they  could  hare  desired 
that  those  principles  had  been  much 
more  fully  and  comprehensively  applied. 
Under  the  ciroumstaQoes,  he  did  not 
think  he  would  he  satisfying  the  de- 
mands of  public  duty  were  he  to  do 
anything  more  than  to  say  he  thonght, 
all  things  considered,  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  fair  appeal. 
The  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  conducted  himself  at 
the  various  stages  of  the  Bill  gave  him 
every  title  to  all  the  assistance  they 
could  fairly  give  him.  He  desired  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assist- 
ance, and  the  best  form  in  which  he 
could  render  it  was  to  at  once  resume 
his  seat. 

Mb.  STOBEY  (Sunderland)  said,  that 
perhaps  he  ought  to  apologize  to  the 
Committee  for  interposing  in  the  debate, 
because  hitherto  he  had  not  been  able 
to  take  any  preat  part  in  the  oonsiderA- 
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tioD  of  th«  Bin.  When  the  meftBare 
TU  introduced  ha  was  compelled  by 
siokneaa  to  be  away  from  tiie  coantry ; 
be  only  returned  in  the  mouth  of  May. 
He  read  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
GloTernment  Board  QAr.  Bitchie)  when 
he  was  lying  on  his  back  between  2,000 
and  3,000  miles  from  here.  He  must 
say  he  was  not  astonished  at  the  tons 
and  purport  of  the  speech,  coming,  as 
it  did,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  coming  from  him  as  a  fifember  of 
a  OonserratiTe  Governmsnt,  he  was 
rather  astonished  at  it.  He  accepted 
with  the  most  implicit  confidence  the 
Liberal  sentiments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  there  expressed,  and  he 
thought  himself  blessed  that  at  last  he 
had  met  with  or  heard  of  a  Conserva- 
tive Minister,  an  important  Oonserratiye 
Minister,  who,  on  oehalf  of  a  Oonser- 
Tative  GoTcmment,  could  propose  a 
measure  so  Libert,  so  Badical,  ao 
democratic  in  tone  and  substance.  He 
determined  to  support  the  Bill.  He  was 
free  to  confess  that  when  he  came  home 
and  read  the  Bill  he  was  not  quite  so 
satisfied  with  it  as  he  was  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But,  still,  on  the  only  occasion  on  which 
he  had  interfered  in  the  debates  on  the 
Bill,  he  took  the  opportunity  of  rather 
earning  the  condemnation  of  some  of 
his  political  Friends,  and  the  plaudits, 
the  gratifying  plaudits,  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  by  supporting  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  and  opposing 
the  ideas  of  Gentlemen  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  Now, 
he  did  not  intend  to  intervene  at  any 
length  in  the  debate  that  night ;  but  he 
wished  to  put  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  whom,  gene- 
rally, he  was  happy  to  follow,  the  sug- 
geetion  that,  though  they  had  been 
beaten  on  Clause  9,  they  should  not 
without  some  protest,  the  strongest  they 
oonid  make  in  the  House,  lose  the  op- 
portunity of  asserting  that,  in  their  judg- 
ment, whatever  might  be  the  newest 
judgment  of  the  Government,  the  power 
of  lisensing  ought  no  longer  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates,  but  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  elected  representatives 
of  the  people.  Now,  if  tnat  involved 
any  large  change,  or  any  question  of 
compensation,  he  should  most  eertainly 
decline  ta  walk  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Goremment,  and  he  would  t^l  the 
Mr.  Storty 


Government  why.  He  quite  admitted 
that  if  any  lai^e  question  of  oompensa- 
tion  was  to  be  discassed,  if  any  importaot 
change  was  to  be  made,  it  ought  to  ba 
discussed  in  a  Bill  as  a  whole  and  not 
as  a  clause  of  a  Bill.  But  might  he 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  GenttamaD, 
who  he  remembered  when  be  aat  on 
that  side  of  the  House  developed  Liberal 
tendencies  that  were  rather  extrsordi* 
nary  in  a  Conservative,  with  which 
Liberal  tendenoies  he  had  in  some  d«- 
gree  succeeded  in  inoculating  his  Col- 
leagues— might  he  point  out  to  him  that 
in  Clause  10  no  great  change  was 
proposed.  He  wished  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  to  look  at  Clause  10  in  itaelf, 
without  reference  tc  Clauses  11,  12,  or 
the  following  olanses.  Clause  10  in 
itself  proposed  a  change  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  thought  juat 
and  fair,  or  he  would  never  have  pro* 
posed  it,  and  a  change  which  th^,  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  if  they 
were  true  to  their  principles,  must  sup* 
port.    The  clause  proposed  that — 

"  AU  mich  powen,  daties,  anct  lUbUitiea  with 
rMpeot  to  liooDBmfc  within  the  mBsning  of  this 
Act,  &□.,  ke.,  which  Dowraat  with  the  joitioss, 
■haUt  in  fntqre,  b«  in  the  pOMOtioa  ot  the 
elected  ooondl." 

Mark  the  words,  Mr.  Chairman,  "all 
such  powers."  He  saw  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  in  his  place,  and  he  knew  ha 
should  have  in  him  a  willing  adherent 
to  his  view,  and  he  hoped  a  follower  into 
the  Lobby.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  held  that  the  justices 
had  at  present  no  unlimited  power  of 
refusing  licences.  No  unlimited  power? 
Their  power  was  limited.  Well,  all 
Clause  10  proposed,  was  that  the  limited 

Kwers  which  aooording  to  the  hon.  and 
irned  Solicitor  General  now  belonged 
to  the  Justices,  should  in  future  belong 
to  the  elected  representatives  of  the 
people.  He  did  not  pretend  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
Ha  thought  the  powers  were  unlimited, 
but  he  would  aooept.  for  the  moment, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General's 

Sroposition.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
entlemau  held  that  the  powers  of  the 
Justices  ware  limited,  what  valid  reason 
oould  he  give  why  the  limited  powers  the 
Justices  had  should  not  be  tranaforred 
to  the  Oonnty  Counoilsf  He  hoped  the 
Committee,  in  fact,  he  knew  the  vhida 
Oommittee  bod  studied  Clause  10  mooli 
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more  than  lie  had,  but  perhaps  they  h«d 
not  doDe  so  from  the  point  of  view  of  its 
reladoQ  to  the  other  olausee.  He  aa- 
aerted,  and  be  wished  the  Pteaideat  of 
the  Local  Qorernment  Board  to  deny  it 
if  hd  could,  that  Olauae  10  without  i 
ference  to  Olause  U,  12,  and  the  foUo' 
ing  olauaes,  amounted  to  this,  and  this 
alone,  that  all  such  powers  as  the  magia- 
tratsB  legally  had  should  in  future  be 

giwere  posseased  by  the  elected  Oounoil. 
ow  could  they  say  for  a  moment,  how 
could  a  democratic  Co  DBervfttive  Govern- 
ment say  for  a  moment,  that  that  pro- 
position waa  not  a  just  proposition  ?  He 
could  appeal  peraonalty,  if  he  had  the 
opportunity,  to  half-a-dossu  M!embers 
of  the  Front  Gtoverament  Bench,  whom 
he  had  heard  aeaert  these  things  again 
and  again.  He  maintained  that  they 
believed,  aa  much  aa  he  believed,  that 
these  powers  ought  to  rest  with  the 
elected  Oounoils.  If  there  had  been 
anything  extra  proposed,  if  there  had 
been  any  proposal  to  extend  these 
powers,  hs  should  not  have  got  up  to 
express  the  opinion  that  CQause  10  ought 
to  be  retained  in  the  BUI ;  but  he  held 
distinctly  there  waa  no  extra  proposal  ii 
the  olause;  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
clause  was  limited  to  conferring  upon 
the  Coun^  Couusils  the  powers  now 
vested  in  the  magistrates.  Ha  stated 
at  the  beginning,  and  he  repeated,  hs 
advocated  no  large  change,  but  he  should 
consider  himself  false  to  his  constituents, 
and  false  to  the  principles  upon  which 
he  was  sent  there,  if  he  did  not  assert 
upon  every  occasion  and  certainly  upon 
an  occasion  offered  to  him  by  a  Oonser- 
rative  Qovernment,  that  a  proposal  to 
transfer  powers  now  held  by  unelacted 
persons  to  elected  persona  was  a  proposal 
which  ought  to  command  the  assent  of 
every  Liberal  and  Badical,  every  Liberal 
Unionist,  and  not  a  small  section  of 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  got  into  Par- 
liament at  the  last  Election,  by  pro- 
claiming they  were  Tory  secondly  and 
demooratio  firstly.  If,  therefore,  his 
ben.  Friend  the  Uemberfor  West  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Illingworth)  divided  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  retention  of  Oiause  10, 
he  should  be  very  glad  to  follow  him 
into  the  Lobby. 


Q  put. 

The  Committee  dwidtd:- 
Noes  2dS 


1S88|    {£nfl0nd and  fFaif)  SiU.    1682 

AYES. 
Abraham,  W.  (OUn).)    Hurin^D,  E. 
Aoland,  A.  H.  D.  Haningtoo,  T.  0. 

Aclaad,  C.  T.  D.  Barria,  U. 

Allison,  B.  A.  Hayden,  L.  F. 

Ashar,  A.  Hayne,  0.  Seala- 

ABqiiith,,H.  H.  Healy,  M. 

Ballantina,  W.  H.  W.     HoldeD,  I. 
Barbour,  W.  B.  Hooper,  J. 

Barr&n,  J.  Hoyte,  I. 

Barry,  J.  Uuater,  W.  A, 

Biggar,  J.  G).  Jacol^,  J.  A. 

Bolton,  T,  D.  Joioey,  J. 

Bradlaugh,  C.  Jordan,  J. 
Broadhunt,  H.  Kenny,  0.  8. 

BruCB,  hon.  B,  P.  Kenny,  J.  E. 

Bmnner,  J.  T.  Kenny,  ST.  J, 

Buchanan,  T.  R.  KUbride,  D. 

Burt,  T.  Laboaohere,  H. 

Byma,  O.  H.  Lavaon,  Sir  W. 

Cameron,  J.  If.  Lealij,  J. 
OampbaU,  8ir  G.  Leferre,  rL  hn.a.  J.  S. 

Campbell- Ban nermaD,    Lewis,  T.  P. 

right  hon.  H.  Lockvood,  F. 

Carev,  J,  L,  Macdonald,  W.  A. 

Channinf,  E.  A.  MacNeiU,  J.  Q.  8. 

Clancy,  J,  J.  M'Captan,  M. 
Ulork,  Dr.  G.  B.  M'Carthy,  J. 

Cobb,  H.  P.  M'Carthy,  J.  H. 

Colman,  J.  J.  M'Donald,  P. 

Commini,  A.  M.'Larsn,  W.  8.  B. 

Condon,  T.  J,  Mahony,  P. 

Conway,  M.  Mutlond,  W.  P. 

Gonybeare,  C.'  A.  V.  Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 

Corbet,  W.  J.  Mamm,  E.  M. 

OoMham,  H.  Mayne.T. 

Cojt.  J.  E.  Molloy,  B.  0. 

Craig,  J.  Montagu,  S. 

Ctavea,  J.  Morgan,  O.  V. 

Crawford,  D.  MorTey,  A. 

Oremar,  W.  H.  Murphy,  W.  M, 

Crilly,  U.  Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 

CroMley,  B.  Nolan,  J. 

BaTioi,  W.  O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 

Deaay,  J.  O'Brien,  P.  J. 

Dickaon,  T.  A.  O'Oonnor,  A. 

WUwyn,  L.  I*.  O'Dohsrty,  J,  B; 

EUio,  T.  E.  O'HanloB,  T. 
Eamoade,  Sir  T.  H,  G.    O'Hea,  P. 

EislemOQt,  P.  O'Keeffe,  F.  A. 

Evana,  F.  H.  O'Kally,  J. 

Fenwiok,  0.  Parker,  0.  8. 
Fergtuoa,  ILCUnaro-    Pickerigill,  E.  B. 

Finucane,  J.  Picton,  J,  A. 

Firth,  J.  F.  B.  Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 

Flower,  C.  Powell,  W.  B.  H. 

Flynn,  J.  0.  Power,  F,  J, 

Foley,  P.  J.  Power,  B. 

Forster,  Hir  C.  Prioo,  T.  P. 

Forter,  Sir  W.  B.  Priestley,  B. 

Vox,  Dr.  J.  F.  Provand,  A.  D. 

Fry,  T.  Pngh,  D. 

Follor,  Q.  P.  Pyne,  J.  D. 
QaakoU,  C.  Q.  Mihui-     Qitinn,  T. 

Oilhooly,  J  Bandall,  D. 

Gill.  T.  P.  Redmond,  J.  B. 

OUditone,  E.  J.  Kedmond,  W.  H.  K. 

OoDTley,  E.  T.  Beid,  B.  T. 

Oraham,  B.  0.  Rnnolds,  W.  J. 

npBv.  air  R.  Bobarti,  J. 

Roberta,  J.  B. 

Boo,  T. 
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BowUnds,  W.  B. 
RnBsell,  Sir  C. 
SamuelsoD,  Q.  B. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheuhy,  D. 
Bhail,G. 
SiocUir,  J. 
Slagg.  i. 
Smith,  S. 

Bpencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Staok,  J. 

Stanateld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
StaTeuMO,  P.  S. 
Stewart,  U. 
Stuart,  J. 
Bullivsn,  D. 
Snnunera,  W, 
SwiDbame,  Sir  J. 
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Talbot,  C.  R.  H. 
Taoner,  0.  K. 
ThoraM,  A. 
ThomM,  D.  A. 
Tnite,  J. 

Vivian,  Bir  H.  H. 
Wannington,  0.  M. 
Waymao,  T. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamaon,  J. 
WilBon,  H.  J. 
WilaoD,!. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 


NOES. 

CoBliin,  D.  H. 


AddiBOQ,  J.  B.  W. 
AgK-Oardner,  J.  T. 
Aiofllia,  w.  a. 
Altsopp,  hoD.  Q. 
AmbroBe,  W. 
AnatrutliBr,  H.  T. 
Aahmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J,  8. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hOQ.  A.  J. 
Baring,  Viacount 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bamea,  A. 
Barry,  A.  H,  S. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
BatM,  Sit  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hioka- 
BeaamoDt,  H.  F. 
Bentinch,  rt.  hn.  (i.  C. 
Bentinok,  Lord  U.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  O.  C 
BetheU,Oomoiaiider  G. 

R. 
Biddulph,  U. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Biikback,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Ootonel   H. 

B.  U. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
BoQSor,  H.  0.  0. 
Boorf,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Briatowe,  T.  L. 
Btodriok,  hon.  W.  St.     Ewart,  Sic  Tl 


Colomb,  Sir  J.  0.  E, 
Compton,  F. 
Oooke,  C.  W.  B. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett.  J. 
Ooiry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Uotton,  Capt^D  E.  T. 

D. 
Cianbomo,  Visoonnt 
Orofl»,H.  iS. 
CroHley,  Sir  B.  B. 
CroBBman,  Oen.  Sir  W. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrvmple,  Sir  0, 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Darenport,  U.  T. 
DavnaT,  Oolonal  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Oobun,  B.  S.  W. 
DeLi8le,E.J.L.M.F. 
De  Worma,  Baron  U. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R> 
Donkin,  R.  B. 
Doriagton,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  8. 
Dancombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.hn.  Sir  W.H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwarda-Hoaa,  T,  0. 
Elliot,  boa.  A.  R.  D. 
BUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  O.  I. 
Erershed,  3. 


J.  P. 
BrookQeld,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Six  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Loid  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Cannartbea,  Kaiq.  of 
CaTendiah,  Lord  E. 
Cttantberlun,  R. 
CharriDgton,  8. 
Clarke,  ^  E.  G. 
CoddingtoD,  W. 


FeUden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  3. 
FeUowea,  A.  E. 
Fergoaaoo,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fialden,  T. 
Fiaoh,G.  H. 
Finlay,  B.  B. 
Fiaher,  W.  H. 
Fletoher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon, 

ViscooDt 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  E.  N. 
Fraaer,  General  0.  C. 
Frj-,  L. 
Fiilton,  J.  F. 


Gbthome-Hard7,  hon. 

J.B. 
Gedge,  S. 
Uent-Daris,  R. 
Gilliat.  J.  8. 
Ooldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Ooldsworthy,    Mf^or- 

Geaeral  W.  T. 
Gotat,  l>ir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granby,  Marqaeas  of 
Gray,  0.  W. 
Grimaton,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gonter,  Colonel  R, 
Ourdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsev,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  right  bon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,Gen.SirE.B. 
Hanbury,  B.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  P. 
Hartdngton,  Marq.  of 
Heaton,  J.  B. 
Heneage,  right  boa.  E . 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  B.  T. 
Hervey.  Ixird  P. 
Hill,  right  ben.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  3. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  8. 
Hobhouie,  H 
HoUowaj,  G. 
Honldaworth,8irW.H. 
Howorth.  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J,  H.  C. 
Hogbee  -  Hallett,  Col. 

Bulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  P.  S. 
Isaacson,  P.W. 
Jaokaon,  W.  L. 
Jarvia,  A.  W, 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  3. 
Jehnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Eenrick,  W. 
Kar,  R.  W.  B. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
Enowles,  L. 
Eynoch,  G. 
Latona,  A, 

Laurie,  Colonel  R,  P. 
Lawranoe,  J.  C. 
L&wrenoa,  W.  F. 
Lea,T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  £. 
Lagh,  T.  W. 
Loighton,  8. 
Lennoi,   Lord  W.  0. 
G. 


Llewelhrn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  bon.  W. 
Lovther,  J.  W. 
Hacdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Haokintoah,  0.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J, 
Madden,  D.H. 
Makins.  Colonel  W.  T. 
Mallook,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,rt.  hn.  W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthem,  rt.  hn.  H. 
MaUinion,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  B. 
Mildmay,  P.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  0.  W. 
MUvsin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  P. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mou,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  O 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Norton,  E. 
Paget,  ffir  R.  H. 
Parker,  boo.  P. 
Peaae,  H.  P. 
Penton,  Captain  P.  T, 
Plnnket,rt.hon.D.K. 
Runkatt,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  O.  E. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H 
Raikee,  rL  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Miqor  P.  0. 
Riahardaon, T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertaon,  Sir  W.  T. 
Bobertsoo,  J.  P.  B. 
Bobinson,  B. 
BobinaDn,T. 
Ra68,A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Sellar,  A.  0. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
8eton-Kan,  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom.  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Stanley,  E.  J 
Stepheni,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  E. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorl)am,  W. 
Tollemaohe,  H.  J. 
Tomlinaon,  W.  B.  U. 
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entire  obaogd  la  the  policy  of  the  Bill 
should  raoeire  some  notice  kt  the  hands 
of  the  Oommitlee.  The  oountr;  would 
be  gratified  to  kaow  that  the  a^tatioa 
aeaiuBt  that  proposal  had  beea  so  eooi' 
pletely  sucoesiful.  The  abaodoameiit 
of  the  clause  would  make  the  task  of 
dealing;  with  the  Lioeoaing  Question 
infinitely  easier  in  the  future.  The 
Liberal  Party  had  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  the  attempt  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  hand  over  to  the  publioan 
interest  huge  sums  of  money,  belonging 
to  all  classes  of  the  people,  had  been 
completely  thwarted.  The  Government 
had  been  obliged  to  acknowledge  itself 
thoroughly  beaten.  Tho  minority  in 
that  House  had  oome  out  triumphant. 


Vernon,  boa.  O.  B.  Wion,  hon.  R. 

Waidle,  H.  WodahooM,  K  R. 

Watkin,  Sir  B,  W.  Wolmer,  ViwwQiit 

Watson,  J.  Wood,  N. 

Webater,  Sir  R.  E.  Wortley,  0.  B.  Stoart- 

Webater,  B.  O.  Wriglit.  H.  8. 

Wast,  ColoDel  W.  0.  Young,  C.  B.  B. 
Whart«n,  J.  L. 

WhitlSf,  E.  TELLBOS. 

^Vhitmore,  C.  A.  Douglas,  A.  Aken- 

WiboQ,  Sir  8.  Walroad,  Col.  W.  H. 

Clause  1 1  (Powers  of  Licensing  Com- 
mittee of  County  Council  as  to  refusal 
of  renewal  of  licences). 

Question,  "That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  tJie  Bill,"  put,  and  tugativid. 

Clause  1 2  (Compulsory  refusal  of  re- 
newal of  licence  In  consequence  of  report 
from  Justioes). 

Question,  "That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  ntgatived. 

Clause  13  (Sisoretionary  refusal  of 
renewal  of  licanoe  subject  to  oompensa- 
tion). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Ma.ILLINaWORTH(Bradf«rd,W.) 
said,  this  was  the  clause  that  provided 
for  the  granting  of  compensation  to  pub- 
licans whose  licences  were  taken  away 
from  them,  and  the  Qoverniuent  would 
find  tbat,  at  all  events  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  there  was  an  abso- 
lute unanimity  of  opinion  that  the  clause 
should  be  buried.  He  believed  it  would 
be  buried  never  to  have  a  resurrection, 
and  his  only  object  iu  rising  was  to  pro- 
nounce a  sort  of  funeral  oration  over  a 
proposal  to  improve  the  position  of  an 
tnteiest  which  an  overwhelming  majori^ 
of  the  moral  and  progressive  people  of 
the  country  thought  ought  to  oe  weak- 
ened rather  than  strengthened.  It  must 
be  remembered  tbat  the  abandonment 
of  the  whole  of  the  Lioensiug  Clanees  of 
the  Bill  was  entirely  due  to  the  attempt 
of  ths  GovernnsMit  to  give  huge  com- 
pensation to  the  publicans  of  this  coun- 
try. The  oonntry  sould  look  with  satis- 
tion  upon  the  step  which  the  Govemmcmt 
had  been  obliged  to  take.  'iIuttrrvplion.~\ 
If  he.  was  not  allowed  to  proceed  with 
the  few  remarks  he  had  to  make,  he 
should  have  no  alternative  but  to  move 
that  Progress  ba  reported.  It  could  not 
be  unfitting  that  a  [ffoposal  which  had 
forced   the    Government   to  make  an 

yOL.  CCCX^Vn.     Timip  sbmm.^ 


l_2roni<ial  Minttterial  Chttri.'] 

Mb.  W.  SEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  :  Ur.  Courtney,  I  wish  very  respeot- 
fnUy,  on  a  point  of  Order,  to  oall  your 
attention  to  the  oontinual  interruptions 
of  hon.  ICembera  opposite. 

Thb  CHA.mMAN  sailed  apon  Ur. 
Illisowobth  to  proceed. 

Mk.  ILLINa  WOBTH  Kud,  he  should 
be  very  aorry  to  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress. It  really  would  eonduee  to  the 
prt^iress  of  the  Bill  to  allow  him  to  make 
a  few  observations.  He  was  about  to 
say,  that  whenever  the  time  came  for 
making  the  measure  complete  in  its 
character — and  it  would  probably  fall  to 
the  lot  of  the  lAberal  Party  to  make  it 
worth  something  to  the  country — the 
task  would  be  a  comparatively  easy  one, 
now  that  this  clause  had  been  aban- 
doned. The  Government  was  afraid  to 
proceed  with  ths  clause,  and,  in  eonse- 
quence,  had  had  to  withdraw  from  the 
Bill  one  of  its  main  provisions. 

Question  put,  and  ntgattvad. 

Clause  14  (Power  to  pnrchase  llaenoe 
instead  of  paying  compensation). 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  P<i*>  Bi>^  ntgatived. 

Clause  15  (Entire  naaintenanee  of  main 
roads  by  County  Council). 

Ms.  BRHNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wLch],  in  moviog  an  Amendment,  in 
line?,  to  insert,  after  "  1878,"  the  wordB, 
"including  any  public  footpath  by  the 
side  of  sueh  road,"  said,  that  to  those 
who  travelled  on  foot,  the  highways  were 
as  valuable  as  they  were  to  those  who 
owned  vehicles.  It  bad  been  a  matter 
of  great  astonishment  to  him,  ever  eince 
3  H  ITmUh  NiglU.\ 
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lie  bad  been  a  Member  of  a  Highwa; 
Authority,  that  those  who  had  the  oare 
of  the  highwajB  had  no  right  to  spend 
anj  of  the  publie  money  upon  the  foot- 
paths, It  seemed  to  him  that  foot  pas- 
Boagers  had  just  as  much  right  to  be 
considered  as  those  who  drove,  and  he 
thouvht  he  should  have  the  sympathy  of 
hoD.  Uembera  on  both  sides  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  when  he  asked  the  Oommittee 
to  assent  to  his  Amendment,  which 
imposed  on  the  Hie^hway  Authority  the 
duty  of  providing  for  the  footpaths  on 
the  sides  of  the  highways. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 2,  line 
7,  after  "1878,"  to  insert  the  words, 
"including  any  public  footpath  by  the 
Bide  of  suoh  road." — (  Jf/-.  Sruntur.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  president  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOTERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
GoTcmment  coold  not  assent  to  thi 
Amendment,  which  would  throw  ac 
enormous  additional  burden  on  the 
County  Authorities.  The  Amendment 
would  apply  not  only  to  ordinary  foot- 
paths alongeide  country  roads,  but  also 
to  paved  footpaths  on  either  side  of 
main  roads  in  towns.  It  was  perfectly 
evident  that  the  traffic  on  such  payed 
footpaths  was  a  local  traffic.  They  were 
maintained  at  a  much  heavier  expense 
than  ordiitary  country  roads,  and  the 
result  of  aooepting  tho  Amendment 
would  be  to  torow  an  enormous  ad- 
ditional burden  on  the  oounl^  for  the 
maintenance  of  footpaths  with  which 
the  county  had  little  concern. 

Mr.  BBUNNKB  said,  he  would  be 
willing  to  amend  the  Amendment,  in 
order  to  provide  for  the  difficulty  which 
the  rightlion.  Gentle  man  bad  referred  to. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
knew  of  footpaths  which  were  outside 
the  hedges  and  yet  rau  parallel  with  the 
roadway.  Such  cases  would  come  within 
the  Amendment.  Surely  his  hou.  Friend 
never  intended  that  footpaths  of  that 
bind  should  be  kept  up  out  of  the  county 
rate.  If  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Storey)  should 
certainly  vote  against  him.  The  objec- 
tion urged  a{[ainat  the  Amendment  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  was  a  very  strong  one.  He 
knew  a  town  in  the  oounty  of  Durham 
which  got  nothing  out  of  the  conntj 
ifr.  Srutmtr 


rate  at  the  present  time  for  roads,  but 
paid  £700  a-year  to  it,  and  of  another 
town  in  the  saoie  county  which  got  £700 
B-year  out  of  the  county  rate  and  did  not 
pay  anything  like  as  much.  Under  the 
Amendment  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  all  the 
Sagged  footpaths  in  both  these  towns 
would  be  paid  for  out  of  the  county  rate. 

Colonel  HAMBBO  (Dorset,  S.)  aaked 
the  Freaideat  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board  what  was  to  happen  in  the  case 
of  those  footpaths  which  were  on  the 
sides  of  bridges  ? 

Mr.  EITOHIE  replied  that  thoao 
footpaths  which  were  at  present  main- 
tained  by  the  Highway  Authority  would 
etill  be  maintained  by  them  under  the 
BUI. 

Sia  UQHTKED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
been  quite  right  in  pointing  out  that 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
out  of  all  proportion  to  what  its  Mover 
intended,  as  it  would  throw  upon  the 
county  ratea  the  cost  of  maintaining  all 
the  footpaths  alongside  main  roads  in 
towns.  Those  footpaths  were  very  pro- 
perly paid  for  out  of  the  rates  of  the 
towns.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
pressed. 

Question  put,  and  negativid. 

Sir  JOHN  DOBINGTON  ( Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury),  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, the  object  of  which  was  to  post- 
pone the  taking  over  of  the  management 
of  main  roads  by  the  Oounty  Councils 
until  the  1st  of  April,  1890,  said  that 
the  Oounty  Council  could  not  be  elected 
until  after  the  I4th  of  January,  and 
could  not  meet  until  the  2nd  Thursday 
after  the  day  of  election.  It  had  then 
to  aeleot  its  county  aldermen,  and  it 
would  hardly  be  able  to  meet  for  huai- 
nees  until  somewhere  about  the  middle 
of  February.  Yet  on  April  1st,  it 
would,  under  the  BUI,  have  to  take  over 
control  of  the  roads.  The  time 
given  to  the  Oouncil  to  prepare  for 
taking  charge  of  the  highways  seemed 
to  him  to  be  far  too  short.  It  would  be 
necessary  to  select  the  proper  paraons  to 
fill  the  office  of  county  surveyora;  be- 
cause those  at  present  existing  did  no 
more  than  inspect  the  roads,  and,  even  if 
they  were  entirely  in  the  employment 
if  the  count;,  the;  had  other  duties  to 
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perform.  Cerfainlj,  special  arrange- 
ments wonid  have  to  be  made  when ' 
they  came  to  mani^e  the  whole  of 
tba  main  roads.  He  nnderatood  the 
viev  of  the  Qovemment  to  be  that, 
under  the  operation  of  an  Amendment 
to  he  moved  Bubsequentlj  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  if  ember  for  the  North- West 
Division  of  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
felot],  the  County  Councils  would  have 
power  to  contract  with  the  existing 
Highway  Authorities  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  roads.  But,  even  if  that 
were  so,  the  time  given  them  for  making 
the  necessary  arrangements  was  far  too 
limited.  Uuoh  correspoodence  and  ne- 
gotiation was  bound  to  take  place,  and 
ho  thought  that  further  time  ought  to 
be  allowed.  If  the  Government  would 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, no  doabt  some  earlier  date  than 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  7,  after  the  word  "shall,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "after  the  first  day  of 
April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety." — {Sir  John  Boringlan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
he  there  iuserted." 

The  secretary  to  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (S[r.  Lono) 
[Witts,  Devices)  said,  he  was  sure  that 
everyone  would  admit  that  everything 
that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  on  the  subject  of  local 
administration  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  be 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  allow  him 
to  point  out  that  if  the  Government  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  they  would  be 
agreeing  to  a  very  serious  postponement 
of  the  exercise  of  some  very  consider- 
able powers  conferred  by  the  Bill  on 
the  County  Councils.  He  really  thought 
his  ban.  Friend  somewhat  exaggerated 
the  difficulty  which  the  County  Council e 
would  meet  with  in  making  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  highways.  It  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
mentstandiaginthenameofthe  hon. and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
under  which  power  would  be  conferred 
on  County  Couadls  and  Diatriot  Councils 
to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  maintenance 
of  main  roads.  At  the  present  time,  the 
Quarter  Sessions  had  county  surveyors, 
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upon  to  maintain  the  roads,  were  called 
upon  to  survey  them  ;  and  it  was  only 
upon  the  issue  of  their  certificates  that 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  were  able 
to  pay  the  money  required  for  mainte- 
nance. The  only  difference  under  the 
ireeent  Bill  would  be  that  the  County 
lOuncils  would  have  to  mate  arrange- 
ment with  the  District  Councils  for  me 
maintenance  of  the  roads,  and  the  sur- 
veyors would  have  power  to  point  out 
here  the  local  surveyors  were  in  the 
Tong,  and  to  demand  that  they  should 
improve  the  roads  in  any  direittion  the 
County  Surveyors  thought  right.  The 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 
Colonel  HAMBRO  said,  he  should 
irtainly  support  the  Amendment.  If 
the  Government  would  not  allow  the 
roads  to  be  managed  by  the  present 
Highway  Authorities,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  grant  an  extension  of  time. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  there  was  one 
matter  which  rendered  it  extremely 
difficult  to  accept  the  Amendment,  and 
that  was  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  finance.  At  present  the  Government 
provided  one-fourth  of  the  cost  of  main- 
taining highways,  and  the  County  Au- 
thorities provided  one-hall.  The  Go- 
vernment grant  was  now  to  be  discon- 
tinued, and  the  County  Authority  was  to 
be  placed  in  such  a  position  that  it  would 
bear  the  whole  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  roads.  It  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  arrange  the  financial  details 
of  the  changes  proposed  by  the  Bill,  if 
the  finance  were  to  come  into  the  hands 
of  the  CouDty  Authorities  in  the  spring, 
whilst  the  roads  were  not  to  be  taken 
over  until  some  time  afterwards.  The 
(Government  bad  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  time  between  the  election  of 
the  Council  and  the  date  fixed  for  taking 
over  the  new  powers  was  not  sufficient 
to  enable  it  to  make  all  neoessary 
arrangements. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  wise  thin^  to  allow  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  to  remain  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  were  at  present 
repairing  them,  until  they  could  be 
properly  transferred  to  the  Oonnty 
Oonnoila. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  sud,  the  Qovemment 
did  not  intend  to  transfer-  compnlsorily 
the  repair  of  the  main  roads  from  the 
3  H  a  _  \Tjmth^  Nifht.'^ 
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County  to  the  District  Oounoils,  but 
merely  to  allow  the  County  Councils  so 
to  transfer  them  if  tbey  thought  fit. 

Sir  SICHA£D  FAG£T  (Somerset, 
WelU)  said,  it  would  be  very  iacoare- 
nient  for  the  County  Councils  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  managemtnt  of  all 
the  roads  within  their  areas;  but  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Hember  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (9ir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
would  enable  tbem  to  depute  the  work 
to  the  Diatriot  Councils,  which  would  be 
a  very  convenient  method  of  dealing  with 
the  matter.  It  was  obvious,  however, 
that  this  could  not  be  done  at  once,  if 
this  clause  came  into  operatiou 
the  District  Oounoils  were  elected. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Qrimaby) 
eaid,  that  at  present  the  parish  over- 
seers maintained  the  roads  under  the 
supervision  of  the  surveyor,  and 
wished  to  know  whether  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  County  Councils 
continue  that  arrangement  until  the 
District  Counoila  were  elected  ?  If  not, 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  that, 
winter,  when  the  roads  were  worst,  there 
would  be  no  one  looking  after  them. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  the  Government 
would  accept  an  alteration  in  the  Amend' 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  North-West  Division  of  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  providing 
that  until  the  District  Councils  were  set 
up  the  County  Councils  might  call  on 
the  Highway  Authorit'  '  '  * 

the  roads. 

Mr.  HALSET  (Herts,  Watford)  said, 
be  hoped  the  Govemmsnt  would  grant 
some  extension  of  time. 

It  being  now  12  o'clock.  Progress  was 
reported. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  bis  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morroie,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MERCHANT  BHIPPING  (LIFE    SAVINa 

APPUANOES  BILL  [L»ni.].-[Biu.  290.] 

{TAt  Xarl  of  OiuhK.) 

BBOOSD  RSADina. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Hb.  CBAIG-SELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 

Fartiok)  aaii,  before  a  day  was  fixed  for 

the  Bill,  ho  wished  to  make  an  appeal 

on  behdf  of  the  shipping  interest  in 

Jfr.  Silehit 
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Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  other  large 
ports,  that  an  opportunity  shoald  be 
given  for  giving  the  Bill  a  full  diacoA- 
sion.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  recognize  that  the  measure  was 
of  a  character  the  principle  of  which 
could  not  be  fairly  allowed  to  pass  auh 
lilmlio.  It  might  be  good  or  it  mig^ht 
be  bad  in  principle,  on  that  he  waa  not 
prepared  to  offer  an  opinion ;  bat  he 
asked  that  the  Bill  might  be  taken  at 
such  a  time  when  full  discussion  ooald 
take  place. 

The  PBE8IDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohabl  Hioks-Bkach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  when  the  Bill  came 
on,  a  few  days  ago,  he  said,  or  attempted 
to  say,  to  the  hon.  Member  who  offered 
opposition,  that  if  the  Bill  were  allowed 
to  pass  its  second  reading  ho  would 
undertake  that  the  opportunity  should 
be  given  for  fully  discussing  it  in  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  would  be 
aware  that  at  that  time  of  the  Session, 
and  with  the  pressing  claims  of  other 
Business,  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
find  time  in  the  early  hours  of  a.  Sitting 
for  the  discussion  of  such  a  Bill.  AH  be 
oould  do  now  was  to  propose  the  Bill  be 
pro  formd  set  down  for  to-morrow  at  2. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) thought  the  excuse  offered  was 
very  inadequate.  For  a  long  time  paat 
the  Government  bad  bad  commana  of 
nearly  all  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
they  proposed  to  ask  the  House  for  the 
whole  time.  If,  with  such  opportunities, 
they  found  it  impossible  to  offer  fair 
discussion  of  a  Bill  of  this  important 
obaraoter,  it  was  only  another  evidence 
of  their  incompetence  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Business.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  received  no  attention,  and  it 
would  be  altogether  irregular  to  attempt 
a  discussion  of  principle  in  Committee. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Whip. 

Second  Beading  dtfinr*d  till  To-marrav, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 


LIFE  LEASES  CONVERSION  BILL. 

r  EdnntnJ  Luhmtrt,  Mr.  Satting*,  Sir  Join 

PvUtlim,  Mr  RaeUlip  Coakt.) 

[buj.  96.]    SKOORB  BKADina. 

3iE  EDWAED  LECHMERE  (Wor- 

oestersbire,  Bewdley)  said,  his  wish  had 
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been  to  pass  the  aeoond  reading  of  the  only  ny  that  he  was  afraid  it  would  not 
Bill,  hut  only  in  order  that  it  mifcht  be  be  possible  to  take  the  Bill  on  that  day. 
referred  to  the  Town  Holdipgi  Com-  Question  put,  and  agr»d  U. 
nuttee.    In  face,  however,  of  the  persia-  '^ 

tent  opposition  offered,  he  saw  no  proe- 
peot  of  that.  The  Bill  would  hare  been 
of  great  benefit  to  a  large  number  of 
industrious  people,  but,  with  the  greatest 
reluotanoe,  ne  felt  oompelled  to  with- 
draw it. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
ditekarffsd: — Bill  teithdraum. 

SUPPLY    [2l»T  juira:]. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjouroed 
Debate  on  Question  [25th  June], 

"  That  this  Hoase  doth  a^ee  with  the  Com- 
mittea  is  the  First  Reeolutioo,  That  a  lum,  not 
exceeding  £1,410,000,  be  giuit«d  to  Her  Ha- 
ieit;,  to  defny  the  ChBTge  for  the  SnppI;  and 
ilepiir  of  Warlike  and  o^er  8torsB,  which  will 
ooine  in  ooiirae  of  pajFinent  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  da;  of  March,  18B9." 

Question  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Subsequent  Beeolutions  again  read. 

Second  and  Third  Besolutions  poll- 
fontd. 

Fourth  Besolntion  agrttd  to. 

Postponed  Besolutions  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  upon  Monday,  2nd 
July. 

JtOTIONS. 


WATS  AND  UBAnS. 

0OH8OUDA.TBD  tVSD  (KO.   3)  BILL. 

Beeolutioa  [26th  June]  nifwtfd  ;  and  agrttd 

f0.'— Bill  ardtTfi  to  he   brought  in   b;    Ur. 

Conrtntf.  Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the   Exchequer, 

and  Mr.  Jackaon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Jaetion.) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
it  would  be  greatly  for  the  convenience 
of  many  Members  wbo  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  subject  to  know  exactly 
when  Committae  on  the  Criminal  Evi- 
dence Bill  would  be  resumed.  It  had 
been  postponed  till  Monday,  but  be 
should  be  glad  to  have  an  sssurance  as 
to  whether  it  was  really  proposed  to 
take  it  on  that  day  F 

Thb  secretary  to  tiib  TEEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Jackbob)  (Leeds,  N.)  could 
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MINUTES.]  — Belsct  CowmrrBB  — Elections 
(Intervention  of  Peen  acd  PreUtea  in  Par- 
liamentary Electioni),  nomiiuittd, 

Fdblic  Billi— ^'rif  Btading—PeientB,  De- 
eigDi,aDdTiadeMarka*(193)  ;  Rtformatorjr 
and  iDdoetrial  Schools  *  (1S4). 

SteenH  Riading — CommiiUi  n(|^ali*t;«f— Consoli- 
dated Fund  (No.  2}*. 

Commitlii  —  Companies  Clauses  Consoliddtion 
Act  [1845]  Aroendment  [170},  diiehargtd. 

StpoTt  —  Timber  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment 
(188). 

Tti'rtf  AMiA'n;— Suffragaiis'  Nomination  (IT6), 

PaovHioHAL  Ohdeb  'BiVLt—Firtt  Rtaiing— 
Local  Oovemnant  (No.  6)  •  (192). 

Anmit  Sitdinf  -  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
(Kirkliston,  Dalmeny,  and  South  Queens- 
feiry  Water)*  (ITT);  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  (irelaad)  *  (179)  ;  Local 
Ocvemment  [No.  6)*  (IBl) ;  Local  Oovem- 
ment  (No.  9)*  (181);  Local  Qovemment 
(No.  12)  •  (183);  Tramwayi  (Mo.  3)  •  (191) ; 
Gas  (No.  1)«(18I)). 

BEFOEMATOET  AND  IHDUBTRUL 

8CH00I£  BILL. 

BILL  PBBBSHTED.      rUBT  BEADIHO. 

Lord  NORTON,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  urgent  uecesBity  of  con- 
solidating and  amending  the  enactments 
relating  to  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools,  and  to  present  a  Bill,  said,  that 
lately,  in  Buawer  to  hienobleFTieiid(Lord 
Aberdare),  the  Government  promised  a 
Bill  before  long,  embodying^the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Reformatory 
and  Industrial  Schools  issued  four  years 
ago,  and  that  it  should  be  introduced  in 
time  to  correspODd  with  any  treatment 
of  the  subject  in  the  Local  Government 
Bin.  There  was  a  Bill  just  now  brought 
up  from  the  other  House  dealing  parti- 
ally with  the  subject.  He  aakM  for  a 
firet  reading  of  the  Bill  which  he  intro- 
duced in  their  Lordships'  House  soon 
after    the    Report,    which   there  bad 
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JLOitDSJ 


tnduttrial  &eho^ 


1676 


been  no  opportunity  of  pressing  for^ 
ward.  He  was  anxious  that  the  three 
Bills  should  he  considered  together. 
The  Bill  he  now  introduced  claimed  to 
he  a  coDiolidation  of  all  existing  Acts, 
which  he  maintained  was  most  desirable. 
But  it  also  involved  amendments  in  the 
law  which,  to  his  mind,  were  quite  aa 
desirable.  Prinoipall;  it  proposed  to 
place  such  schools  and  their  teachers 
and  their  special  inspectorate  under  the 
School  Department,  taking  them  from 
the  control  of  the  Home  Office,  and 
making  the  punishment  of  juvenile 
convicts  distinct  from  their  education, 
which,  while  under  police  and  magis- 
terial treatment,  kept  up  a  criminal  cha- 
racter in  the  children,  and  hindered 
their  getting  the  employment  they  were 
trained  for.  Youths  convicted  of  crime 
should  be  appropriately  and  adequately 
punished,  and  afterwards  disconneoted 
from  all  criminal  associations  and  edu- 
cated in  reformatory  schools  aa  schools. 
The  neglected  children  who  were  sent 
to  Industrial  schools  should  certainly 
have  no  penal  or  police  character  con- 
nected with  their  education  at  all.  That 
was  a  misohievous  folly,  and  greatly  frus- 
trated the  object  of  the  State,  in  heo 
partnlii,  sending  such  children  to  school. 
The  language  of  the  Acts  showed  that 
this  was  not  fully  recognized  when  they 
were  passed,  as  it  was  in  the  Commie- 
Bton's  Beport.  The  schooling  was  made 
part  of  the  penal  sentence,  and  the 
aswgned  term  of  education  which  was 
in  the  nature  of  an  apprenticeship  to  a 
trade  wae  called  "a  detention  in  ous- 
tody."  There  was  really  no  possible 
distinction  of  actual  treatment  in  these 
schools  from  that  in  other  national 
schools,  excepting  that  they  were  hoard- 
ing schools  and  gave  an  industrial 
training.  But  the;  were  damaged  by 
their  police  character.  His  Bill  enabled 
any  interval  between  punishment  and 
Bending  to  school  to  be  spent  in  proper 
care,  and  provided  that  children  should 
never  be  eent  to  common  gaols.  It  also 
facilitated  the  recovery  of  payments  from 
parents,  and  adjusted  the  at  present 
wasteful  Treasury  contributions.  At  the 
same  time,  it  encouraged  philanthropic 
manageinent  and  private  sub  script  ion  a. 
He  hoped  that  their  Lordships  would 
give  the  Bill  a  first  reading  in  order 
that  it  might  be  considered  with  the 
other  Billa. 

LordNorttn 


Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  tiie 
enactments  relating  to  Beformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  in  England  snd 
Wales.— /'rMMibrf  (The  Lord  Nokton). 

Eakl  BBOWNLOW  said,  that  on  the 
part  of  the  Qovsmment  he  should  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  first  reeding 
of  the  Bill,  hut  at  a  later  stage  it  would 
be  his  duty  to  point  out  the  great  diffi- 
culty that  would  arise  in  oarrying  out 
the  idea  of  the  noble  Lord  of  transfemag 
the  management  of  these  schools  from 
the  Home  Office  to  the  Education  De- 
partment. Of  the  very  strong  Commis- 
sion which  was  appointed  to  ioqaire  into 
the  subject,  the  majority  held  different 
views  from  those  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  first 
time  and  printed  and  allowed  to  lie  apoa 
the  Table  in  order  that  it  might  be 
taken  with  the  other  Bills  dealing  with 
the  Bubjeot.  That  being  so,  he  bad  no 
wish  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

LoKD  ABEBDABE  eaid,  that  anj 
opinions  of  his  noble  Friend  on  this  sub- 
ject were,  of  course,  worthy  of  attention 
and  respect,  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  his  recommendations  were  entirely 
opposed  to  the  viewe  of  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Commission.  His  nobla 
Friend  entered  upon  the  Boyal  Com- 
miaeion  with  his  opinions  made  up,  and 
he  did  hie  utmost  during  the  oouree  of 
a  very  long  inquiry  to  induce  his  Col- 
leagues to  adopt  them — but  at  the  end 
of  tiie  discussion,  in  spite  of  the  respect 
they  all  entertained  for  his  noble  Friend, 
not  one  single  Member  of  that  Com- 
mission was,  he  believed,  won  over 
to  his  side.  There  was  a  Bill  now 
before  the  House  dealing  with  a  small 
fraction  of  this  question,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  eoDsidering  the  several  Bills 
together. 

Lord  NOBTON  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord,  aa  Obairman  of  the  Com- 
mission, to  say  whether  the  Commisaios 
did  not  recommend  that  these  schools,  so 
far  as  education  was  concerned,  should 
be  placed  under  the  Education  Depart- 
ment; that  their  separation  was  of  the 
greatest  disadvantage  to  the  teaohers ; 
and  that,  at  all  events,  day  industrial 
schools  were  wrongly  placed  In  the 
Home  Department. 
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Lord  ABKRDARE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  Commiariaii  recom- 
mended that  the  appointment  of  the 
maaters  and  the  direction  of  the  educa- 
tion should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Education  Department,  but  not  the 
general  management. 

Eakl  stanhope  Baid,  that  as 
Ohairman  of  the  County  Induitrial 
fichooh  in  £ent,  he  should  like  to  see 
tfae  recommendation  of  the  OommiBsion 
carried  out  as  to  the  Education  Depart- 
m«nt  being  given  the  control  of  educa- 
tion, while  discipline  and  general 
management  irere  left  with  the  Home 
Offloe.  It  was  likely  that  they  would 
have  to  establish  a  sort  of  n)ecial  de- 
partment of  the  Education  Office  to  deal 
with  industrial  schools,  as  the  education 
given  there  was  of  an  inferior  kind,  the 
children  being  drawn  from  the  least 
educated  olaases. 

Bill  road  1'.    (No.  194.) 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCE-ORGANIZATION 

OP  ODE  NAVAL  AND  MILITABT 
SYSTEM-POSeiBILEEY  OF  INVASION. 

KBaOLTmotT. 


loreigii  luttioai  oa  va,  luiil  land,  this 
House  weicomeB  the  proposAl  of  Har  Majeity'i 
OoTenimeiit  for  an  mcreaie  of  our  defensive 
means,  and  confidently  looks  to  their  forthwith 
taking  such  farther  measurea  at  will  giTSftinple 
secaritf  to  our  Empiro  and  just  conSdence  to 
the  aountiy," 

said,  pact  the  Lord  Mayor,  onil — since 
he  made  that  remarkable  speooh  last 
Wednssday  on  the  Channel  Tunnel — 
pavi  our  late  Protean  Premier,  he  was 
not  ashamed  to  proclaim  himself  an 
alarmist,  and  to  &ankly  confess  that 
he  bad  been  an  alarmist  for  40  years. 
For  nearly  30  years  he  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  Volunteer  Force,  and 
what  were  the  Volunteers  if  tbey  were 
not  alarmists?  There  were  200,000 
of  these  serving  at  the  present  time,  and 
over  1,000,000  who  had  passed  through 
the  ranks,  and  they  had  served  because 
the  state  of  the  defences  of  this  country 
was  not  such  as  it  ought  to  be.  This 
was  beoause  Ciovemment  after  Govern- 
ment bad  not  the  oourage— and  he  did 


not  believe  would  have  the  oourage— to 
enforce  the  existing  law  of  oompnlsory 
service  for  home  defence,  which  was  the 
existing  law  of  England  in  the  ballot 
for  the  Militia.  The  existence  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  however,  gave  rise  to 
a  false  sense  of  security,  for  the  ineffl- 
oient  organization  of  the  Volunteers 
rendered  them,  a  force  which  oould  not 
be  trusted  alone  with  the  deteuce  of  this 
country.  There  had  been  alarmists  be- 
fore now.  The  first  alarmist  was  the 
great  captain  of  the  age,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  and  it  was  he  who,  in  that 
celebrated  letter  to  General  Burgoyne, 
raised  the  first  note  of  alarm,  Lord 
Patmerston  was  the  next,  and  he  raised 
£10,000,000  to  put  our  fortresses  and 
Dockyards  into  a  condition  of  safety. 
Who  were  the  alarmists  now  7  Among 
them  there  was  the  Commander- in -Chief 
and  the  Adjutant  General,  fieoent 
speeches  delivered  by  the  Illustrious 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  and  the 
noble  and  gallant  Viscount  (Viscount 
Wolseley)  must  be  in  the  recollection  of 
their  Lordships.  Much  was  said  in  dis- 
paragement of  alarmists  and  scares,  but 
he  was  prepared  to  assert  that  it  was 
only  owing  to  the  scares  which  periodi- 
cally occurred  that  anything  was  really 
done  in  the  way  of  improving  our  arma- 
ments and  the  defences  of  this  country. 
The  first  scare  was,  no  doubt,  that 
caused  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
letter  in  1647.  There  was  then  no 
Militia  and  no  Volunteers,  and  only  a 
very  small  Army.  In  1S69  the  Militia 
Bill  was  introduced,  which  led  to  the  re- 
establishment  and  revival  of  the  Militia, 
and  this  was  undoubtedly  due  to  the 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
a  few  years  before.  In  18fi9  there  was 
the  Franco- Italian  War,  which  led  to 
the  establishment  of  the  Volunteers. 
In  1862  there  was  the  Trent  affair,  which 
led  to  the  inorease  of  the  Army  by 
35,000  men.  In  1870  oocurred  the 
Franco-German  War,  and  as  the  possi- 
bility occurred  that  we  might  have  to 
maintain  the  intsgnty  of  Belgium,  the 
Government  proposed  to  Parliament  to 
inorease  the  Army  by  20,000  men, 
wherewith  to  drive  out  of  Belgium 
whichever  of  the  contending  hosts  ven- 
tured to  oroes  its  frontier,  and  of  these 
20,000  it  took  six  months  to  raise  10,000. 
Following  upon  this  score,  Mr.  Card- 
well,  in  1E71,  iutroduced  his  Army 
Reform  scheme,   which  woa    to    have 
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put  an  «ad  for  evw  to  the  nourrence 
of  ponioa.  He  would  not  enter  into  a 
dieoiuBion  of  that  acheme,  and  would 
only  say  that  it  had  oertaioly  not  bad 
this  effect  In  1678  there  waa  the 
Knuo-Turkish  War,  which  led'  to  an 
inoreaae  in  oui  Army  of  50,000  men. 
In  1882  the  war  in  Egypt  led  to  an  in- 
oraase  of  8,700  men  to  the  Army.  In 
1884-5  we  had  the  question  with  regard 
to  the  BuBsian  frontier  of  India,  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who 
brought  forward  the  Eetimates,  came 
down  to  Parliament  and  aaked  for 
£S,000,000  as  a  eupplemental  grant 
for  the  Navy.  In  1866,  9,300  men  were 
added  to  the  Anny  in  India.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  quite 
aoeurate  to  eay  that  there  was  a  aoare 
jiut  now.  Before  the  speeohea  of  the 
IlluBtriona  Duke,  of  the  noble  Viaoount 
the  Adjutant  Oeceral,  and  of  other 
distinguiahed  men,  the  Government,  he 
knew,  had  been  working  to  improve  the 
military  organization,  and  had  done  a 
great  deal,  out  etill  he  hoped  that  by  the 
zorse  of  public  opinion  they  might  be 
induced  to  do  a  great  deal  more.  Burks 
aaid — 


iiln,  beoanie  it  dalaya  dMiiion ; 
and  whan  the  peril  is  inttont  uie  drnjiiion 
■hould  he  mitont  too." 
Theae  worda  ought  to  be  written  up 
over  the  doors  of  the  War  Office  and 
Admiralty.  The  atato  of  the  Navy 
was  now  the  question  of  the  hour.  So 
many  stotements  and  oountor-atatements 
were  made  upon  the  subject  that  it 
was  no  easy  matter  for  anyone  who 
was  not  a  naval  man  to  arrive  at  any 
very  definite  conclusions.  He  bad, 
therefore,  taken  the  pains  to  obtain  as 
good  a  naval  opinion  as  could  be  got — 
the  opinion  of  Sir  Spencer  Bobinaon, 
aome  time  Oomptroller  of  the  Navy — 
and  after  submitting  that  opinion  to  oUier 
naval  officers  be  had  drawn  up  a  sum- 
mary of  the  views  expressed  by  them 
and  Sir  Spencer  Bobtnson,  and  that 
Bummary  ha  would  lay  before  their 
Lordehipa.  First  as  to  our  naval  adml- 
niatration.  On  eeveral  ocooaiona  our 
system  of  naval  admiaietration  had  been 
shown  to  be  a  failure.  It  was  sbown  to 
be  a  failure   when   Lord  Northbrook 
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asked  for  £5,000,000  extra  in  16B4-S, 
and  whan  recently  £6,000,000  wn 
asked  for  to  provide  guns  and  ansniB* 
nitioQ  and  £4.000,000  granted.  It  was 
shown  to  be  a  failure  now  when  ahipa 
which  were  ready  hod  to  wait  for  their 
guna  till  the  Spring  of  1889,  mad.  when 
guns  having  oome  to  grief  afloat, 
others  were  token  from  forts  already 
inauffioieotly  armed  to  supply  tfaair 
places.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  ths 
Committee  of  the  Oabinat  wouM  mend 
our  system  of  administration  both  in 
regard  to  the  Army  and  Navy.  Now 
he  came  to  consider  the  Fleet.  What 
was  its  duty?  Not  to  defend  araanala, 
fortreases,  and  commercial  porta,  but  to 
blockade  aa  eaemy'e  fleets,  oaptora  or 
sink  them  at  sea,  protect  our  oommeroa, 
and  secure  our  food  supply  in  war. 
What  were  our  meaaa  of  fnlfilling  this 
duty  aa  compared  with  the  maaaa  pos- 
sessed by  France  ?  Sir  Spenoer  Bobin- 
aon  said — 

' '  No  blockade  will  hermetiokUy  teal  tha  porta 
of  moh  a  maritime  power  as  France,  bat  a 
blockadenitty  Tm  largely  effective  if  carried  ont 
by  a  iDperior  force.  In  addition  to  an  unmis- 
takable anperiority  outdda  there  will  be  ra- 
quired  a  lorce  in  reserve  lomevhera  in  tha 
Ohannal  e^nal  to  the  blockaded  fleet  abonld  it 
or  a  aaffieiant  part  of  it  get  to  aea  ;  wliila  to 
maintain  the  coul  and  other  iiupplieB  neceasary 
to  the  blocksdera,  their  nambera  mntt  exceed 
that  of  the  blockaded  fleet— my,  by  S3  par  cent, 
ao  B«  to  allow  for  a  certain  number  of  ahipa 
rapleoishiog  their  atoree  in  turn.  To  do  this 
ofl^tivaly  wa  ahoald  require  nearly  the  fnU 
number  we  ponesa  avatlabla  in  1800— of  whid 
four  or  five  will  be  on  foreign  itationa,  leaving 
none  to  watoh  Rnuian  porta  or  in  reaarve.  Ta 
BDCompaoy  the  Fleete  neceaaary  for  blockade 
30  or  3S  crniBera  over  Ifi  knot*  woold  be  re- 
quired [the  eyee  of  the  Fleet).  We  have  only 
iS  or  43  in  aU,  leaving  aeveo  to  12  craiaera  to 
watoh  the  40  French  cmiaen  of  the  aame  speed 
or  the  graater  number  of  them  not  with  theiT 

Now,  what  was  the  GompanitiTe  sinmglh 
of  the  two  Navies  in  iron  battle  ships  ? 
Id  1890  England  would  have  42,  France 
38,  uot  all  of  either  Power  being  fit  for 
all  services,  but  all  being  fit  for  defence. 
It  should  be  observed  here  that  tha 
French  boilers  were  supposed  always  to 
be  in  a  bettor  state  than  ours.  Of  ooni- 
meroe  pro  tooting  and  destroying  cruiaera 
we  poaaeased  121,  while  the  French,  in- 
cluding gunboats,  had  1S6.  In  cruisera, 
speed  was  everything  ;  therefora  it 
was  important  to  compare  the  rela- 
tive speeds  of  the  oruiaers  of  the 
two  countries.    Of  oruiaers  exceediog 
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14  knots  in  speed  England  had  A3, 
and,  ioeladiog  13  armonred  cruieers,  64. 
But  of  these  12  seven  had  their  annour 
below  water.  That  was  very  much  as  if 
a  man  ware  to  order  a  ohest  protsctor 
and  wear  it  upon  his  stomach.  In  addi- 
tion, six  Druisers  of  the  Sarraeovl»  class 
were  beiag  built  of  16  knots,  but  these 
were  proctioall}'  obsolete  ab  ovo.  France 
had  63  cruisers,  including  four  iwmoured 
ones,  and  the  speed  of  some  of  these  was 
20  knots  and  apwards.  In  England  onl; 
two  had  this  speed,  bnt  21  more  of  22 
knots  were  being  built.  In  France  nine 
of  20  knots  and  upwards  were  being 
built,  and  one  of  Uiem  would  hare  a 
speed  of  35  knots.  Of  subsidized  mer- 
chantmen, England  had  20,  of  which  two 
were  of  19  knots,  and  all  of  considerable 
coal  endurance.  From  France  there 
were  no  statistios  relating  to  this  olass 
of  Teasel.  Estimating  the  comparative 
protection  afforded  by  the  two  oountriee 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  their 
msrohantsteamerSibefoundthatwberea* 
the  relative  protection  afforded  b;  Great 
Britain  to  her  merchant  steamera  was  as 
1  to  90,  in  France  the  protection  afforded 
was  as  1  to  10.  In  the  early  part  of  the 
century  the  protection  afforded  by  the 
navy  to  our  mercantile  marine  was  G  per 
cent ;  it  is  now  1  per  cent.  Some  people 
would  say  that  our  commerce  would 
always  be  safe  under  tbe  system  of  neu- 
tral flag  protection.  Not  a  very  noble 
way  for  the  Mistress  of  the  Seas  to 
protect  our  trade  in  war  time.  But  the 
system  must  result  in  severe  loss,  as 
was  proved  by  American  etatiatics.  In 
1860,  before  tbe  Civil  War,  the  tonnage 
cleared  in  American  ports  was  12,087,000 
in  her  own  ships — nearly  equal  to  our 
13,1114,000  cleared  in  British  ports  from 
our  own  ships.  In  1870,  tbe  United 
States  tonnage  was  under  7,000,000, 
while  ours  was  over  25,000,000,  and  at 
present  tbo  United  States  tonnage  was 
still  lower,  whileours  stood  at47,O00,0D0. 
Sir  Spencer Bobinsonsaid  that  "if  be  had 
to  fix  our  force  in  proportion  to  oar  wants 
he  would  say  that  six  additional  battle- 
ships were  imperatively  required,  60 
first-class  swift  cruisers  of  23  knots,  a 
host  of  lighters,  barges,  and  vessels  to 
he  used  for  rapid  coaling,  and  an  exten- 
sion of  electric  cables  to  many  important 
points  now  without  them,  or  not  in  our 
hands."  We  further  wanted  a  definite 
policy  and  programme ;  and  as  to  this 
he  had  hope  in  the  Committee  of  the 
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<  Cabinet.  A  question  had  arisen  as  to 
the  tonnage  required  for  the  invasion  of 
this  country.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  spoke  of  480,000  tons,  but 
there  were  experts  who  said  that  only 
150,000  or  160,000  tons  would  be  neces- 
sary ;  while  at  Havre  alone  there  were 
7fi,000  tone  of  shipping  and  five  miles  of 
quays.  The  Army  was  admitted  to  be 
low  in  numbers  ;  the  illustrious  Duke 
wished  to  add  11,000  men,  and  others 
still  more.  Whenever  we  w«e  called 
upon  to  send  a  portion  of  the  Army  into 
the  field  we  had  invariably  to  oul  for 
Beserves,  for  no  regiment  was  kept  up 
to  tbe  full  strength  with  men  of  propel 
age.  Our  Army  was  still  unarmed  with 
repeaters,  while  other  Armies  bad  them ; 
and  there  were  many  other  things  that 
were  wanted.  One  great  defect  of  the 
Kilitia  was  that  it  was  generally  some- 
what under  its  nominal  strength,  and 
if  troops  were  called  out  the  Army 
"Uilitia  Beserve"  went  back  to 
the  Army.  The  idea  of  General  Peel 
in  forming  the  Militia  Reserve  was  that 
for  every  man  enrolled  in  the  Iteaerve 
another  should  be  put  on  the  strength 
of  the  regiment,  and  that  the  Militia 
Beserve  should  be  supemnmerary.  As 
regarded  the  Yeomanry,  ths  idea  was 
that  it  should  be  converted  into  Bifle 
Cavalry,  and  made  the  Cavalry  Force 
of  the  Beeerve  Forces,  carrying  a  long 
riffe.  The  Volunteers  had  long  been 
without  the  organization  they  ought  to 
have,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  have  had  it  any  time  during 
the  last  35  years,  or  ever  since  they 
had  a  bond  fid*  existence.  Nothing 
had  been  done  ;  they  had  bad  no  trans- 
port and  no  Artillery  ;  but  since  the 
present  CKtvemment  bad  been  in  Office 
artillery  was  being  supplied  and  arrange- 
ments were  being  made  for  tbe  supply 
of  transport.  The  Govemiaent,  to  their 
credit,  had  also  brought  in  a  Defence 
Bill.  He  would  not  say  that  the  Yolun- 
teers  were  treated  harshly  in  (he  Bill, 
but  what  they  dreaded  was  being  sent 
to  serve  a  long  way  from  their  homes. 
Explanations  had  been  given  which 
would  do  away  with  alarm,  but  it  would 
be  well  that  words  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill  to  provide  that,  except  in 
great  emergency,  the  service  should  bo 
BO  arranged  by  a  system  of  reliefs  that 
it  should  not  press  unduly  upon  pro- 
fessional men  and  expose  those  in 
situations  to  the  loss  of  their  employ- 
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ment,  and  furthsr,  that,  u  far  as 
practicable,  thej  should  be  called  upOB 
to  serve  in  their  own  localities.  He 
oongratulated  the  OovenimeDt  upoD 
their  having  done  ao  macli  in  the  right 
direction.  Still  formulating  what  was 
Baid  by  the  "man  in  the  street,"  he 
should  say  that  we  wanted  most  a 
email  permanent  augmentation  to  the 
Army,  say  20,000  men,  so  as  to  have  all 
our  garrisons  abroad  kept  always  at  an 
efficient  strength,  and  that  we  abould 
■end  no  more  boys  to  hot  countries  to 
die  like  flies.  When  the  reservoir  of 
men  at  home  ran  low  we  had  to  send 
boys  abroad  instead — an  inhuman  amd 
very  costly  proceeding.  Secondly,  we 
wanted  the  stores  and  equipments  for 
two  Army  Corps  for  foreign  service  and 
for  one  corps  besides  on  a  reduced  scale 
for  home  defenoe.  That  was,  we  should 
have  three  Army  Corps  of  regulars  for 
home  work,  out  of  wbioh  two  would 
always  be  available  for  foreign  service 
when  required.  These  seemed  to  be  our 
imperative  requirements  in  the  opinion 
of  those  most  competent  to  judge. 
Whatever  was  necessary  to  be  done 
ought  to  be  done  quickly,  with  the  deci- 
sion manifested  by  Lord  Palmerston 
when  he  asked  for  £10,000,000.  His 
Motion  was  not  brought  forward  in  a 
hostile  sense ;  indeed,  it  was  almost  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Qovernment. 
It  was  certainly  not  brought  forward  in 
a  Party  sense,  for  this  question  was 
above  all  Party  considerations.  It  was 
the  most  vital  question  that  could  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  involving  the  se- 
curity of  our  Empire  and  the  defence  of 
our  homes  and  the  strength  of  England, 
which  was  in  itself  a  security  for  the  peace 
of  the  world.  In  reply  to  the  suggestion 
that  the  defence  of  the  country  had  been 
sacrificed  to  Party  interests,  the  Prime 
llintster  had  earnestly  protested  against 
the  idea  that  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  good  Budget  any  Party  would  con- 
sciously risk  the  interests  of  the  Empire. 
But  the  noble  Iiord  whose  speech  was 
thus  protested  against  only  said  what 
civilians  and  military  experts  were  say- 
ing. Mr.  E,  Stanhope  and  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  were  examined  before  Sir  James 
Pitzjamee  Stephen's  Commission  in 
1867.     Mr.  £.  Stanhope  said— 

"  Within  recent  yearn  SecreUriea  o(  SUU 
have  allowed  their  atom  to  be  reduced  to  ths 
TSnuhiDg  point,  with  the  result  ot  positive 
danger  to  the  country." 
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Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  described  the  way  in 
which  his  Estimates  were  dealt  with  by 
his  Cabinet,     He  said — 

"  HiB  Collea^as  when  he  presented  his  EMi- 
mates  uid  to  him  '  Ton  maat  take  off  half  a 
million '  and  this  wa*  affected  by  dinng  with- 
ont  guns,  redaoing  the  nnmber  of  men,  and 
dioiiDishiag  itoiet,  &o." 

Our  ships  were  now  waiting  for  these 
guns  and  our  fortresses  were  unarmed. 
Lord  Wolseley  before  the  same  Commis- 
sion said— 

"  We  are  not  in  the  poaition,  military  speak- 
ing, we  ou^ht  to  be  in,  nor  do  I  believe  we  itre 
in  the  position  we  should  be  in  if  the  English 
people  were  told  the  whole  trath." 

This  scare  or  panic,  call  it  what  they 
pleased,  and  the  speeches  of  the  Illus- 
trious Duke  and  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him  (Viscount  Wolseley)  and  other  ex- 
perts in  the  Kavy  and  Army,  would  open 
the  eyes  of  the  Nation  to  the  true  state 
of  things.  He  might  define  ponio  as 
the  temporary  waking  up  of  the  nation 
from  that  deep,  chronic  sleep  into  which 
it  was  thrown  and  kept  by  the  mesmeric 
passes  of  Ministerial  manipulation.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  upon  such  a  ques- 
tion as  this  the  opinion  of  experts  and 
of  men  belonging  to  the  professional 
classes  should  receive  attention,  and  he 
was  certain  that  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Cabinet  trusted  in  the 
patriotism  of  the  nation — of  the  nation 
as  a  whole  composed  of  all  classes — and 
not  as  narrowed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who 
excluded  from  the  nation  what  he  called 
society  —  profeesionsl  men  —  literature 
and  science;  and  so,  trusting  the  nation, 
he  hoped  he  would  show  that,  what- 
ever may  have  been  previously  the  case, 
it  should  now  be  said  that  under  his 
administration  loyalty  to  Party  Budgets 
was  tittle  short  of  treason  to  the  State. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  Oovem- 
ment,  backed  by  public  opinion,  which 
he  believed  was  thoroughly  with  them, 
would  take  such  steps  as  would  once  and 
for  all  give  to  the  nation  with  regard  to 
its  armament  ample  security  for  the 
safety  of  the  eountry.  In  conclusion, 
he  moved  the  Besolution  which  stood  in 
bis  name. 

Mov*d  to  resolve. 


Chief,  of  Uis  A^utant  Qeneral,  and  of  high 
naval  authorities,  as  to  our  defective  amia- 
■neots,  and  having  also  regard  to  the  iacreased 
"""""""*-  of  foietgn  nations  on  sea  and  land. 
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thi«  House  valconiea  the  propoBtla  of  Her  Mk- 
jeaty's  Oovemment  for  an  increaae  ot  our 
defenuTS  meana,  and  coafideotly  lookl  to  theiT 
forthwith  takiDg  anch  farther  niMUures  as  will 
give  ampla  aeonritf  to  vox  Empire  and  just 
confldenoe  to   the   oountry."— (Tf(   Sari   tf 

WtlHS/M.) 

ViBWDNT  WOLSELEY:  My  Lordi. 
I  do  not  intfiDd  to  follow  the  noble  Earl 
by  diMUMiog  all  the  very  intereating 
topics  which  he  has  taised,  but  I  may  be 
permitted  to  make  a  few  obserrations 
upon  one  point  to  whioh  reference  has 
been  mode  in  the  public  Press  of  late, 
and  whioh,  in  my  opinion,  is  one  of  very 
great  importance— namely,  the  liability 
of  this  country  to  invasioQ,  and  more 
especially  the  size  of  the  fleet  which 
would  be  necessary  tu  bring  aoross  our 
short  Ohannel  a  small  army,  which,  it 
is  believed,  could  be  landed  easily  on 
our  shores  with  the  intention  of  a  rapid 
march  on  London.  This  subject  of  in- 
vasion can  be  discussed  with  advantage 
and  without  giving  offence  to  even  the 
most  tender  susceptibility  on  the  part  of 
any  nation.  I  should  be  sorry  to  disouss 
this  subject  if  I  thought  it  would  give 
the  least  offence  to  Foreign  Powen 
with  whom  we  have  been  so  long  on  the 
most  amicable  terms.  The  reason  I 
bring  this  subject  before  your  Lordships 
is  that  on  a  recent  occasion  when  I 
spoke  in  this  House,  I  quoted  evidence 
which  I  gave  a  year  before  with  regaid 
to  what  I  believe  to  be  a  well-known 
fact,  and  one  whioh  has  been  brought 
forward  by  men  of  the  greatest  emi- 
nence in  this  country — namely,  that 
this  oonntry  is  at  all  times  liable  to 
invasion.  The  question  of  invasion 
has  been  studied  most  deeply  by  all 
the  greatest  soldiers  and  sailors  of 
the  century,  and  notably  by  the  great 
Napoleon,  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
and  by  the  distinguiehed  Admirals  and 
Generals  who  have  succeeded  since  the 
Duke  of  Wellington's  death.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  so  frequently  considered 
that  it  would  require  courage  amount- 
ing almost  to  temerity  on  the  part  of 
anyone  to  stand  up  either  in  this 
House  or  in  any  other  public  assembly 
and  express  views  contrary  to  those 
held  by  men  of  the  eminence  of  those 
to  whom  I  have  referred .  In  the  speech 
to  whioh  I  referred,  it  may  be  re- 
membered that  I  mentioned  the  possi- 
bility of  100,000  men  being  landed  on 
our  shores  in  a  very  short  time  from 
acroBS  the  Channel  for  the  purpose  ot 


capturing  London.  A  short  time  after  I 
made  that  statement,  the  First  Lord  of 
Admiralty,  in  "  another  place,"  on  the 
4th  of  June,  made  a  statement,  I  .sup- 
pose with  the  very  best  possible  inten- 
tions, which  elicited  a  good  deal  of 
criticism  in  the  Press.  The  noble  Lord 
wished  to  show  the  absurdity  of  the 
men  who  impresaed  on  the  nation  the 
imminence  and  possibility  of  this  inva- 
sion, and  he  stated,  in  the  clearest  terms 
g>esible,  as  Minister  at  the  head  of  the 
oard  of  Admiralty,  that  it  would  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  transport  this 
army,  to  have  a  navy  of  480,000  toss 
gross  burden.  This  is  a  point  to  which 
every  Oeneral  and  Admiral  has  given  a 
great  deal  of  attention,  and  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  none  have  given  it 
more  attention  than  myself.  I  can  most 
positively  assert  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  stated  that  a  Fleet  of  480,000  tons 
would  be  required,  he  exactly  multiplied 
by  three  the  amount  which  would  be 
actually  necessary  for  the  purpose  de- 
scribed. I  was  so  astonished  in  reading 
that  statement,  that  my  first  impression 
was  that  either  he  or  the  reporters  had 
made  a  mistake.  I  thought  he  meant  to 
say  180,000  tons.  I  watted  for  a  couple 
of  days  to  see  whether  a  oontradiotion 
would  be  made,  but  none  appeared. 
Meanwhile  the  newspapers  very  com- 
monly— especially  those  that  consider 
it  very  desirable  and  wise  to  always 
expect  fair  weather  and  to  anticipate 
no  danger — dilated  very  strongly  on  the 
absurdity  of  men  like  myself  venturing 
to  talk  ot  invasion  when  no  invading 
army  could  oome  unless  provided  with 
an  enormous  amount  of  tonnage.  I  then 
gave  the  most  unqualified  contradiction 
to  what  I  thought  to  be  the  most  erro- 
neous and  most  misleading  statement  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
stated  that  a  fleet  of  from  150,000  to 
170,000  tons  would  be  able  to  bring 
over  an  army  of  100,000  men  intended 
for  the  capture  of  London.  I  thought 
that  that  statoment  would  have  been 
generally  received,  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  oonsulted  his  distin- 
guished Oolleagues  and  expert  advisers 
upon  the  point.  I  knew  that  if  he  had 
done  so  he  would  have  obtained  from 
them  a  full  statement  that  he  was  en- 
tirely wrong  and  that  I  was  correct. 
Instead  of  doing  so,  within  a  very 
short  time  afterwards  he  seems,  by 
means  ot  a  friendly  queettoc  addressed 
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to  him  in  the  House  of  Oommons,  to 
have  availed  himoelf  of  his  position  to 
reiterate  the  fallsoions  figures  he  had 
previoualj  girsn.  Nothing  is  further 
horn  my  intention  than  to  impute  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  wish  to  mislead  the  Eng* 
lish  people  by  falae  oalculatioDB.  I  am 
quiteoertain  that  nothing  is  further  from 
his  mind.  But  I  cannot  help  tfainkins 
that  it  was  a  my  serious  thing  if ,  as  I 
believed  was  the  oaae,  he  made  the  state- 
ment without  having  dnljoonBuIted  those 
provided  for  him  by  the  nation  to  advise 
him  on  these  important  points.  I  wish 
now  to  repeat  that  an  army  of  100,000 
men  iotended  for  the  invasion  of  this 
country  and  the  capture  of  London  eould 
b«  transported  across  the  Ohanoel  with 
the  greatest  possibte  ease  in  a  fleet  the 
eise  of  whioh  was  160,000  or  170,000 
gross  tonnage.  I  wish  to  emphasiEe 
that  statement  by  saying  that  there  is 
now,  at  this  moment  and  every  day  of 
the  year,  in  the  ports  of  France  ample 
shipping  and  tonnage  to  bring  that 
army  across  the  Ohannal.  What  is 
more — and  this  bears  very  directly  on 
the  point  of  the  possibility  of  invasion — 
remembering  that  the  permanent  peaoe 
eetablisbment  of  the  Frenoh  Army  is 
nearly  600,000  men,  I  contend  that  it 
would  be  the  very  easiest  possible  opera- 
tion for  the  Frenoh  Authorities,  if  tbey 
wished  to  do  so,  to  ooUeot  100,000 men, 
with  an  Artillery  oonsiating  of  300  guns, 
in  the  ports  bordering  on  the  Channel 
in  one  night,  without  even  informing 
the  men  who  were  to  be  embarked 
as  to  their  destination ;  and  your  Lord- 
ships are  well  aware  how  abort  a  time  it 
would  take  to  oroae  the  Ohannel.  The 
noble  Lord  who  lepresents  the  War 
Office,  when  he  answers  the  remarks 
mode  by  the  noble  Earl  in  front  of  me, 
will,  I  hope,  afford  us  some  information 
as  to  whether  this  serious  question  baa 
been  conaidered  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; whether  it  has  been  put  to 
the  experts  of  the  Army  and  Navy  to 
say  whether  they  think  those  statements 
that  I  have  given  as  to  the  tonnage  re- 

Juired  for  suoh  an  arm;  of  invasion  as 
have  referred  to  are  correct ;  or  whe- 
ther the  statement  of  the  noble  Lnrd  at 
the  head  of  the  Admiralty  is  correct. 
The  question  is  too  important  not  to  re- 
ceive an  answer;  and  I  think  it  isdneto 
your  Lordships'  House  that  we  should 
have  a  statement  made  here  and  that  we 
should  be  told  whether  the  noble  Lord 
ViwMtU  WoUtity 


at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  is  correct 
in  the  statement  which  he  made  in 
"  another  place  "  or  whether  the  state- 
ment I  have  ventured  to  make  tliia 
evening  is  true  or  not.  Hy  Loide,  I  re- 
gret very  much  to  have  hod  to  make 
Uieee  remarks  at  all,  and  I  ragnk  atill 
more  that  an  officii  of  Her  HajesW's 
Qovemment,  a  Oabioet  Uinister  liolding 
the  positioii  whioh  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiral^  oeoupiea,  should  on  hia  own 
motion  or  initiative,  without  oonaolting 
the  experts  whose  place  it  is  to  advise 
him  is  such  matten,  have  made — al- 
though sot  willii^[ly,  I  am  sure,  oo  his 
part — a  wild  and  extravagant  and  a  mu- 
Isadiag  statement  on  a  subject  of  the 
most  vital  importance  to  the  oonntiT. 

Thx  UN  deb  SEOBETARY  op 
STATE  zoa  WAB  (Lord  H^a&is)  said, 
that  with  regard  to  tfaepoint  raised  by 
the  noble  and  gallant  Visoouat,  it  was 
one  which  had  far  better  be  dealt  with 
by  a  Cabinet  Minister ;  but  as  his  Lord- 
ship had  put  a  direct  Question  to  them 
—namely,  whether  the  question  of  tiie 
ponibili^  of  transporting  or  as  to  what 
waa  necessary  for  transporting  an  army 
of  100,000  men  from  the  Oontinont  to 
England  had  been  referred  to  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  for  their  opinion — he 
answered  unhesitatingly  that  it  had. 

YisooTniT  WOLSELEY :  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  kindly  state  what  was 
the  result  of  that  in<jniry  or  reference  to 
the  Military  Authorities. 

Lord  HABBIS  said,  that  that  waa  a 

S>intwhiohhadbetter  bedealtirithby  a 
sbinet  Minister ;  it  was  not  one  with 
whioh  he  was  acquainted.  The  noble 
Earl  who  had  moved  that  Besolution 
was  always  prepared  tap-A-fie  on  those 
cocasions  and  oame  down  with  Horse, 
Foot,  and  Artillery,  but  he  never  re- 
membered his  having  previously  added 
Marines  to  his  force.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  Qovernment  had  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  either  the  foim  of 
the  Besolution,  the  quarter  from  whioh 
it  oame,  or  the  time  at  which  it  was 
made.  He  construed  that  Besolution  as 
one  of  rational  oritioiam,  combined  at 
the  same  time  with  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  as  re- 
garded what  they  had  done  and  also  a 
belief  that  they  would  do  their  best  in 
future  to  make  the  Army  efficient.  Now 
be  thought  they  might  hope  that  the 
first  spasm  and  premonitory  symptoms 
of  panic  hod  passed  away,  and  thatthej 
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now  Tsr6  all,  vhether  they  were  press- 
iag  for  arpeuditure  or  were  on  tbe  Bids 
of  the  ecoaomiatt,  ready  to  look  at  quas- 
tiona  aSeoting  the  proteotion  of  ths 
c30iintry  in  the  future  in  a  calmer  Irame 
of  mind.  The  nobis  and  gallant  Yia- 
oount  had  already  in  that  House  ez- 
preaaed  rery  much  the  same  sontimsnt 
of  eonfidenoeinthe  present GoTerument 
as  the  noble  Earl  now  did,  and  consider- 
ing the  tone  that  had  been  aseamed  in 
the  public  Press  in  raapoct  to  the  mili- 
tary adminiatration  of  the  country,  he 
thought  he  waa  justified  in  quoting  the 
expressiona  used  some  waoka  ago  by  the 
noble  and  gallant  Yiscount  in  that 
Honae.  The  noble  and  gallant  Yiaconut 
then  said — 

"  Bnt  sven  if  I  vara  (■'.«.,  a  politioiao),  I 
could  not  vithsDyhoQMtj  attack  Her  H^jtgty'a 
QovanimeDt  for  oaglecting  to  attend  to  the  in- 
teresta  o(  the  Army  and  Navy,  From  the 
position  vhioh  I  occapy  in  the  administratioii 
of  the  Ann;,  no  man  ia  more  thoroughlj'  aware 
than  I  am  of  all  that  the  present  fieorttary  of 
State  for  War  has  done  and  is  doing  in  order 
to  render  the  naval  and  militair  foroea  of  tha 
Crown  effioleat  in  erer;  way  and  worthy  of  tha 
nation."— (3  Hamari,  [316]  9*.) 

And  again — 

■  >  I  know  how  ttooarel;  and  deeply  tbe  Beere- 
tary  of  State  for  War  dasirei  to  make  the  Army 
efficient.  I  have  already  oUnded  to  what  he 
has  done  in  the  short  time  he  has  been  in  ofGce 


And  again — 

"  Since  Lord  Cardwell  introdnoed  the  great 
reform  of  the  Army,  sad  changed  tbe  basis  of 
onr  military  organization,  no  Administration 
has  done  so  moeh  as  tbe  prssent  Administra* 
tioQ  for  tha  Army,  or  bu  introdnoed  ao  many 
beaafloiol  changes  io  the  abort  time  they  have 
been  in  power.— (/4id.  96.) 
The  noble  Earl  had  opened  bia  speech 
by  oonfaasing  that  he  had  been  an 
alarmiat.  Now,  he  trusted  that  be  should 
not  be  accused  of  otELcial  optimism. 
He  thought  there  was  a  happy  mean 
between  the  two,  and  that  tlie  Gover- 
ment  were  justified  in  resisting  unrea- 
soning pressure  for  extravagant  and 
ill- considered  expenditure,  with  the 
right  object  of  taking  care  that  what 
money  was  voted  should  be  properly 
spent.  Money  voted  in  a  hurry  was 
usually  spent  in  a  hnny,  and  in  all 
probability  those  who  so  spent  it  would 
have  to  repent  at  considerable  leisure. 
The  iu>ble  Earl  had  acknowledged  that 
one  step  taken  by  the  Qorornment  was 


net  the  result  of  what  he  had  called  the 
panic  of  the  other  day.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment at  the  commencement  of  the  year 
a  Memorandum  in  whiah  he  dearly 
pointed  out  that  during  lait  year  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  sitting  which  took  into 
oareful  consideration  what  was  neoesaary 
to  oomplete  at  once  the  armament  and 
the  works  of  our  coaling  stations,  also 
what  was  necessary  for  the  works  and 
armaments  of  our  Imperial  ports,  and 
what  the  Committee  thought  it  was  ad- 
visable should  be  spent  on  our  oom- 
maroial  harbours.  That  Memorandum 
went  into  detailed  statement,  and  said 
dearly  that  it  waa  the  intention  of  tbe 
Government  to  ask  for  a  considerable 
sun  outside  the  Estimatea  and  for  a  loan 
in  order  that  those  works  should  be  pro- 
ceeded wiUi  aa  soon  as  possible.  That 
document  was  laid  bafore  their  Lord- 
ships and  the  other  House  certainly  two 
months  ago  or  more,  and  many  of  the 
articles  recently  published  in  the  Preaa 
read  as  if  no  idea  of  that  Memorandum 
had  been  before  the  writers  at  the  time 
they  wrote.  The  sum  for  which  the 
Government  had  asked  under  the  Im- 
perial Defence  Bill  was  no  small  one — 
it  was  £2,600,000.  The  Secretary  of 
State  in  hie  Memorandum  did  not  pre- 
tend that  that  was  all  that  was  neoos- 
sary.  Ho  acknowledged  that  it  was  not, 
but  said  distinctly  that  he  asked  for  that 
sum  because  from  the  opinions  of  his 
expert  adviaera  and  of  thoae  who  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  last  year, 
he  believed  that  was  as  much  aa  could 
be  spent  within  the  time.  That,  he 
hoped,  was  a  w ell-con sidered  scheme  of 
expenditure,  not  a  hasty  and  extrava- 
gant one.  And,  if  he  might  say  so  with 
deference  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Vis- 
count, he  would  observe  that  when  he 
made  his  speech  in  the  House,  in  which 
he  did  ample  justice  to  the  Government, 
he  thought  that  justice  waa  done  some- 
what tardily,  and  the  noble  and  gallant 
Yiaoount  had  until  then  omitted  in  his 
speeches  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
to  notice  that  theGovemmentwere  asking 
from  the  nation  very  large  sums  to  com- 
plete its  defenoes.  The  noble  B^l  bad 
alluded  to  the  question  of  guns  having 
been  removed  from  men-of-war  owing  to 
the  neoaaaity  of  reliaing  or  owing  to 
some  failure  of  the  lining  and  to  uieir 
having  been  replaced  tluough  the  land 
service,      Tbftt  had  been  done  to  his 
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knowledge  in  ttro  recent  oasea.  He  did 
not  attempt  to  defend  it,  bat  h«  had 
only  to  e&7  that  in  both  of  those  eases 
the  gnns  were  taken  from  the  second 
land  line  of  defence,  and  that  it  had 
heen  the  inrariable  policy  of  the  War 
Office  to  give  way  in  eveiythiag  to  the 
Navy,  recognizing  to  the  futi  that  it  was 
the  first  line.  Then  the  question  arose, 
what  was  the  condition  of  this  country 
at  present  with  respect  to  the  provision 
of  armament  ?  That  undoubtedly  w%a  a 
most  important  question,  touching,  as  it 
did,  both  Services.  Undoubtedly  there 
had  been  recent  failures  in  guns,  which 
had  been  bronght  before  Sir  James  Fitz- 
james  Stephen's  Commission  and  had 
neen  reported  in  the  newspapers,  and 
that  might  lead  those  who  studied  the 
question  to  haye  very  grave  fear  whe- 
ther this  country  would  be  able  to  keep 
np  its  title  to  be  a  great  manufacturing 
country.  Many  of  the  statements  on  the 
enbject,  however,  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated.  If  a  crack  was  reported 
in  the  lining  of  a  gun,  it  did  not 
necessarily  follow  that  if  the  ship  were 
on  service  the  particular  gun  would  be- 
come inefficient.  It  was  a  fact  that 
many  rounds  had  been  fired  from  guns 
after  the  lining  had  been  cracked,  and 
that  the  shooting  of  the  guns  had  not 
been  spoilt.  But  it  was  Eibsolutely  ne- 
cessary that  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  should,  by  study  and  experi- 
ment, produce  guns  as  little  liable  to 
those  aooidents  as  possible.  He  doubted, 
however,  if  they  could  evolve,  without 
experience,  any  better  system  than  at 
present  existed  in  this  country  for  study- 
ing the  science  of  gun-making.  They 
had  on  the  Ordnance  Committee  now 
sitting  not  only  two  officers  of  tbe  Navy 
and  a  distinguished  engineer,  but  within 
the  last  five  years  what  were  called  spe- 
cially associated  members  had  been 
added — a  member  from  the  Armstrong 
firm,  a  member  from  the  Whitworth 
firm,  General  Uaitland,  the  head  of  the 
Ordnance  Factory,  and  Lord  Armstrong 
himself.  They  sat  first  of  all  on  tbe 
question  of  ordnance  construction  in 
1883;  they  were  called  together  after 
the  failnre  of  the  Collingwood  guns  in 
1865  ;  and  they  were  now  sitting  on  two 
important  questions  connected  with  the 
rifling  and  lining  of  guns.  The  Govern- 
ment were  occasionally  pressed  from 
outside  that  if  they  could  not  get  good 
enough  gima  in  this  countty  they  should 
ZordSiuTii 


go  abroad.  But  what  security  was  there 
that  the  Krupp  guns  would  be  better 
than  our  own,  or  would  be  supplied 
more  quickly f  That  was  a  question 
which  bad  been  looked  into  at  the  War 
Office,  and  it  was  his  decided  opinion 
thatif  you  went  abroad  you  would  not  get 
guns  any  quicker  or  any  better.  From 
the  evidence  taken  by  Sir  James  Fitz- 
jamee  Stephen's  Commission  there  was 
no  doubt  that  there  had  been  failures  in 
Krupp  guns  as  well  as  in  ours  ;  but  in 
the  case  of  foreign  nations  there  was 
not  tbe  same  publicity  given  to  such 
matters  as  in  this  country.  He  wished 
their  Lordships  distinctly  to  understand 
that  the  Military  Authorities — those  in 
a  political  position— had  recognized  as 
clearly  as  possible  the  absolute  necessity 
of  advancing  as  rapidly  as  possible  in 
the  manufacture  of  perfect  guns,  and 
they  believed  they  were  doing  what  was 
best  for  the  country  and  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  two  Services  at  this 
moment.  The  noble  Earl  alluded  to  tbe 
fact  that  in  every  regiment  of  the  let 
and  2nd  Army  Corps  there  was  a  cer- 
tain number  of  young  recruits,  and  if 
tbe  regiments  were  sent  on  foreign  ser- 
vice those  young  recruits  would  have  to 
go  out  or  to  be  replaced  by  older  men 
from  other  regiments.  As  long  as  we 
kept  up  our  present  system  of  recruiting, 
we  must  have  a  number  of  men  under 
age  whom  we  should  not  wish  to  send  to 
India.  But  if  you  wished  to  send  on 
foreign  service  only  those  who  were  not 
above  20  years  you  would  have  to  in- 
crease your  Army.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion which  it  was  not  possible  for  hint  to 
discuss.  It  was  only  those  in  the  poai- 
tioQ  of  Cabinet  Ministers  who  could  con- 
sider the  whole  matter  from  the  6naQ- 
cial  and  Other  points  of  view.  Ton 
could  not  separata  respondbiUty  for  the 
size  of  the  Army  and  the  effiotenoy  of 
your  military  arrangements  from  finan- 
cial responsibility.  The  Cabinet  had 
most  distinct  responsibility  to  the  natiou, 
and  it  would  he  impossible  to  withdraw 
that  responsibility  or  any  other  respon- 
sibility which  rested  on  it.  The  noble 
Estl  referred  to  the  fact  that  we  had 
not  a  magazine  rifle  at  present  in  the 
British  Army.  Now  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  there  was  no  Army  on 
the  Continent  completely  armed  with 

the  magasine  rifle,   

Tot    Eam.    or    WEUY8S:    Oom- 
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Lord  HARRIS  said,  he  believed  there 
WBS  one  Army  with  a  good  number  of 
those  rifles;  but  he  had  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  a  gentleman  recently  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  that  be  had  an 
opportunity  of  trying  the  Martini-Henry 
carbine  against  the  repeating  carbi 
and  the  Martini- Henry  beat  it  in  ereiy 
respect.  In  the  matter  of  rifles,  he 
trusted  the  country  would  not  press  the 
OoTsmment.  It  was  said,  no  doubt, 
that  they  had  been  studying  this  matter 
a  great  number  of  years,  but  that  was 
not  actually  the  case.  It  was  only  in 
the  summer  of  last  year  that  the  calibre 
of  the  riflo  was  adopted.  That  was  an 
important  change,  and  it  resulted  that 
they  had  not  been  able  to  perfect 
the  magazine  rifle,  which  was  now  about 
to  bo  tried,  in  all  respects,  as  quickly 
as  they  originally  supposed .  He  aid  not 
believe  we  had  lost  anything  by  that. 
They  had  gained,  as  other  nations  had 
bought  a  dear  experience  owing  to  being 
in  a  hurry.  He  waa  happy  to  be  able 
to  say  that  rifles  for  trial  had  now  been 
issued  to  troops  in  England ;  soma  were 
being  sent  to  Egypt  this  week,  and  he 
hoped  a  further  assignment  would  be 
sent  to  India  and  to  Halifax  next  week, 
Their  Lordships  must  remember  that 
the  British  Ai^y  bad  to  fight  in  every 
climate  in  the  world,  and  that  every  arm 
and  every  kind  of  ammunition  must  bi 
tried  in  every  climate,  and  that  it  t» 
quired  time  for  moot.  The  noble 
Earl  referred  to  the  Militia  Reserve. 
At  the  time  when  the  Uilitia  Re- 
serve was  started,  it  appeared,  from 
the  noble  Lord's  own  speech,  that  the 
country  had  not  that  magnificent  force 
of  Volunteers  which  it  had  now.  That 
must  distinctly  afl'ect  the  question  of  our 
Home  Army ;  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
Military  Authorities  he  challenged  the 
assertion  that  the  Militia  Reserve  would 
be  withdrawn  from  the  Militia  if  an 
attempt  at  invasion  was  made.  Under 
those  ciroumstances  he  believed  the 
Militia  Reserve  would  stay  with  their 
Battalions.  At  this  moment  we  were 
not  able  to  recruit  the  Militia  up  to 
its  full  strength,  and,  therefore,  the 
idea  that  for  every  Militiaman  who 
joined  the  Reserve  an  additional  man 
ahonld  be  added  to  the  Militia  would  be 
difficult  to  oarry  out.  Owing  to  the 
greater  demand  in  the  labour  market  or 
to  the  greater  attraction  of  the  Volun- 
teors,  thevhod  not  been  m  nnnnMuifnl  in 


getting  men  for  the  Militia  last  year  as 
in  the  two  or  three  preceding  years. 
Personally,  he  was  entirely  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  view  that  the  Yeo- 
manry should  become  mounted  rifles, 
but  that  was  a  change  which  required 
trial.  If  the  regiments  expressed  a 
desire  to  try  a  long  rifle,  no  objections 
would  be  taken  to  such  a  course  at  head- 
quarters. The  noble  Earl  said  that  the 
volunteers  had  no  organization  and  no 
artillery.  In  the  last  two  years,  however, 
the  Qovemment  had  done  everything  in 
their  power  to  improve  the  organization 
of  the  Yolunteers  and  to  supply  them 
with  artillery.  The  whole  of  the  84 
guns  promised  to  the  Volunteer  Cor^s 
had  been  issued  and  were  now  in  their 
possession  ;  and  with  regard  to  16  and 
2Q-pounders  the  Department  was  now 
in  communication  with  officers  of  the 
artillery  Corps  as  to  their  willingness  to 
accept  them,  but  those  officers  had  to 
look  for  a  place  to  store  them  in.  The 
noble  Earl  referred  at  aome  length  to  ' 
the  Defence  Bill.  About  that  he  would 
say  nothing,  as  it  wai  now  before  the 
other  House,  and  when  it  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  the  noble  Earl 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  moving 
any  Amendment  he  thought  proper. 
The  noble  Earl  also  brought  forward  his 
old  friend,  "the  man  in  the  street."  Ho 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
expected  the  Government  to  aooept  the 
figures  OB  really  reliable.  The  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
expression  of  opinion  of  "the  man  in 
the  street ;  "  but,  as  they  had  dune  in 
the  case  of  the  armaments  and  the  works 
for  our  coaling  stations  and  for  the 
Imperial  ports  and  commercial  har- 
bours, they  would  insist  upon  a  careful 
examination  of  the  figures,  so  that  when 
they  put  their  figures  before  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  they  could 
say  that  they  had  carefully  looked  into 
them  and  could  guarantee  their  accu- 
racy. The  present  Government  had 
done  their  best  to  make  some  changes 
which  would  benefit  the  Army,  and  he 
had  brought  forward  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Viscount's  evideooe  of  that  fact. 
They  had  been  working  under  an  ab- 
normal pressure.  There  had  been  sitting 
Sirjames  Fitzjsmes Stephen's  Commis- 
sion, the  Estimates  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley's  Commission  on  the  Civil  Ser- 
R.  and  the  Oommlttee  on  the  ques- 
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tion  of  tho  Defence  of  Imporial  Ports  ftnd 
Ooaling  Staliona.  There  had  also  beea 
tremsadoua  preuure  put  on  the  War 
Office  in  elabomdag  the  mobilizfttton 
aeheme.  In  all  these  oircuaistsnoas,  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  excaHsble 
if  the  OoTfirnment  had  been  unable  to 
take  up  any  great  ohanffea  as  regarded 
the  Army.  Ae  regarded  the  Tolnntoera 
and  Auxiliary  forces,  thsj  had  boon 
enabled  to  introdaoe  benafioial  ehanges, 
and  aa  regarded  the  organisation 
of  the  Serrioea,  although  it  oould  not  be 
laid  down  as  a  matter  of  fact  that 
the  changes  thej  had  introduced  were 
benefioiol,  at  least  they  could  say  that 
they  betiered  them  to  be  so.  It  wi 
impossible  to  say  in  the  moment  whi 
thor  a  change  in  oi^nisatioa  would  in 
the  course  of  six  or  seveii  years  prove 
to  be  beneficial.  It  must,  however,  be 
acknowledged  that  the  principle  the 
present  Q^Temment  had  introduced, 
that  weapons,  stores,  and  equipments 
for   the    Army    should    be    examined, 

Jirovsd,  and  tested  in  a  department  dif- 
erent  from  that  whioh  purchased  or 
supplied  them,  was  a  right  prinaiple.  As 
regarded  the  ohangea  at  the  War  Office 
and  in  the  Army,  the  OoTemment  were 
entirely  responsible,  and  they  were  ra- 
sponsible  for  the  changes  introduced  in 
consequence  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
system  in  vogue  at  the  War  Office,  and 
he  believed  they  had  no  reason  to  fear 
.  what  the  finding  would  be  whenever  a 
verdict  was  passed  upon  them. 

Thk  Ddbx  of  OAHBItIDa£:  My 
Lords,  although  I  am  in  no  way  person- 
ally rasponsible  in  the  matter  now  before 
your  Lordships,  yet  as  I  gave  evidenoe 
Dcfore  a  Committee,  and  as  I  feel  that 
a  certain  amount  of  responsibility  rests 
upon  my  shoulders,  I  hope  in  these  oir- 
oumstaoees  yoor  Lordships  will  allow 
me  to  offer  a  few  words  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  Uy  noble  Friend 
who  brought  forward  the  Motion  has 
named  me  in  that  Uotien,  and  rather 
implied  that  a  scare  was  produoed  by 
what  I  said  and  by  what  the  noble  and 
gallant  Yisoount  behind  me  has  said. 
I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that  I  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  in  anything  I 
have  said  of  producing  a  scare,  beoause 
I  consider  scares  to  be  the  most  dan- 
gerous and  objectionable  things  that  can 
possibly  be  imagined.  The  whole  sub- 
ject arose  in  this  way.  I  was  colled 
before  a  Committee  of  the  other  House 
Lord  Horrii 


to  answer  certain  queatioBS  wlvmag  to 
the  Army,  and,  of  course,  I  answered 
those  questions  to  the  best  of  my  ability 
and  oonscience.  I  did  not  frame  those 
questions;  they  were  framed  by  the 
Hembers  who  sat  around.  ACy  busi- 
nesB  was  to  answer  them.  Among  other 
queations  I  was  asked  whether  I  oon- 
sidered  that  at  the  present  moment  the 
Army  was  in  such  a  condition  that  a 
certain  proportion  of  one  Army  Corps 
could  be  immediately  withdrawn  from 
Aldershot  or  elsewhere  and  embarked  for 
foreign  service  ?  My  answer  was,  "No." 
"What  do  yon  want?"  was  one  of 
the  questions.  I  said  that  I  believed 
that  about  1 1,000  additional  meo  would, 
upon  our  present  system,  carry  out  the 
objeot  the  question  implied.  I  wu 
asked  what  I  meant.  My  meaning  was 
exoetly  what  has  been  stated  in  this 
debate — that  under  the  present  condi- 
tion of  enlistment  and  service,  yon  are 
obliged  to  engage  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  very  young  men ;  and  that,  aa 
there  had  been  laid  down  a  rule  as  re- 
gards hard  foreign  service  in  the  field, 
that  a  man  under  30  years  of  age  ought 
not  to  be  employed,  if  you  have  a  large 
body  of  recruits  in  every  r^fiment,  un- 
less you  have  some  means  irf  leaving  a 
portion  ef  them  behind,  you  oannot  em- 
bark the  number  of  men  yon  want.  The 
11,000  mentowhichl  alluded  was  simply 
to  give  a  mai^n,  so  as  to  leave  behind, 
not  useless  men,  but  men  who  for  the 
moment  cannot  be  made  available,  and 
by  that  means  to  fill  ap  what  I  oondder 
the  vacancies  created  by  the  system. 
That  is  the  meaning  of  what  I  SMd 
about  the'  11,000  men.  I  hope,  how- 
evw,  it  will  not  be  understood  tud  those 
are  my  views  as  to  all  that  is  wanted. 
I  believe  that  more  is  wanted ;  but  that 
was  the  ground  on  whieh  these  re- 
marks have  been  made.  No  doubt,  the 
ibject  has  been  very  largely  ventilated ; 
and  I  then  ventured  to  think,  and  I 
think  BO  still,  that  it  is  very  desirable 
that  the  go  no  try  should  understand 
exactly  the  position  in  which  it  is 
placed  with  regard  to  these  questions. 
Hitherto  the  country  has  been  asleep. 
I  do  not  think  the  subject  has  hitherto 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  people, 
and  I  believe  that  the  causa  of  that  has 
been  that  there  has  always  been  a  great 
difficulty  eonmected  with  it— namely,  the 
financisl  difflonlty.  Birt  now  it  has  bean 
brought  prominantly  before  the  eonntry, 
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and,  that  being  so,  I  coaeider,  without 
reference  to  any  attack  upon  the  present 
or  any  othor  Qoverament,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  any  man  who  is  in  a  position 
to  know  how  the  matter  stands  and 
what  ought  to  be  done  to  state  frankly 
what  he  thinks ;  and  if  he  does  not  do 
so,  I  do  not  think  he  is  doing  bia  duty  to 
himself,  and  much  less  eo  to  his  country 
or  his  Sovereign.  There  has,  my  Lords, 
been  some  talk  about  daoger,  and  it  is 
said  that  I  used  that  word.  I  did  use 
the  word  "  danger,"  I  believe ;  but  I  did 
not  use  it  in  the  way  which  has  been 
ioipliad.  The  word  "danger"  can  be 
taken  in  two  senses.  There  is,  first,  im- 
minent danger.  There  is,  I  believe,  no 
imminent  danger,  and  I  do  not  consider 
there  is  any  danger  in  that  sense.  But 
tbeie  is  danger  in  this  sense — that  the 
country  ought  to  be  efficiently  ptoteoted, 
and  in  a  oondition  to  hold  its  own  with 
referenoe  to  other  nations.  In  that  re- 
spect, in  my  humble  opinion,  there  is 
decidedly  danger  unless  you  hare  your 
Services  in  a  condition  to  be  able  to 
perform  the.  duties  which  may  be  re- 
quired of  them.  I  believe  Her  Majesty's 
present  Qovernment  have  done  every- 
thing they  could  to  accomplish  that 
object.  It  cannot  be  done  in  so  many 
days,  or  perhaps  in  so  many  years; 
but  the  object  to  be  attained  is  to 
ascertain  what  is  really  wanted.  We 
have  never  fully  ascertained  that.  We 
have  lived  from  hand  to  mouth,  and  if 
danger  arises  everybody  immediately 
cries  out  for  the  Services  to  be  prepared 
for  anything  that  can  berequired.  Some- 
times it  is  a  small  scare,  sometimes  a 
very  considerable  one ;  and  the  result  is 
that  we  are  never  really  prepared  either 
for  a  small  or  a  considerable  one.  Now, 
I  think  Her  Majesty's  Glover nment 
ought  to  lay  down  absolutely  what  they 
consider  to  be  the  object  and  duty  both 
of  the  Navy  and  the  Army — and  not 
only  that,  but  also  the  relative  duty  of 
each ;  because  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
the  connection  between  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  The  Navy  is,  of  course,  the 
first  line  of  defence ;  but  the  Navy  re- 
quires the  aasiitanoe  of  the  Army,  and 
unless  the  Army  is  in  a  position  to 
assist  the  Navy,  we  cannot  expect  to 
hold  our  own  with  other  countries.  I 
am  told  that  this  country  is  not  a  mili- 
tary one,  and  that  it  doee  not  want  to 
vie  with  other  nations  in  that  respect. 
I  entirely  agree ;  but  what  is  the  real 
vol..  CCOXXVn.   [TmEB  sssxm.'\ 


condition  of  things  ?  Every  other  Euro- 
pean country  at  this  present  time  has 
beon  arming  to  the  teeth ;  and  what 
have  we  done  ?  Comparatively  nothing. 
TThe  Marquess  of  SiLiaanaT  dissented.] 
I  see  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter shakes  hie  head  ;  but  for  the  last  few 
years  we  have  certainly  not  done  what 
we  ought  to  have  done  relatively  to 
what  other  oountries  have  done.  If  we 
are  not  in  as  good  a  position,  relatively, 
to  what  they  are,  we  must  be  in  a  dis- 
advantageous position ;  and  all  that  we 
have  asked  for,  and  iJl  that  we  have 
put  forward,  all  that  I  personally  have 
put  forward,  whether  in  public  or  pri- 
vate, has  always  been  this  —  that  we 
should  relatively  hold  the  same  position 
to  other  countries  now  as  was  the  case 
before  these  vast  armaments  were  intro- 
duced. I,  for  one,  deplore  these  arma- 
ments. I  think  it  is  a  most  nnhappy 
thing  for  the  world,  and  I  wish  it  did 
not  take  place.  But  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say  whether  these  armaments  are  neces- 
sary or  not,  however  much  I  regret  to 
see  them.  Every  country  judges  for 
itself,  and  we  must  judge  for  ourselves 
relatively  to  what  other  countries  do. 
I  believe  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  have  done  an  immense  deal 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  country; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  subject  has  ever 
been  treated  in  former  years  in  that 
spirit,  and  the  result  is  that  we  have 
had  this  scare.  I  believe  that  if  we 
have  our  Services  in  such  a~ condition- 
not  extravagant,  by  any  means — that 
they  can  really  carry  out  whatever  is 
really  laid  down  as  the  principle  on 
whi(^  every  Qovernment  should  act,  we 
should  be  in  a  much  better  position  than 
we  are  now.  When  he  dissented  from 
what  I  said,  the  noble  Marquess  seemed 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  in  many  re- 
spects changes  have  taken  place.  'Fake, 
for  instance,  the  arming  of  the  coaling 
stations.  That  is  a  question  which  was 
never  thought  of  until  within  the  last 
year  or  two.  If  you  have  coaling  sta- 
tions, which  are  necessary,  they  must 
entail  an  additional  number  of  men, 
because  the  Fleet  could  not  take  charge 
of  them  alone.  There  must  be  troops 
to  defend  them,  and  without  troops  they 
would  be  worse  than  useless.  At  the 
same  time,  what  I  would  like  to  see, 
and  what  every  soldier  would  like  to 
see,  is  that  soma  fixed  principle  should 
be  laid  down  whidh  would  define  het^r 
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than  luB  hitherto  hean  the  caae  the 
relative  duty  of  the  Arm;  and  the  Nav;, 
and  also  the  relative  requireme&te  aa  to 
the  strength  of  the  two  Serrioes.  That 
would  be  on  immenRe  point,  and  I  am 
rejoioed  that  we  have  a  Cabinet  Oom- 
mittee  sitting  on  the  matter ;  for  I  can- 
not but  think  tiiat  that  Committee  will 
produce  some  good  reeult  in  that  direo' 
tion.  If  something  sudden  eomes  upon 
us,  ;ou  ma;  depend  upon  it  joa  have  not 
got  the  Servioea  in  that  position  that  ;oa 
would  wish  and  that  the  country  requires. 
I  am  most  anxious  to  assure  your  Ijord- 
ships  that  I  have  no  desire  to  aee  any 
extravagance  in  the  Army.  Uy  object 
has  been  to  let  the  Government  fee)  I 
am  supporting  them  to  the  best  of  my 
ability ;  and  in  making  these  observa- 
tions I  have  endeavoured  to  support 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  right  thing  in 
the  interests  of  the  State.  I  hope  that 
this  explanation  will  be  satisfactory  to 
your  Lordships,  and  will  show  that 
what  I  have  said  on  the  subject  has 
oertainly  not  been  with  the  object  of 
produoing  a  soare,  but  merely  to  make 
the  oountry  feel  what  was  required  to  be 
done. 

Thx  Easl  or  NOBTHBBOOK  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  illustrious  Duke  as 
to  the  inadvisability  of  sending  young 
soldiers  ander  20  years  of  age  out  to 
India  to  reinforoe  regiments.  It  might 
have  been  better,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Army  in  India  and  also  at  home,  if  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  the  British 
troops  in  India  which  was  made  a  few 
years  ago  had  not  been  made,  for  it 
would  be  preferable  to  have  the  Beserve 
at  home  rather  than  in  India,  where  it 
was  exposed  to  a  worse  climate,  and 
where  its  maintenance  was  also  more 
costly.  He  had,  however, risen  tomake 
a  few  observations  on  aooount  of  the 
references  that  had  been  made  to  the 
strength  of  the  Navy.  He  oould  not 
aooept  some  of  the  figures  that  had  been 
used  by  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
this  Uotion;  and  as  the  present  strength 
of  the  Xavy  was  due,  not  to  the  notion 
of  the  present  Bosird  of  Admiralty, 
but  rather  to  the  action  of  previous 
Boards,  he  felt  bound  to  point  out 
the  ioaoouraey  into  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  led.  The  figures 
quoted  by  the  noble  Earl  had  been  sup- 
plied to  him  by  Sir  Spencer  Robinson 
and  oUters;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  ventured  to  think  that  the  state- 
7K«  Dukt  of  Cambri^e 


ments  of    responsible   exports  on    the 
question  of  the  relative  oonditioii  of  the 
British  and  other  Navies  were  of  more 
value  than  thoae  of  experts  who  had  no 
responsibility,    such     as     Sir    Spencer 
Bobinson.     The  noble  Earl  had    atated 
that  from  the  figures  submitted    to  him 
he  was  in  a  position  to  state  that  in  1890 
the  number  of  battle  ships  would    be 
English  42,  French  39,  giving  ua  a  pre- 
ponderance of  only  three.    These  figures 
gave  a  very  erroneous  impreasion.     In 
1884,  whan  at  the  Admiruty,  he  had  a 
careful  examination  made  as  to  the  re- 
spective strength  of  the   Engliah    and 
Frenoh  Navies.  The  Naval  Uembere  of 
the  Board  weot  carefully  into  the  tnatter, 
and  upon  their  authority  he  in  that  year 
was  able  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
number    of    armour-plated    ahipa    was 
English  46,  French  31.     From  that  time 
to  the  present  we  had   been   building 
armour-plated  ships  at  twice  the  rate  of 
the  French.    Upon  the  anthority  of  the 
present  Senior  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj,  Sir 
Arthur  Hood,  who  was  an  expert  with 
responsibility,  he  was  able  to  state  that 
the  number  of  such  ships  added  to  the 
two  Navies  by  18S0   would  be,   aince 
18114,   English    22,    Frenoh    10.       The 
figures,  therefore,  stood  as  follows  with 
regard   to   armour-plated   ships    of  all 
classes.     In  1BB4,  English  46,  French 
31;  in  June,  1888,  English  54,    French 
35;    in  1890,  English  68,  Frenoh    41. 
His  noble  Friend  would  see  that  tfaeae 
Sgurea,  given  by  a  responsible  expert. 
Sir  Arthur  Hood,  entirely  differed  from 
the  figures  given  to  him  by  Sir  Spencer 
Bobinson.    Me  was  corroborated  in  theee 
figures  by  the  authority  of  a  noble  and 
gallant  Friend,  Lord  Charles  Bereafotd, 
who,  be  regretted,  had  left  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  who  oould  not  be  regarded  as 
a  particularly  favourable  critic   of  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty.     Speaking 
to  his  constituents  in   November  last. 
Lord  Charles  Beresford  said  that  in  1 890 
we  should  have  38  ships  of  the  firat-olass 

X'nst  31  of  two  oombined  Powers,  of 
lb  France  was  one.  In  1879  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary,  who 
was  then  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
added  to  the  number  of  ships  laid  down, 
but  fortunately  did  nothing  of  the  kind 
recommended  now  by  Sir  Spencer 
Bobinson.  If  the  right  hon.  GenUMnao 
had  decided  to  build  60  ships  all  at  once 
they  would  have  been  obsolete  by  this 
time.    But  the  right  hoQ.  Qeotlsma^ 
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began  to  make  good  tlie  want  tliat 
existed,  aud  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
over  vhioh  he  himself  presided  followed 
in  the  same  direction,  with  the  result 
that  in  the  years  beginning  with  1880 
twioe  SB  many  ships  of  the  first-clasa 
were  being  built  in  England  as  in 
Ftanoe.  The  public  failing  to  under- 
stand what  was  going  on,  there  was  a 
scare  in  the  Autumn  oi  1884,  and  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Qo?emment,  thinking  it 
right  to  take  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity thus  aCForded,  proposed  an  addi- 
tion of  £3,000,000  to  the  Shipbuilding 
Estimates  of  the  Kavy.  The  result  had 
been  mo«t  satisfactory,  and  at  no  time 
sinoe  the  introduction  of  the  screw  in 
ahips  of  war  and  of  armoured  plate  had 
the  Navy  of  this  country  been  in  a 
superior  position  than  it  was  in  now  as 
compared  With  foreign  nations.  In  fact, 
it  had  never  been  in  so  good  a  state. 
The  noble  Earl  on  the  Gross  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyse)  had  espeoially 
referred  to  fast  cruisers,  and  stated  that 
the  French  possessed  63  vessels  of  this 
class,  many  of  them  over  20.knot  speed. 

Thb  Eabl  orWEUYSS:  Some  ^5- 
knot. 

Thb  Eakl  of  NOETHBEOOK  said, 
he  thought  there  must  be  some  error  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  E^rl ;  he  knew  of 
no  such  fast-goingoruiaersin  the  French 
or  any  other  Navy,  and  when  he  was  at 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  the  French  had 
none,  and  had  none  building.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  two  Navies,  as  far 
as  these  cruisers  were  conoerned,  was 
this  on  the  authority  of  Sir  Arthur  Hood 
—we  had  21  unarmoured  cruisers  of 
16  knots  and  upwards,  while  the  French 
only  possessed  six  oruiaers  of  that  great 
speed.  Our  superiority,  therefore,  over 
the  French  in  unarmoured  cruisers  of 
highspeed  was  very  considerable  indeed. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  last  year  or  two 
the  French  had  beeun  to  build  a  sub- 
stantial number  oifast  cruisers ;  but  he 
believed, the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  taking  the  wise  and  proper  steps 
to  meet  that  increase  by  a  relative 
iacreaee  on  our  side.  The  Admiralty  had 
begun  to  build  a  large  number  of  these 
vessels,  of  which  no  less  than  five  would, 
he  understood,  have  a  speed  of  20  knots. 
Eighteen  or  20  were  being  built  which 
would  have  a  speed  of  more  than  16 
knots.  He  dissented  altogether  from  i 
the  view  of  the  irresponsible  expert 
quoted   b^   the   noble  Earl   that    we 


ought  to  build  60  fast  cruisers  and 
four  more  line.of-battle  ships.  Our 
number  of  battle  ships,  as  compared 
with  the  French,  was  sufficient  for  the 
present ;  and  it  would,  in  hia  opinion, 
be  an  unwise  and  extravagant  policy 
to  build  at  once  on  enormous  num- 
ber of  ships  of  any  class.  The  cost  of 
Sir  Spencer  Eobinson's  scheme  would 
be  no  less  than  £12,000,000.  Those 
who  wished  to  preoipitate  the  country 
into  such  expenditure  would  do  well  to 
recollect  what  occurred  in  1859.  The 
question  was  then  raised  whether  we 
had  as  many  screw  line -of -battle  ships 
as  the  French,  and  many  old  sailing 
ships  were  at  once  converted  into  screw 
line-of-battle  ships.  But  a  very  short 
time  afterwards  the  era  of  iron-dads 
began,  and  these  vessels  were  either 
converted  into  indifferent  iron-plated 
ships  or  were  now  rotting  in  the  har- 
bours of  the  country.  That  showed  the 
danger  of  any  large,  sudden,  simul- 
taneous operation  in  shipbuilding.  The 
speed  of  our  ships  launched  and  com- 
pleted during  the  last  four  or  five  years 
he  considered  very  satisfactory,  notwith- 
standing  the  adverse  criticisms  of  apor- 
tioD  of  the  Press.  Most  of  our  recent 
iron-olad  vessels  had  a  speed  of  16 
knots,  and  some  of  our  armoured  cruisers 
had  oonsiderabty  surpassed  the  speed 
contemplated  by  their  designers.  He 
believed  that  the  Orlando,  ia  her  trial  trip 
to  Gibraltar,  had  made  a  faster  passage 
than  had  ever  been  achieved  by  any 
commercial  steamer.  He  was  prepared 
to  rest  his  defence  of  our  naval  adminis- 
tration OQ  the  present  position  of  the 
Fleet.  He  believed  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty was  now  engaged  in  making  fit  for 
sea  a  very  considerable  squadron  in 
order  to  show  what  the  position  and 
organization  of  the  Navy  were.  There 
never  was  a  greater  mistake  than  to 
suppose  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
was  not  prepared  to  meet  any  difficulty, 
or  to  do  any  work  which  it  had  to  do  id 
respect  of  sending  ships  to  any  part  of 
the  world,  manning  them  quickly,  and 
fitting  them  out  properly.  On  these 
points  evidence  was  furaiehed  by  the 
two  Expeditions  to  Egypt,  and  he  was 
not  aware  that  they  were  attended  by 
any  failure  as  to  transport,  organization, 
or  equipment.  And  their  Lordships 
could  appeal  for  testimony  to  the  noble 
and  gaUant  Lord  who  commanded  the 
Naval  Forces  (Lord  AJoestar),  and  who 
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afterruds  joined  the  Admireltj,  and 
presided  over  a  Committee  whioh  had 
worked  out  the  vhole  organization  for 
manning  our  ehips.  He  believed  it 
would  now  be  found  that  22  armoured 
battle  ehipB,  18  cruisers,  besides  torpedo 
boats  and  gunboats,  oould  be  in  a 
short  time  manned,  equipped,  and  made 
quite  ready  for  serrice  without  taking 
a  man  from  the  Beserres.  It  was  im- 
possible to  over-estimate  the  impor- 
tance of  protecting  our  commercial 
marine  in  time  of  war ;  but  to  diecuea  the 
beet  mode  of  affecting  thie  would  be  to 
take  up  more  time  than  he  would  ven- 
ture to  occupy  on  the  present  occasion. 
He  would,  therefore,  only  observe  that 
he  waa  aware  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty were  paying  particular  attention 
to  the  subject.  As  to  invasion,  he 
was  not  going  to  discuss  how  many 
men  per  toa  oould  be  put  on  board 
ship  and  brought  aoroes  the  Channel, 
because  that  did  not  go  to  the  root  of  the 
matter,  which  was  that  the  command  of 
the  channel  should  remain  with  our 
Fleet,  so  that  there  should  be  no  possi- 
bility of  sending  a  hostile  expedition 
aoroes  it.  The  idea  of  invasion  was  pre- 
posterous HO  long  as  wa  had  command 
of  the  Channel,  and  of  this  we  had 
absolute  certainty  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  Navy,  and  should  con- 
tinue to  have  it  whatever  Government 
had  the  responiibili^  of  its  administra- 
tion.   

Eabi.  OHAXTILLE  said,  that  during 
that  debate  they  had  heard  some  very 
important,  very  interesting,  and  very 
startling  statements,  and  it  must  be 
generally  satisfactory  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  have  heard  a  speech  of  a  re- 
assuring character.  He  would  not  pro- 
long the  conversation ;  he  desired  to 
obtain  eome  information  on  a  matter  of 
detail,  but  an  important  detail ;  he 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  policy  of 
the  Oovemmeut  with  regard  to  Dover 
Harbour?  \_A  laugh.']  The  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
laughed ;  hut  the  unanimous  result  of 
past  discussions  and  iuquiries  was  that 
the  enlargement  of  Dover  Harbour  was 
an  eseeutial  element  in  the  defence  of 
this  country,  and  expenditure  bad  been 
inourred  with  the  object  of  carrying  out 
the  work  by  means  of  convict  labour. 
It  now  appeared  as  if  the  project  that 
had  been  formerly  approved  by  the 
highestauthoritieshad  DeenabaDdoned; 


and  it  certainly  did  seem  to  be  inoon- 
sistent  to  display  so  much  eoncem  about 
the  defence  of  the  Empire  while  neglect- 
ing an  essential  part  of  our  home  de- 
fences. 

The  prime  MINISTER  amd  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIR8(The  Marquess  ofSAUBBTTBT): 
My  Lords,  I  have  to  apologize  to  the 
noble  Earl  if  I  seem  to  think  too  lightly 
of  the  grave  subject  whioh  he  has  brought 
forward.  But  I  have  heard  hint  bring 
it  forward  so  frequently  in  this  House, 
and  at  such  long  distances  of  time,  that 
it  impresses  me  very  much  as  afavourite 
Motion  of  Mr.  Smith  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  question  of  foreahoree. 
There  is  something  in  the  frequent  re- 
petition of  an  argument  which  cornea  to 
no  practical  effect  which,  I  am  afraid, 
diminishes  the  solemnity  of  the  occasion. 
But  I  still  think  that  the  noble  Karl's 
speech  must  be  looked  upon  rather  in 
the  light  of  a  confession  than  a  com- 
plaint, because  the  story,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  ia  thia— that  about  tiie  year 
1B73  Mr,  Gladstone's  then  Government, 
with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Card  well  and 
the  noble  Lord,  had  oome  to  the  abso- 
lute conclusion  that  Dover  Harbour 
must  be  enlarged.  Achange  of  GoTeni- 
ment  took  place  iu  1874,  and  no  doubt 
that  very  grave  feeling  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  waa  not  continued.  In  June  1 880, 
the  noble  Earl  came  into  0£oo  again 
and  remained  for  five  years,  and  yet, 
though  ataggering  under  the  conviction 
that  thia  was  an  absolute  necesaity,  not 
a  single  stone  towards  the  tmprovemoDt 
of  the  harbour  was  laid.  It  evidently 
waa  necessary  that  the  Qoveroment  of 
whioh  the  noble  Earl  waa  a  Member 
should  consider  the  question  for  five 
years.  We  have  only  considered  it  for 
two  yeara.  With  that  anawer  to  the 
noble  Earl,  I  confeaa  that  I  am  not  com- 
petent to  deal  with  the  matter  from  a 
strategic  point  of  view;  but  if  he  will 
give  me  Notice  I  will  tell  him  what  our 
ezperta  think  of  its  relative  importance 
to  the  numerous  claims  on  the  Exche- 
quer for  the  purposes  of  defence.  There 
is  so  much  to  do,  that  the  postponement 
of  works  does  not  mean  that  yon  dia- 
regard  or  disbelieve  in  the  value  of  the 
work,  but  simply  that  you  think  there 
are  other  works  which  are  of  more  im- 
portance. I  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
the   noble  and  g;allant  Viscount  (Yia- 
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cDUDt  Wolseley)  who  spoke  early  this 
eTeoing,  and  of  the  obarges  he  made 
aeainst  my  noble  Friend  Lord  QeorKs 
Hamilton.  I  muBt  aay  I  regret  that  he 
should,  in  his  position,  have  made 
chargea  of  that  kind  without  having 
taken  some  tiouble  to  ascertain  that  they 
were  correct.  He  charged  my  noble 
friend,  if  I  did  not  mistake  his  words, 
with  having  given  an  opinion  on  a  veij 
important  matter  of  naval  and  military 
strategy  simply  from  his  own  lights  and 
without  instructing  himself  by  the  advice 
and  knowledge  of  his  proper  Departmen- 
tal officers.  The  statement  is  entirely 
without  foundation.  My  noble  Triend, 
before  he  made  the  statement  that  he 
did,  consulted  the  proper  authority  in 
his  Department — namely,  the  Transport 
Department — and  it  was  on  their 
authority  that  the  statement  he  made 
was  put  before  the  world.  Whether  it 
is  right  or  wrong  I  will  not  undertake  to 
say ;  but  there  is  absolutely  no  ground 
whatever  for  the  blame  which  the  noble 
and  gallant  Viscount  has  thrown  upon 
mynoble  Friend. 

Viscount  WOLSELEY:  I  did  not 
refer  to  Depattmeotal  officers,  but  I  said 
I  was  under  the  impression,  so  utterly 
erroneous  was  the  statement  made  by 
the  First  Lord,  that  it  was  not  possible 
he  could  have  consulted  the  able  Ad- 
mirals who  were  his  Colleagues  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty. 

Thk  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  confess  I  do  not  see  what  more  he 
oould  have  done.  He  consulted  the  able 
Admiral  or  Captain  whose  duty  it  is 
to  consider  the  question  of  transport, 
because  that  was  the  question  which  was 
under  discussion.  There  was  one  other 
remark  made  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Tiscount  of  which  I  also  desire  to  take 
notice.  He  intimated,  In  the  form  of  a 
question,  his  belief  that  we  had  not  con- 
sulted the  authorities  of  the  War  Office, 
or  of  the  Navy,  with  respect  to  the  danger 
of  an  invasion  on  which  be  had  inaieted 
so  strongly.  That  danger  the  noble  and 
gallant  Viscount  has  re-stated  in  fuller 
terms  to-night.  If  I  understood  him 
tightly,  he  stated  the  danger  to  be  that 
100,000  men  might  be  collected  in  a 
single  night  at  the  French  porta  of  the 
Ohannel,  placed  on  board  the  shipping 
that  would  be  fou 
ported  that  nighi 
England  as  a  surp 
the  matter  has  bee 


consideration  of  the  Qovemment  in  com- 
munication with  the  authorities  of  the 
Wat  Office  and  the  Admiralty,  Stating 
the  problem  as  the  noble  and  gallant 
Viscount  has  stated  it,  I  can  safely  say 
that  we  have  received  from  no  authority 
any  indication  that  a  danger  such  as  he 
states  it  exists.  I  have  heard  of  autho- 
rities, not  of  the  War  Office  or  the 
Admiralty,  who  have  thought  that  a 
small  force  could  be  carried  across  in 
the  way  the  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
suggests,  as  a  matter  of  surprise.  I 
have  also  beard — and  I  think  it  is  the 
belief  of  the  authorities  of  the  War 
Office — that  if  we  lost  the  commandof  the 
Ohannel  by  a  great  naval  disaster,  then 
such  an  invasion  as  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Viscount  suggests  might  be  pos- 

VisooDMT  WOLSELEY:  I  never  sug- 
gested that  100,000  men  could  be  em- 
barked on  board  any  fleet  in  one  night. 
I  certainly  had  no  intention  of  suggest- 
ing that. 

The  Mabquebs  of  SALISBTIRY: 
That  sets  the  matter  right  at  once.  It 
certainly  startled  me  very  much.  But 
the  difference,  I  believe,  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  is  really  a 
question  of  definition.  What  is  a  sur- 
prise 7  Such  a  surprise  as  that  we  were 
talking  of  just  now,  a  surprise  in  a 
single  night,  is  a  thing  against  which 
no  naval  pre-eminence  could  contest  if 
such  a  euTpriae  were  possible.  A  sur- 
prise of  that  kind  I  believe  to  be  simply 
impoesible  ;  and  I  venture  to  form  the 
opinion,  even  against  any  indication  of 
military  opinion—  becauee  it  is  not  a 
military  matter — that  it  would  be  per- 
fectly impossible  that  any  such  move- 
ment could  be  organized  in  France  and 
that  we  should  not  know  of  it.  After 
all,  there  is  the  telegraph.  If  the  wires 
are  cut  we  know  there  is  something 
wrong;  if  they  are  not  touched  the 
news  must  come  over  them.  Such  a 
force  could  only  be  concentrated  at  the 
ports  of  the  Channel  by  means  of  the 
railways.  In  order  to  concentrate  forces 
of  that  kind  by  railway  you  must  seize 
and  use  a  vast  quantity  of  rolling  etock. 
The  companies  do  not  keep  that  rolling 
stock  idle ;  it  must  be  withdrawn  from 
the  ordinary  commercial  traffic  of  the 
ippose  you  can  with- 
to  carry  100,000  men 
lution  to  the  fact  that 
""^u  would  paralyze 
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afraid  that  if  chastisement  is  the  pnrf 
of  love,  the  love  of  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant  Viacount  overSowa  all  bonnda.  1 
will  only  say  one  word  with  respect  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  SaA 
of  Wemysa).  That  speech  follows  tha 
regular  type  of  such  speeches,  and  cm- 
sisted  of  an  unlimited  laudatjoc  of  ex- 
perts, and  of  a  contemptnoas  estiQiitf 
of  the  two  Front  Benches.  The  popnltt 
view  of  persons  of  the  mind  of  the  aotit 
Lord  with  respect  to  experts  seems  to  ba 
this — that  they  are  a  college  of  exalted 
persons  who  always  have  the  same  opi- 
nions, who  always  express  them  in  per- 
fect agreement,  and  who  never  have  any 
doubt  as  to  the  accuracy  of  what  thej 
say.  But  the  expert  of  actual  fife  ii 
very  different.  The  experts,  T  regnt  to 
say,  of  the  War  Office  and  the  Adnii- 
ralty,  aa  we  have  seen  often  on  Oot 
vital  question  of  invasion,  ore  not 
actually  at  one.  I  believe  I  am  vio- 
lating no  ofGcial  discretion  when  I  nj 
that  the  great  experts  of  the  Admiral? 
whom  the  noble  and  gallant  yiacoinit 
has  so  justly  lauded  look  upon  bis  ^ 
prehensions  as  little  short  of  ridicnlon^ 
But,  no  doubt,  they  may  be  wrong,  ssd 
the  noble  and  gallant  Yiscount  may  b« 
right.  Experts  do  differ  much  men 
than  people  who  are  nnt  experts  differ, 
and  you  have  only  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  to  hear  experts  os 
opposite  sides  swear  with  a  hardihood  of 
opinion  which  laymen  can  never  rival 
I  object  to  having  the  experts  throTi 
at  my  head  in  this  way.  If  they  wete 
agreed  upon  matters  which  they  knot 
— I  do  not  say  upon  all  matten — th^ 
ace  all  agreed  about  spending-  mon 
money — but  if  they  were  all  agrssii 
upon  what  they  know  the  case  woidd  be 
different.  But  their  differences  on  ever; 
point  are  enormous ;  and,  however  oare- 
fully  we  must  weigh  their  opinions  sad 
them  as  against  each  other,  I  think  the 
day  has  not  yet  arrived  when  the  Parlis- 
ment  of  England  will  surrender  itself 
on  this  vital  matter  to  the  absolnte 
guidance  of  experts.  I  would  remind 
my  noble  Friend  of  a  story  of  oar  dif- 
tinguiebed  neighbours,  the  French, 
with  respect  to  the  hunting  field.  A 
Frenchman  was  riding  so  nst  that  he 
got  among  the  hounds,  and  on  beiog 
asked  whether  he  was  goiug  to  catch 
the  fox  he  answered,  "  My  friend,  I  will 
try ;  I  will  try."  Now,  that  is  precisely 
the  position  of  tha   despised    persons 


all  the  lines  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Paris.  There  is  another  point  on  which 
the  authorities  of  the  two  Offices  differ, 
and  again  it  is  a  difference  of  deGnition 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  equipment  which 
these  forces,  suddenly  thrown  from 
France  to  England,  are  to  carry.  When 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton 
spoke  of  480,000  tons  as  being  neces- 
sary to  carry  100,000  men  he  was  think- 
ing, as  the  transport  officers  advised  him 
in  thiaking,  of  a  thoroughly  equipped 
force  for  the  purpose  of  landing  in  the 
face  of  a  hostile  army,  equipped  with 
boats,  horses,  guns,  and  everything 
which  such  an  army  would  require.  Of 
course,  if  you  do  not  add  all  these  equip- 
ments, and  pack  them  like  herrings,  I 
think  it  very  possible  that  180,000  tons 
would  carry  100,000  men.  But  the 
making  of  such  a  rush  pre-aup poses  the 
possibility  of  such  a  surprise  as  is  in- 
volved in  its  being  done  in  a  single 
night.  If  you  had  not  that  surprise,  if 
there  was  any  notice  or  any  possibility 
of  bringing  up  any  naval  force  to  meet 
any  expedition  of  that  kind,  the  expe- 
dition must  necessarily  be  destroyed. 
The  truth  is  that  there  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  misconception  caused  by  that 
phrase — loaing  tbe  command  of  the 
Channel.  What  is  meant  by  losing  the 
command  of  the  Channel?  It  is  that 
our  Fleet  should  be  defeated,  a  contin- 
gency which  we  hope  is  impossible,  but 
which  it  isyet  right  that  we  should  take 
into  consideration.  But  that  we  should 
BO  lose  command  of  the  Channel  that 
every  port  should  be  sealed  up,  and  no 
ship  of  any  kind  should  be  able  to  creep 
out  to  interfere  with  such  an  invading 
force  ae  the  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
portrays— I  do  not  b^eve  that  it  is 
within  the  compass  of  possibility  or  the 
gloomiest  fears  that  England  would 
ever  be  reduced  so  low  as  that.  I 
think  it  is  taking  into  consideration 
contingencies  which  cannot  possibly 
occur.  May  I  hope  that,  now  we  have 
threshed  out  what  the  meaning  of  the 
two  Departments  is,  this  duel  will  end  ? 
I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  discuss  in  all  its  details  for  the 
benefit  of  our  neighbours  the  precise 
mode  in  which  we  expect  them  to  attack 
us,  and  in  which  we  intend  to  defend 
ourselves;  and  I  should  be  very  grate- 
ful if  the  noble  and  gallant  Viscount 
would  use  his  official  knowledge  rather 
to  guide  us  than  to  correct  us.  I  am 
The  Marjutu  of  SalMury 
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whom  the  nohle  Lord  speaks  of  as  the 
two  Front  Benches.  He  will  only  ride 
down  the  honnds  if  he  tries  to  do  the 
hunting  in  oar  stead.  We  may  be 
corrupt — we  ma;  be  aaimated  by  every 
motire  that  is  unlike  those  by  which 
Engliehmen  are  usually  guided ;  we 
may  be  the  rery  type  of  Party  cor- 
ruption ;  we  may  be  paragona  olinoom- 
Fitenov;  but  still  it  is  only  we,  the 
ront  Benohes,  to  whatever  Party  w« 
may  belong,  we,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  who  can  do  tbethiog  whieb  you 
want  done,  and  it  is  of  no  use  for  you 
to  try  to  take  it  out  of  our  hands.  It 
must  be  done  by  the  political  and  ciril 
officers  of  the  (>own,  taking  the  advice 
of  experts ;  and  any  attempt  to  force 
them  or  to  push  them,  or  to  taunt  them 
into  abandoning  their  own  opinions, 
yielding  them  entirely  to  what  are  called 
the  opinions  of  experts,  will  only  have 
the  offeot  of  paralyzing  those  who  may 
do  eomsthing  without  giving  the  power 
to  any  others  to  do  it  in  their  place.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  noble  Earl  will 
revise  the  opinion  that  he  has  as  to  the 
two  Front  Benches.  After  all,  does  it 
Bot  ooeur  to  him  as  rather  odd  that  the 
people  who  are  likely  to  know  most  of 
the  inside  of  the  Offices,    to  whatever 


aot  ooonr  to  him  that  there  may  possibly 
be  some  facta  and  some  sound  reaaons 
which  lead  to  a  result  that  d  priori  you 
could  not  expect?  The  noble  Earl,  I 
think,  in  his  speech,  which  contained 
many  good  things,  injured  his  case  by 
adding  to  it  these  suspicions  and  these 
reproaches  in  regard  to  those  who  bold 
political  Office.  This  perpetual  repeti- 
tion of  the  fonnola  that  they  are  neglect- 
ing the  highest  interests  of  their  country 
in  order  to  make  Buccessful  Budgets 
against  Ministry  after  Ministry,  no 
natter  what  may  be  their  political  opi- 
nions, or  their  moral  character,  or  their 
intellectual  capacity,  does  seem  to  con- 
demn itself,  and  it  shows  that  there 
must  be  something  weak  in  the  cause 
which  is  constantly  appealing  to  pre- 
judices of  Buoh  a  description.  I  would 
aak  the  noble  Earl  to  believe  that  we, 
and  noble  Lords  opposite,  are  animated 
by  as  pure  a  desire  to  serve  the  public 
in  the  recommendations  that  we  give  as 
he  is — that  we  are  as  sensible  as  he  is  of 
the  stupendous  magnitude  of  the  in  terests 
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committed  to  onrcare;  that  we  feel  da 
deeply  as  he  can  do  the  enormous  re- 
sponsibility which  the  protection  of  this 
vast  Empire  carries  with  it  j  and  that  we 
are  devoting  all  that  we  have  of  know- 
ledge, of  industry,  or  of  capacity  to  carry 
that  task  successfully  into  effect. 

Tra  Earl  of  WEMY88  briefly  re- 
plied, thanking  his  noble  Friend  ior 
what  he  had  done,  and  only  expressing 
the  hope  that  the  view  which  his  noble 
Friend  took  of  all  those  questions  would 
lead  to  the  Qorernment  arriving  at  some 
wise  decision  which  would  result  in 
giving  greater  confidence  and  security 
to  the  country. 

Lord  ELPHIN8T0NE  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
late  First  Lord  'of  the  Admiralty  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  detain  their  Lordships  with 
any  remarks.  His  only  object  in  rising 
was  to  say  that  the  figures  which  that 
noble  Earl  had  quoted  were  substan* 
tially  correct.  The  following  (omitting 
coast  defence)  was  a  statement  of  the 
relative  strength  of  the  Navies  of  Oreat 
Britain,  France,  and  Buseiu: — In  1883 
Oreat  Britain  had  34  armoured  battle 
ships,  France  had  23,  and  Bussia  2.  In 
1890  the  numbers  would  be  respectively 
40,  24,  and  7.  In  1868  Oreat  Britain 
had  6  armoured  cruiaers,  France  4,  and 
Bussia  6.  In  1890  England  would  bare 
14  armoured  cruisers,  France  4,  and 
Bussia  3.  In  IBB8  we  had  I  torpedo 
ram,  while  France  and  Bussia  had  none. 
In  1888  England  had  73  unarmoured 
ehips,  with  a  speed  of  11  to  16  knots, 
while  France  had  51,  and  Russia  26. 
In  1890  we  should  have  78,  France 
would  have  37,  and  Bussia  26.  In  1888 
England  had  21  unarmoured  ships  of 
16  knots  and  over  (exclusive  of  gun- 
boats), France  had  6,  and  Bussia  none. 
In  1890  England  would  have  39  ships 
of  that  class,  Franoe  21,  and  Buasia  4. 
In  1888  England  had  4  torpedo  gun 
vessels,  with  a  speed  of  19  to  21  knots, 
France  had  8,  and  Bussia  I.  In  1890 
England  would  have  13,  France  8,  and 
Bussia  2  of  that  class  of  vessels.  That 
list  did  not  include  the  two  protected 
CMiisers,  the  Blakt  and  Stmkeim,  of 
9,000  tons  and  22  knots,  and  capable  of 
steaming  15,000  knotsat  lO-knot  speed. 
Mor  did  it  include  the  Vulcan,  protected 
cruiser,  of  6,600  tons  aod  20  knots,  snd 
capable  of  steaming  12,000  knots  at 
10-knot  speed.    The  battle  ships  Jtino- 
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tsar,  AchUln,  Htetor,  Valiant,  and  i>#- 
fettM  were  not  included  in  tbo  hat,  be- 
oauHB  it  had  not  yet  been  decided  to 
repair  tbem.  It  should  be  noted  that 
three  iron-clade  were  on  foreign  stations. 
Therefore,  as  he  had  stated,  the  figures 
given  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Korthbrook)  were  siibatantiallj  correct ; 
and,  that  being  the  case,  be  would  not 
detain  tbeir  Lordships  with  an;  further 
remarks. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PATBNTB,   DBBIOHS,   AND    TRADE  lURZfi 
BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Patents,  Deeigiii,  aod 
Trade  Uarks  Acta,  1B83— Wbb  preienUd  bj 
The  Earl  of  Onilow )  read  1*.  (No.  193.) 

ELEOnonB  (iBTKBVBIfTIOn  07  PBBBS  AKD 
FBBLAXSS  IH  PABLIAUEMTABT 

XLJtOTIOHe). 

Select  Committee  on :   The  Lords  followiog 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 
L.  Cbanc«Uor  L  Colchectet 

M.  8ali<bui7  L.  Eeher 

E.  Btilltown  L.  Macnagbten 

E.  QranTille 

The   Committee  to  meet  on  FriiUiy  the  6th 


Home  adjonmed  at  a  qnarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Mondaynext, 

a  qnatier  ^befora  Eleven 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONR, 
fH'i%,  29th  Junt,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  — Pun 
^o^ir;— Legitim 

l»nd)'L3U]. 
Commiiltt — Local  QoTcmment    (England  am 

Walea)  [182]  [Ei/mnlh  Nighl1—a  p. 
PaOTiaiOHAi,    Okdss  BifLi  —  Third  Rettding- 

Local    QoTemment    (No.    5]  *    [26fi],    nni 


Q  UE8TI0N8. 

CEYLON— GOLD  DISCOVERIES. 
Mb.  MAODONALD  CAMEliOK 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  tinder  Secretary 
of  State  for  theColontev,  Whether  hi  a 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  article  in 
The  TttMt  oj  Ceylon,  of  Maj  31,  report- 
Lord  Elphimtone 
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ing  the  diBCOTer;  of  gold  in  the  district 
of  Sarangalla  by  Constable  Arachicfai ; 
whether  it  ia  true  that  the  Ceylon  Qo- 
Tsmment  purobased  nuggets  from  the 
constable  for  the  Mueeum  in  Colombo; 
and,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
advise  an  inspection  of  the  district  by  a 
competent  gold-mining  expert  at  the  Qo- 
Temment  expense  with  a  view  to  ascer- 
taining whether  the  gold  area  ia  suffi- 
□iently  rich  to  warrant  its  being  worked 
in  the  interests  of  the  Colony  ? 

Thb  under  SECBETAEY  of 
STATE  YOU  INDIA  (Sir  Johm  Gobst) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said:  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  seen  a  reference  in 
the  Ceylon  newspapers  to  the  subject ; 
but  there  has  hardly  yet  been  time  for 
any  Beport  by  the  Colonial  QoTemment 
to  be  receiTed  in  this  country.  Such  a 
Report  will,  doubtless,  be  made  in  due 
course;  and  when  it  arriTes  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  consider  the  sugges- 
tion made  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question. 

PUBUC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  ACT— 
THB  BURGH  OF  TAIN. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  OAMEBON 
(Wick,  Ac]  asked  the  Ijord  Advocate, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  correspondence  which  has  been 
proceeding  between  the  Local  Authority 
of  the  Burgh  of  Tain  and  the  Board  at 
Supervision  regarding  an  alleged  breach 
of  the  Fublio  Health  (Scotland)  Act; 
and,  whether,  in  cases  where  the  Local 
Audioritj  omita  to  put  the  provisions  of 
the  said  Act  in  force,  it  is  within  the 

Srovince  of  the  Board  to  insist  on  their 
oing  BO  ? 

The  SOLIOITOB  GENERAL  foe 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RoBBBTSoir) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said:  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  correspondence  has  re- 
cently taken  place  between  the  Board  of 
Supervision  and  a  local  complainer  re- 
garding an  alleged  breach  of  the  Public 
Health  Act.  As  the  atatemente  of  the 
Local  Authority  and  the  complainer  were 
conflioting,  the  Board  have  remitted  the 
case  to  their  Inspecting  Officer  to  inquire 
and  report — when  next  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  informed 
the  complainer  that  the  Act  empowered 
any  two  houaeholders  to  take  proceed- 
ings againet  Ihe  Local  Authority,  irre- 
spective of  the  Board.  As  to  the  last 
Question,  the  Board  considered  all  such 
cases  as  this  one  on  their  merits ;  and  if 
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satisfied  that  the  public  health  is  not 
jured  by  the  arrangements  complaiiied 
of,  the;  do  not  proceed  against  the  Local 
Autborit}',  leaving  it  to  the  complainers 
to  do  BO  if  BO  advised. 

INLAND  EEVENUB-EXEMPTION  FROM 

THE  INHABITED  HOUSE:  DUTX. 

Mb.    W.  H.    JAMES    (Gateshead) 

asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

If  he  can  explain  why,  and  on  what 

Erinciple,  one  set  of  tenementa  should 
e  exempt  from  House  Duty  by  a 
cession  granted  by  the  Treasury,  when 
other  tenementB  let  at  similar  rente, 
occupied  by  working  people,  are  not 
held  to  be  exempt  ? 

TheOHANOELLOEoftheEXOHE- 
QIIEB  (Mr.  Oobohen)  (St.  Qeoi^e's, 
Hanorer  Square) :  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  me  the  honour  to  refer  to  my 
.  answer  to  a  aimilar  QueatioD  on  Tues- 
day, the  I9th,  he  would  see  that  the 
principle  on  which  cert^n  bnildings 
divided  into  tenements  of  under  £20 
annual  value  are  exempted  from  Houae 
Duty,  and  other  buildings  containing 
tenements  of  similar  value  are  not,  has 
already  been  explained  by  me.  The 
principle  is  that  exemption  is  granted 
where  the  tenements  are  structuraily 
separate,  so  that  each  is  in  a  sense  a 
houae  by  itself,  separated  by  some  clear 
physical  demarcation  from  other  similar 
houeeB  under  the  same  roof.  On  the 
other  hand,  exemption  is  not  granted 
where  the  tenements  are  merely  one  or 
more  ordinary  rooms  in  an  ordinary 
house,  with  nothing  to  separate  them 
from  the  rest  of  the  house  or  to  con- 
stitute them  adistinotand  self-contained 
dwelling.  I  may  add,  that  relief  is  also 
granted  in  cases  where  more  than  one 
separate  tenement  is  occupied  by  one 
tenant,  provided  that  the  annual  Talue 
of  the  entire  and  combined  holding  is 
under  £20. 

CONTAdlOTJS     DISEASES     (ANIMALS) 

ACTS  —  IMPORTATION     OF     DUTCH 

CATTLE  AND  SHEEP. 

Mk.  MOKTAGtT    (Tower   HamUts, 

Wbitechapel)  asked  the  noble  Lord  the 

Member  for    Lewieham,  Whether   the 

latest  accounts  from  Holland  show  that 

DO    contagious   disease    exists    among 

Dutch  cattle  and  sheep,   and  tbat  the 

transit   of    German    sheep    has    been 

stopped  for  some  months  j  and,  whether, 
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under  these  circumstances,  the  resfrio- 
tione  on  the  importation  into  this  coun- 
try of  Dutch  stock  will  be  removed,  so 
as  to  place  it  on  an  equality  with  that 
from  Scandinavia  ? 

TrscotraT  LEWISHAM  (Lewisham) : 
The  Government  are  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  contagious  disease 
amon^  animals  in  Holland  at  the  pre- 
sent tune ;  but  in  the  first  week  of  May 
last,  German  sheep,  among  which  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  existed,  were  brought 
by  railway  through  Holland  and  shipped 
to  this  country  from  Flushing.  On  May 
14  last  the  Government  were  informed 
that  the  transit  of  sheep  from  Germany 
through  Holland  had  been  prohibited. 
The  question  of  relieving  Dutch  stock 
from  restrictions  is  one  of  very  serious 
importance ;  and  an  application  from  the 
Dutch  Government  on  the  subject  is 
under  ooneideration. 

IBISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPEAU 
AT  DUNDALK. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  serious  complaints 
made  in  TAg  Belfatt  Morning  Neai  of 
the  I4th  and  15th  instant,  as  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  bringing  the  ten- 
ants of  the  estates  of  Mr.  SewidliB  Shir- 
ley and  Mr.  H.  H,  Shirley,  at  Carrick- 
macross,  to  have  their  appeals  heard 
before  the  Land  Commission  at  Dun- 
dslk ;  whether  the  Land  Commission  re- 
ceived a  Memorial  from  the  tenants 
pointing  out  the  inconvenience  and  ex- 
pense which  attendance  at  Dundalk 
would  involve ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tenantry  on  these  estates  are 
among  the  poorest  in  Ireland,  and 
would  not  be  able  to  bear  the  expense 
of  attending  with  their  ivitnesses  at 
Dundalk;  whether  he  can  say  what 
number  of  appeals  from  the  decisions 
of  the  Sub- Commissi  oners  still  remain 
to  he  heard  on  these  estates;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  advise  a  sitting  of  the  Land 
Commiasion  to  be  held  at  Carrickma- 
croBS,  where  there  is  a  suitable  and  com- 
modious Courthouse,  and  where  there  is 
also  good  hotel  accommodation  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOHETART  (Mr.  A, 

Balfoue)    (Manchester,    E.) :    The 

Land   Commissioners  inform   me  that 

in  the  ordinary  course  of  practice  cases 

from  the  CarriokmaoroBS  Union  would 
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be  hoard  eitherin  Dublin  or  Monaeban 
and  that  thej  fixed  the  sitting  at  Dun' 
dalk  specially  to  meet  the  tenants'  oon- 
Tenience  and  to  aare  expense  to  all 
parties.  The  distance  from  Carriokma- 
oroBS  to  Dund&lk  is  14  milea  only,  and 
there  ii  convenient  railwar  commU' 
nication  between  the  two  places.  Nc 
remonstrancea  were  received  by  the 
Commiasionera  until  within  the  last 
week,  although  the  arrangement  to  alt 
at  Dundalk  has  been  public  for  two 
months.  There  are  150  appeals  pending 
from  the  estate  of  Mr.  Bewallis  Shirley, 
and  116  from  the  eatate  of  Ur.  H.  H. 
Bhirley.  The  Commissioners  state  they 
are  satisfied  that  Dundalk,  which  was 
selected  with  the  consent  of  the  pro- 
fasaional  men  on  both  sidea,  is  the 
proper  place  for  the  hearing  of  the 
oases,  and  they  are  unable  to  change  the 
arrangements  they  have  made. 

Mfi.  MAURICE  HEALY(Cork)a8ked, 
whether  there  was  any  reason  Uiat  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Land  Oommia- 
aion  should  not  be  brought  more  into 
conformity  with  the  conrenienoe  of  the 
parties  concerned  ? 

Mb.  a.  J  BALFOUS  said,  he  knew 
the  Land  Commissioners  were  extremely 
anxious  to  meet  the  convenienoe  of  all 
parties  engaged. 

Ub.  UAUBIOE  HEALT  asked,  was 
it  not  a  fact  that  in  this  case,  and  in  the 
case  mentioned  previously,  the  Bub- 
GommisBioners  were  holding  the  sitting 
actually  outside  the  county  in  which  the 
tenants  resided  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  it  was 
quite  possible  that  a  place  outside  the 
county  might  be  the  most  convenient, 
taking  all  the  circumstances  into  con- 
sideration. 

INDIA— THE  UNCOVENAITTED  CIVIL 
SERVANTS— PAYMENT  OF  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  KINQ  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
tTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  India, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  recently  sent 
out  a  despatch  to  the  Viceroy  in  Coun- 
cil, suggesting  that  pensions  of  unoove- 
nanted  servants  should  be  paid  at  a 
fixed  rate  of  exchange,  or  anything  to 
that  effect ;  what,  if  ao,  was  the  reply 
of  the  Indian  Oovernment ;  and,  whe- 
ther be  will  lay  a  copy  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  despatch  and  the  reply 
thereto  upon  the  Table  ? 
Hr.  A.  J.  BalfoMT 


The  TTNDER  SECRETAET  or 
STATE  (Sir  Johh  Gobst)  (Chatbam) : 
The  statement  made  in  India  as  de- 
scribed in  the  Question  is  inaccurate. 
The  correspondence  which  has  paased 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Coun- 
cil and  the  Oovernment  of  India  on  the 
subject  cannot,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Se- 
eretary  of  State,  be  laid  on  the  Table 
with  advantage  to  the  Public  Service^ 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AMD 
WALES  BILL)  —  SUPERANNUATION 
AND  PENSION  OF  THE  POLICE 
KOBCES. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
the  conditions  as  to  superannaation 
and  pension  under  which  tno  members 
of  the  Police  Force,  including  the  Chief 
Oonstablea,  entered  the  Servioe,  will  be 
in  any  way  affected  or  modified  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Local  Government 
BiU? 

The  president  (Mr.  Errema) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
powers  of  Quarter  Sesaiona  aa  to  auper- 
annuation  and  pension  of  the  members 
of  the  Police  Force  are  proposed  by  the 
Local  Government  BiU  to  be  transferred 
to  the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  and  the  County  Oounoil.  Sab< 
jeot  to  this,  those  powers  will  not  he 
affected.  The  pohoe  superannuation 
funds  will  be  transferred  to  the  County 
Council  under  Clause  63  (I)  of  the  Bill ; 
and  they  will  be  held  by  them  for  the 
same  purposes,  and  subject  to  the  same 
conditiona,  as  they  would  have  beeu 
held  by  Quarter  Sesaiona  if  the  BiU 
had  not  passed. 

EAST  INDIA— MR.  TATLEB,  EX-COU- 
MIS8I0NEE  OF  PATNA. 
Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  for  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members,  the  Qo- 
TBmmeut  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  re- 
print of  the  Minutes  of  Sir  Barnes  Pea- 
cock and  Sir  Henry  Bicketts,  with 
reference  to  a  recommendation  of  Sir 
Frederick  Halliday,  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor of  Bengal,  that  Mr.  Tayler, 
Ex  -  Comroiesioner  of  Patna,  should 
not  be  granted  the  Public  Commis- 
aion  of  Inquiry  for  which  he  had 
asked,  but  that  the  records  of  a  certain 
case,    formerly    tried   by    Mr.   Tayler 
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during  the  Mutiny,  abould  be  submitted 
to  the  Judges  of  the  Sadder  Court  of 
Bengal  for  their  opiaion  and  Beport 
without  the  presence  or  further  exami- 
natioo  of  Mr.  Tayler ;  whether  the  (Go- 
vernment would  nov  be  willing  to  sub- 
mit Mr.  Tajler's  oaae  to  Sir  Bamea 
Feacoob  for  his  deoieion ;  and,  whether, 
BB  a  fact,  Mr.  Tayler  was  ever  informed 
that  he  was  at  liberty  to  demaud  a 
CommisBion,  as  recommended  by  Sir 
Henry  Bioketfa  T 

Thb  under  8E0EETART  or 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gorbt)  (Chatham) : 
The  Minutes  referred  to,  which  are  in- 
accurately described  in  the  Question, 
have  already  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment in  No.  308  of  1879.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  Bees  no  neeessity  for  re- 
printing them.  The  action  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  refusing  to  re-open 
the  case  of  Mr.  William  Tayler  has  been 
approved  by  a  large  Parliamentary  ma- 
'  jority,  and  the  Oovernment  cannot  now 
reverse  that  policy,  Mr,  William  Tay- 
ler was  never  entitled  to  ask  for  a 
Commission.  In  1B59  be  was  offered, 
ae  I  before  stated,  an  inquiry  by  the 
Sndder  Court  info  his  judicial  conduct 
at  Patna,  which  he  declined. 

SibEOPERLETHBRIDGB,  arising 
out  of  the  answer  of  the  Under  Secretary, 
asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
Sir  Henry  Ricketts  did  recommend  that 
Mr.  Tayler  should  be  allowed  a  Com- 
missiun,  and  said  that  the  Commission, 
if  asked  for,  would  be  granted  ? 

Sia  JOHN  OOBST :  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Minutes,  which  will 
speak  for  themselves. 

THE  MAOI9TRA0T  (IKELAKD)— KE- 
SIDENT  HAOISTRATES. 

Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
oliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solidtor  Qeneral  for 
Ireland,  What  are  the  names  and  dates 
of  appointment  of  the  10  Resident 
Magistrates  appointed  by  the  Govem- 
inent? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRET  ART  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BiLFona)  (Man- 
obeeter,  E.)  (who  replied)  said;  TLo 
following  are  the  names  and  dates  of 
appointmentof  the  Resident  Magistrates 
in  question  : — N.  L.  Townsend,  October 
1,  1B86;  John  Preston,  Ootoberl,  1886; 
O'Neil  Segrave,  Ofitober  15,  1886;  Cecil 
Roche,  October  23, 1 886 ;  Uliok  Bonrke, 
August  22,  1867;  Colonel  U.  S.  Tynte, 


August  22, 1887 ;  V.  Q.  Hodder,  August 
39, 1 887 ;  Lieutenant  Colonel  H.  Gaddell, 
January  17,  1888;  W.  H.  Joyoe,  Janu- 
ary 20,  1 868 ;  and  G.  H.  Shannon,  May 
5,  1888. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  whether  the 
House  was  to  understand  that  Mr.  Se- 
grave  had  beea  appointed  since  the 
affair  at  Mitohelstown  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir; 
Mr.  Segrave  was  appointed  on  the  l&th 
of  October,  188S;  and,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  the  MitchelstowQ  affair  was  in 
September,  1887. 


Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  What  are  the  names  and  dates 
of  appointment  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  the  Marquees  of  Salisbury 
either  between  June,  1865,  and  Janu- 
ary,  1686,  or  since  July,  1886? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  Foa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfodk)  (Man- 
chester, £.)  (who  replied)  said :  No 
County  Court  Judges  were  appointed 
between  June,  1686,  aud  January,  1886. 
Mr.  Kisbey  was  appointed  to  Armagh 
and  Louth  on  April  22,  1667  ;  Mr.Fitz- 
Qibbon  to  Antrim  and  Belfast  on  No- 
vember 19,  1887;  and  Mr.  Webb  to 
Donegal  on  December  27,  1887. 


Ma.  8YDNET  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Knntsford  Division  of 
Cheshire,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on 
Tuesday  evening  last  (26th  instant), 
during  a  heavy  rain  storm,  the  base- 
ments of  many  houses  in  the  Isle  of 
Dogs  were  flooded  with  sewage,  the 
depths  varying  from  a  few  inches  to 
two  or  three  feet ;  whether,  though  the 
weather  had  been  threatening  for  some 
hours,  when  the  storm  burst,  the  tem- 
porary engines  at  the  pumping  station 
were  not  at  work,  the  engine  only  re- 
gistering a  10  lb.  pressure  of  steam ; 
whether  neither  at  the  beginning  nor 
during  the  continuance  of  the  storm 
any  engineer  in  attendance  at  the 
station ;  how  did  the  remissness  occur  ; 
what  steps  do  the  Metro;politan  Board 
of  Works  propose  to  take  in  the  matter 
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in  order  to  prerent  a  repetition  of  the 
flooding;  and,  what  DomponBBitioii  do 
they  propose  to  give  to  those  who  hare 
suffered  from  the  orerflowing  duo  to  thp 
non- working  of  the  pumping  engines? 
Me.  TATTON  EGEETON  (Cheshire, 
Kautsford) :  Several  houses  vere  flooded 
owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  local 
aewers  to  take  the  storm  waters  away 
quick  enough  into  the  Board's  main 
sewers.  One  of  the  two  powerful  tem- 
porary pumping  engines  was  at  work 
when  the  rain  commenced,  and  was 
more  than  equal  to  pump  all  the  water 
that  came  to  it.  The  engineer,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  attend  these  engines,  was 
on  the  spot  at  the  time  with  his  stoker 
and  worked  his  engine.  There  was  no 
remissness  od  the  part  of  anyone  con- 
nected with  the  Board.  The  Board  is 
now  erecting  permanent  engines  for 
preventing  floods  in  future,  which  it  is 
ezpeoted  will  he  completed  ready  for 
working  next  month. 

□nUNS  BXVENDB  —  BEUI88I0K  OF 
PENALTIES  ON  8TAMPINQ  INBTB0. 
MBST8. 

Ub.  MATTSIOE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Ur.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  can  state  generally  the  con- 
ditions on  which  it  is  proposed  to  remit 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  in- 
struments executed  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Kevenue  Act 
of  1888  ;  and,  in  particular,  whether  it  is 
proposed  that  there  should  be  any  limit 
of  time  as  regards  the  date  of  the  instru- 
ment proposed  to  be  stamped;  and,  when 
the  Memorandum  dealing  with  the 
matter  will  be  issued  f 

The  GHANOEUiOaoFTHX  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Oosghen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  question  has 
been  considered,  and  it  is  thought  that 
the  penalties  payable  on  stamping  the 
iustrumeuts  in  question  may  be  re- 
mitted ;  hut  the  concession  will  not,  of 
course,  extend  to  instruments  which 
cannot  in  any  case  be  legally  stamped 
after  execution  without  payment  of  a 
fixed  statutory  penalty,  nor  is  it  to  apply 
to  instruments  in  respect  of  which  per- 
sonal penalties  have  been  incurred,  or  tc 
articles  of  clerkship.  In  any  case  in 
which  a  longer  period  than  three  months 
may  have  expired  since  the  unstamped 
or  insufficiently  stamped  instrument  was 
lirst  executed,  the  remission  of  the 
Mr.  Sfdnt]/  Buxlon 


penalty  or  penalties  must  be  by  way  of 
repayment.  The  Board  of  Inland  Be- 
venue,  however,  will  refuse  the  beneBt 
of  this  conoession  in  any  case  in  which  it 
may  appear  that  the  instrument  is  not 
voluntarily  presented  for  stamping,  but 
is  presented  in  consequence  of  other  cir- 
cumstances—such  as,  tor  instance,  the 
necesuty  of  prodnoing  the  instrument  in 
Court,  or  of  making  good  the  title  to 
property  at  the  requisition  of  a  pur- 
chaser.  In  the  oonsideration  of  appli- 
cations for  relief  from  penalties  payable 
on  stamping  instruments  executed  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Beveuue  Act,  1888,  and  not  pre- 
sented for  the  purpose  until  latm 
January  1  next,  the  Board  will  have  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  the  liahilitr  to  the 
payment  of  such  penaltiss  might  have 
been  avoided  had  advantage  been  taken 
of  the  arrangement  in  question. 

EDUCATION  DEPAETMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)  -  SENIOR  SCHOOL  INBPEC- 
roas  —  APPOINTJIBNT  OP  ME. 
STEWAET. 

Ms.  CALDWELL  CGlasgow,  St.  Ual- 
lox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that  the  recent  appointment 
of  Mr.  Stewart  to  the  office  of  one  of  the 
Senior  School  Inspectors  in  Scotland  is 
the  first  departure  in  Scotland  from  the 
principle  of  promotion  by  strict  seniority 
of  service;  and,  whether  any,  and  what, 
good  reasons  existed  for  doubting  the 
ability  of,  or  for  passing  over,  the  In- 
spector standing  next  to  the  vacancy,  or 
the  eight  Inspectors  following  him,  who 
were  all  senior  to  the  Inspector  ap- 
pointed  F 

The  lord  ADVOCATE{Mr.  3.  H.  A. 
MAODoirALD)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities] :  1  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answers  which  were  given  on 
the  12th  of  June  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace)  and  on 
the  22nd  of  June  to  the  hon-  Member  tor 
Wick  (Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron). 

CEIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROGEDDRE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  I887-PBOCEEDINa.S 
AGAINST  CORNELIUS  CURTAIN  AND 
OTHERS— THE  DUBLIN  COURT  OP 
EXCHEQUER. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOBLKY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  csllel 
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to  tbe  proceedinga  in  the  Dublin  Conrt 
of  Exchequer  on  Wednesday  last,  on  an 
application  for  a  conditional  order  for  a 
writ  of  haitat  eorpu*,  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  convict 
Oomelius  Ourtain  and  10  others,  who 
had  hoen  sentenced  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment by  two  Resident  Magistrates 
lor  unlawful  aesembly;  whetner  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said  that  the  order  ought  to  be 
granted ;  that  the  questions  raised  were 
fit  and  proper  to  be  argued  before  the 
Court ;  that  it  ought  to  be  argued 
whether  the  assembly  was  illegal ;  that 
another — 

"Qoestion  was' whether  the  real  object  and 
meaning  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  aa  developed 
in  the  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  in  October.  1B86, 
waa  matter  that  could  be  taken  judicial  notice 
otby  the  Judges  without  evidence,  and  that  he 
wDidd  like  to  have  that  qneotion  argued  ; " 

that— 


whether  Baron  Bowse  dissented  from 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  on  the  jurisdiotion 
of  the  Coart,  and  whether,  in  conse- 
quence  of  this  dirision  of  opinion,  no 
Bule  oauld  be  made  ;  and,  whether  the 
1 1  persons  accused  are  thus  left  without 
any  means  of  testing  the  legality  of  the 
sentence  that  they  are  now  undergoing, 
notwithstanding  the  view  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  that  it  onght  to  be  argued 
before  his  Court,  whether  the  magis- 
trates had  taken  the  evidence  required 
for  a  coaviotion  ? 

The  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Middkit)  {Dublin  Dni- 
▼ersity)  (who  replied)  said :  The  facts 
areeabstantiallyas  stated;  butlam un- 
able to  vouch  for  the  strict  accuracy  of  tbe 
report  of  tbe  Judgment  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron.  The  result  of  the  appli- 
cation to  the  Exchequer  Division,  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  is  that  tbe 
accused  cannot  havereoourse  to  the  pro- 
ceeding by  haieai  eorput  for  the  purpose 
of  testing  the  legality  of  their  sentences. 
This  arose  from  the  difference  of  opinion 
prevailing  among  the  Judges  aa  to  their 
luriadiotion  in  such  cases,  the  Court 
Deiug  equally  divided  in  the  particular 
case  referred  to. 

Mn.  JOHN  MOBLBT :  Then,  may  I 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wbother  ho  still  st^ds  by  the  statement 


which  he  made  very  recently,  which  was 
that  BO  long  as  the  decision  in  Sullivan's 
or  Brosnan's  ease — I  forget  which— 
stands  it  is  in  the  power  of  anyone,  so 
long  as  he  is  under  sentence  of  Besident 
Magistrates,  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Exohe- 
quer  and  have  the  case  decided  by  that 
Court  on  a  point  of  law? 

Mh.  madden  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  adhere 
to  that  statement  as  regards  the  full 
Court  of  Exchequer ;  but  if  the  accident 
occurs  that  one  of  the  Judges  who  hold 
that  the  jurisdiction  exists  is  absent, 
there  will  then  be  an  equal  division  of 
opinion,  and  no  Bule  can  be  obtained. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOBLBT:  Then, ate  we 
to  understand  that  in  consequence  of  an 
accident  happening  these  1 1  persons  are 
to  be  deprived  of  any  chance  of  their 
oase  being  authoritatively  decided  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  In  oonsequence  of 
their  application  having  been  made 
at  a  time  when  the  full  Court  was  not 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELET:  Then  I  will 
ash  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  this 
case  is  to  be  left  as  it  now  stands  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Bauoitr)  (^Manchester,  E.):  I  sup- 
pose they  could  have  gone  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HAERINQTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour):  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  is  admitted  in  the 
answers  of  the  Solicitor  General  that  the 
Chief  Baron  stated  that  he  would  like  to 
have  argued  before  him  the  question 
whether  tbe  Judges  oould  take  official 
knowledge  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  as 
being  illegal  without  evidence  being 
offered,  whether,  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  no  evidence  of  a  conspiracy  was 
offered,  and  no  evidence  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  offered ;  and  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  submit  a  case  to  his  legal 
advisers  as  to  whether  Mr.  DiUon  is 
legally  detained  or  not  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  ac- 
cept the  statement  of  facts  just  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but  if 
he  desires  any  further  answer  he  should 
put  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  :  Which 
statement  of  fact  does  the  right  hon, 
Qentlemaa  not  accept  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  agree 
that  no  evidence  was  given. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
As  this  unfortunate  division  of  the  Court 
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of  Exchequer  afFects  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  vill  tlia  ripbt  hon.  Qentleman 
take  some  meana  hy  n  test  case  of  ob- 
tainingan  opinion  which  shall  be  binding 
on  all? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  ie  no 
conceivable  method  of  doing  that.  The 
ben.  Member  appears  to  be  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. Theae  prisoners  had  two 
methods  of  obtaining  a  re-hearing  of 
their  case  on  the  legal  point.  Thoy  might 
have  gone  to  the  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench, 
and  they  refused  to  do  bo  ;  or  they  might 
have  gone  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  they  went ;  but  they  chose  to  go  at 
such-a  time  that  they  did  not  get  the 
full  benefit  thatthey  might  have  obtained 
at  another  time.  But  that  leaves  the 
other  remedy  entirely  untouched. 

Mu.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  :  Has  not 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  declared 
that  it  will  not  go  behind  the  order  of 
the  Besident  Ifogistrates,  and  will  not 
look  into  the  depositions  in  a  case  of 
wrtiorari  or  habiai  earpiu  ?  Did  not 
the  Solicitor  General  tell  us  that  eight 
Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  had  already 
declared  that  f 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  point 
was  that  they  could  go  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  to  have  a  case  atated. 

Ma.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  But  this 
was  not  upon  a  case  atated.  The  magis- 
trates did  not  state  a  oaae. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOHLEY  :  Are  these  U 
persons  assumed  to  know  beforehand 
that  Mr.  Justice  Andrews  would  chance 
to  be  sitting  at  Ntti  Prim  on  Wednes- 
day? 

Mb.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON:  "Was 
there  any  esse  stated  in  these  caseB  at 
at  all — was  it  not  an  application  for 
habMt  wrptu  f 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  does  not  apprehend 
the  point,  and  I  shall  explain  it.  The 
magistrates  refused  to  have  a  case  stated, 
and  counael  for  the  priaoners  might  have 
gone  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and 
compelled  the  magiatrates  to  state  a 
case  if  they  so  thought  £t.  That  is  the 
point. 

MH.JOHNMORLET:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  an- 
swer my  Question — whether  we  are  to 
assume  that  these  persons  were  to  know 
beforehand  that  Mr.  Justice  Andrews 
would  be  sitting  at  Nin  Pritu  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    I  presume 
the  counsel  might  have  known. 
Jfr.  Bradlaufh 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IBE- 

LAND)   AOr,  1B87— (PERSONS    PHO- 

OEEDED  AOAINST,  tc.) 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  LordLieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  before  the  House  an 
analysis  of  the  Return,  ordered  May 
31,  1888,  as  to  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  stating 
the  dates  and  places  of  the  several  cases ; 
the  t.otal  number  of  caeea ;  the  number 
proceeded  against  under  head  or  de- 
Bcription  of  offence ;  the  totals  in  each 
of  discharge,  acquittal,  conviction,  ap- 
peal, and  result  of  appeal ;  and  also  the 
totals  for  the  aggregate  of  cases  of  each 
description  of  sentence ;  under  separate 
heads  the  number  and  names  of  Hem- 
bera  of  Parliament  proceeded  against, 
with  the  several  heads  of  chains  against 
them,  and  their  classification  for  the 
purposes  of  prison  treatment  P 

Tas  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  In  aa- 
oordance  with  a  wish  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  LoUiian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
I  am  having  the  Return,  which  was 
ordered  on  May  31,  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  modified  by  the 
insertion  of  Provinces  and  Counties.  I 
do  not  at  present  see  any  objection  to 
giviug  the  rest  of  the  information  asked 
for  if  it  does  not  require  too  muoh  cleri- 
cal labour ;  and  I  think  it  will  not,  with 
the  exception  of  the  last  sentence.  I 
see  no  reason  for  giving  under  a  separate 
head  the  names  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
meat,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  a 
Criminal  Return,  though    doubtless  it 

Ight  be  used  for  oontroveretal  pur- 
poses. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  object  to  complying  with  the 
last  sentence  in  the  Queation  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  eaid,  he  could 
not  give  that  information  in  a  eeparate 
Return  in  regard  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament alone ;  but  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  objection  to  giving 
it  in  regard  to  persons  in  genera).  He 
should  see  if  it  would  not  rei^uire  too 
much  expenditure  of  labour. 

The  LORD  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Skxtok)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked,  whe- 
titer  the  right  hon.  OenUeman,  who  had 
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control  of  the  Irish  Prieoas  Board,  and 
who  had  oonfeaaed  that  he  made  a 
distinotion  io  the  priion  treatment  of 
prieet*,  would  give  a  Betorn  under  a. 
ipecial  head  showing  the  cases  of  prieets 
who  were  in  prison  and  the  distinotions 
that  were  made  in  regard  to  their  treat- 
ment? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  if  par- 
tioHlara  in  regard  to  the  treatment  were 
given  in  the  case  of  the  ether  priaonsra, 
of  oourse  it  would  also  be  given  in  the 
OBSQ  of  the  priests;  but  he  could  not 
give  a  epecial  Iletum  in  regard  to  the 
priests  uiy  more  than  in  regard  to  Ifem- 
hers  of  Farliament. 

LAW  AND  JOSTICB  (IBELANDj-OON. 
VIOTION  OF  MR.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 
—THE  "  PLAN  OF  CAMPAIGN." 
Ub.  JAMES  8TUABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hozton)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irdand,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  of  the  case  of  Cornelius  Curtain 
and  others  on  Wednesda^r  last,  when  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  is  reported  as  using 
the  following  words : — 

"  But  the  qneation  wu  whether  the  real  ob' 
jeot  and  meaning  of  tit*  PUn  i^  Campaign,  aa 
derelopsd  in  the  apeecb  o(  Ur.  Dillon  in  Octo- 
ber. 1880,  was  matter  that  woald  be  taken 
judicial  notioe  of  by  the  Judges  without  evi- 
dence. He  would  like  to  hare  that  question 
aigoed;" 

and,  whether,  siooe  If  r.  Dillon  was  con- 
victed of  conspiracy  at  Dundalk  before 
Coun^  Court  Judge  Kisbey  without 
any  evidence  as  to  the  object  and  mean- 
ing of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  other  than 
that  of  the  speech  referred  to,  he  will 
take  any  stapa  to  secure  that  the  point 
of  law  shall  be  argued  before  the  Judges, 
and  their  decision  thereon  aeoertained 
without  delay  P 

Thb  solicitor  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Uasszn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity] (who  replied)  said :  Nothing 
fell  from  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  in  the 
ease  referred  to,  tending  to  throw  the 
slightest  doubt  on  th«  suffioieuoy  of  the 
evidence  on  which  Mr.  Dillon  was  oon- 
vioted.  On  the  ooutraiy,  in  the  oourse 
of  the  arguments  ho  referred  to  evidence, 
such  as  was  given  in  that  case,  as  suffi- 
cient to  prove  the  nature  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaigii.  [An  hon.  Mxmbib:  No, 
no !]  The  Qovemmsnt  have  ao  power 
to  take  the  oourse  suggaated  by  the 
Question, 


Mr.  JAMES  STUART:  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  lay  on  the 
Table  of  this  House  the  Evidence  and 
the  Judgment  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John 
Dillon's  appeal  ? 

Me.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  QeDtlo- 
man  should  put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
for  a  Return  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART:  If  I  move 
for  it,  will  the  Ooveniment  give  it? 

Mk.  MADDEN :  When  the  Motion 
is  put  on  the  Paper  in  the  ordinary  way 
I  will  consider  it. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork): 
May  I  aek  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man on  what  authority  he  states  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  referred  to  the 
evidence  in  Mr.  JobuDillon'scase;  and 
is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  evidence 
whioh  the  Chief  Baron  referred  to  was 
that  of  "  Blunt  v.  Byrne  "  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  did  not  state  that 
the  Chief  Baron  referred  to  the  evidence 
whioh  had  been  §^veD  in  Mr.  Dillon'e 
case.  What  I  stated  was  that  he  re- 
ferred, in  the  oourse  of  the  argumeot 
that  was  the  subject  of  the  Question,  to 
evideaoe  of  the  same  class  as  that  given 
in  Mr.  Dillon's  case  as  being  satisfac- 
tory.  I  read  from  the  Report,  whioh  I 
obtained  in  the  ordinary  way,  in  answer 
to  an  inijuir;  sent  over  as  to  what  really 
oocurred.  I  am  informed  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  r^erred  to  evidence  as  to 
the  illegality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  given  in  the  "  Blunt  v.  Byrne  "  case, 
and  in  that  respect  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  accurate ;  but  further  on,  in 
the  course  of  argument,  he  is  stated  to 
have  suggested  to  counsel  for  the  prisoner 
thatby  obtaining  a  copy  of  UtuUd  Iretand 
oontaming  a  statement  of  what  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  wae,  that  would  tell  him 
all  about  it.  And  l^t  evidence,  in 
addition  to  the  speeohes  which  were 
proved  in  Mr.  Dillon's  case,  constituted 
the  evidence  given  in  that  case,  and  was 
tbe  class  of  evidenoe  to  whioh  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  referred  in  oontradistinotioa 
to  tha  evidence  in  tbe  case  before  the 
Court? 

Thb  LORD  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sbxtom)  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I  ask 
tha  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  what  is 
the  ordinary  way  in  whioh  the  Govern- 
ment obtain  Reports  of  this  character  ; 
and,  further,  whether,  in  order  to  pat 
an  end  to  tbe  controversy  in  regard  to 
the  terms  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron's 
Judgment,  he  will  lay  the  Judgment 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  on  tlt^J|^ 
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Mr.  MADDEN:  My  answer  to  that 
ia  the  aame  whiclt  I  have  already  g^veu. 
Weobtainthebestinformation  wQcan  a* 
to  what  has  ocourred.  If  the  hoa.  Mem- 
ber wishes  for  a  Aetum — I  am  not  here 
to  undertake  on  behalf  of  the  Qorern- 
meat — he  can  move  for  it  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Mk.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whether  it  ia  not  the  fact  that  the  ao- 
count  which  he  gires  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron's  Judement  oonflicts  with  the  ao- 
sount  given  in  the  publio  Press? 

Hs.  MADDEN :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  sexton  said :  Might  I  ask  the 
OhieF  Seoretary  for  Irelaod,  if  it  is  not 
A  fact  that  a  reporter  in  Dublin  was  en- 
gaged by  direction  of  the  Oorammdnt 
to  take  a  special  note  of  the  Judgment 
of  the  Chief  Baron  in  the  Killeagh  case ; 
and,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  quota  from  that  Beport  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  Tuesday  last  'i 

Thb  chief  8E0KETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.}:  My  im- 

Sreasion  is  that  there  was  no  special 
ovemment  Beport  at  all. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Bat  did  the  Oovera- 
ment  engage  a  reporter  to  taka  a  special 
note  of  the  Judgment  on  this  occasion, 
and  did  they  quote  from  it  the  other 
night? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB:  I  have  no 
ground  for  believing  that  such  is  the 
case. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  ftsk  the  Ques- 
tion again  on  Monday. 

BAST  INDIA  {CONTAGIOUB  DISEASES 
ACTS). 

Mb.  JAMES  STDABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton}  asked  the  Under  Secretaty  of 
State  for  India,  What  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  have  taken,  and 
what  steps  the  Government  of  India 
have  taken,  for  carrying  into  effeot  the 
Besolutton  of  this  House  of  June  S  with 
respect  to  the  Oontagious  Diseases  Act 
and  the  Cantonment  Acta  in  India  ? 

Tra  DNDEB  SECRETARY  of 
state  (Sir  John  Qokst)  (Chatham) : 
A  despatch  has  been  sent  to  the  Gorern- 
ment  of  India  bringing  under  tbeir  notice 
the  Resolution  of  June  S.  There  has  not 
yet  been  time  for  a  reply  to  this  despatch 
to  be  received  by  the  tjeoretaryof  Stftte. 


BULES  AND  OHDEBS  OF  THIS  HOUSE—  I 

DIVISIONS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen, 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  in  connderation  of 
the  fact  that  Committees  of  the  House  i 

now  sit  simultaneously  with  the  House 
itself,  and  that  great  inconvanience 
arises  from  the  difficulty  in  reaobingthe 
House  from  the  Oommittee  Btxima  in 
time  for  a  division,  he  will  oontnder  the 
advisability  of  proposing  an  estenaiou 
before  4  o'clock  of  the  time  presoribed 
by  the   StaudiDg  Order  between    the  | 

ringing  of  the  bells  and  the  cdosing  of 
the  doors  ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SurrH)  [Strand,  Westminster)  in  reply, 
said,  this  matter  was  regulated  by 
Standing  Orders,  which  left  oonaidor- 
able  discretion  to  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was 
obviously  improper  to  interfere  with  the 
Speaker's  discretion,  and  the  GtoverS' 
ment  could  not  ntake  any  propoeal. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  asked,  if  the 
Government  were  aware,  not  only  of  the 
inoonveniance,  but  even  of  the  danger 
to  which  hoa.  Members  were  subjected 
in  having  to  rush  from  the  Oommittee 
Booms  for  the  purposes  of  a  Division 

Uk.  W.  H.  smith  supposed  that  the 
in  convenience  and  danger  were  iuoident 
to  the  position  and  the  duties  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  waa  sure  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  Speaker  to  remove  any  danger  and 
inconvenience  to  which  hon.  Members 
might  be  Bubjected. 


Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
in  the  Debate  on  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne  (Mr,  John  Morley)  on 
Monday  and  Tuesday  nights,  the  16 
hours  devoted  to  the  debate  were  ooou-> 
pied  by  15  speakers  only;  and,  what 
steps  be  proposes  to  take  in  order,  with- 
out prolonging  the  Sittings  of  the  Houae, 
to  enable  a  larger  number  of  Members 
to  take  part  in  the  set  debates  of  the 
House? 

Tkr  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sicith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  this  was  a  (juestion  in  frhiM^ 
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HouB«  to  Tote  the  meftBure  now  in  pos- 
seaiion  of  the  House  before  they  made 
further  demands  for  time.  He  would 
see  what  progreBs  they  made  to-day  ; 
and  he  hoped  the  Houas  would  render 
it  unueceiisary  for  him  to  aek  on  Mon- 
day for  further  faoilitiea. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


LOCAL  QOVBHNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL.— [BiLi.  1B2.] 

(Mr.  Riiehit,  Mr.   WiUiam   Bmry  Ani'fA,  Jfr< 

CManetller  o/  ti4   Exehtgutr,   Mr.  StcnUrg 

Mall/tew;  Mr.  Long.) 

coinnTTEE.     [Prograts  28(X  June.'\ 

[bleterth  nioht.'] 
Bill  eomidartd  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
PABT   I. 

COONTY  CoinfOEM, 

Foietrt  of  County  Counetl, 
Clause    16    (Entire    m&intenauoe   of 
main  roads  by  County  Council). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  7,  after  "  shall,"  to  insert  "  after 
the  first  day  of  April,  one  thooHand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety."— (Sfr  Jehn 
Sorington.) 

Question  proposed,"  That  those  words 
bo  there  iuaerted." 

Sir  JOHN  DOBINQTON  (Gloooes- 
ter,  Tewkesbury)  said,  he  last  night 
mentioned  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  the  President  and  the  Seore- 
taiy  of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board 
expressed  their  opinion  that  the  view 
which  he  took  was  an  exaggerated  one. 
He  had  reflected  over  the  remarks  they 
made,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  he  was  correct  in  the  view  he  took, 
and  that  the  time  between  the  period 
when  the  County  Councils  oame  into 
effectiTe  working,  and  that  when  they 
would  hare  to  take  orer  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  roads,  was  far  too  short  for  a 
satisfactory  arrangement  to  be  made  for 
carrying  out  the  new  work.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would  assist 
those  who  would  have  the  carrying  ont 
of  this  work  by  granting  a  longer  ex- 
tension of  time  than  the  period  to  the 
1st  of  April.  He  did  not  insist  in  any 
way  upon  the  1st  of  April,  1B90;  he 
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the  Government  ought  to  be  exceedingly 
slow  to  interfere  with  the  general  dis- 
cretion which  must  rest  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers themselves.  It  was  for  hon.  Uem- 
hers  themselves  to  proportion  their 
speeohes  to  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tions with  which  they  were  dealing,  and 
to  the  claims  of  other  hon.  Members  to 
be  heard.  He  thought  he  could  best 
answer  the  Question  by  expressing  the 
hope  that  all  hon.  Members  would  have 
regard  to  the  claims  and  rights  of  other 
hon.  Members  and  the  due  despatch  of 
Public  Business. 

Thi  lord  MAYOR  op  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  Sexton)  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  prevent  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  future  taking  up  all  the  time 
of  the  House  on  the  last  night  of  an 
important  debate  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order! 

BD8INESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

The  first  LORD  o?  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  he 
had  promised  to  state  what  the  Business 
would  be  on  Monday.  The  Government 
proposed  to  put  Reports  of  Supply  and 
one  or  two  other  Reports  not  yet  oon- 
firmed  by  the  House  first  on  the  Paper ; 
they  also  proposed  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  to  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiy  to  bring  in  his  Bills  for  the  drainage 
of  the  three  districts  in  Ireland  which 
had  been  mentioned  in  the  House ;  and 
after  that  Supply  would  be  taken,  hut 
no  votes  as  to  which  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Oommittee  had  not  been  cir- 
culated. 

Mr.  LABOtrOHERE  (Northampton) 
inquired,  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  further  time  of  the  House 
from  private  Members  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  if  it  should 
be  necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
for  further  time  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill,  he  would  give 
the  House  ample  notice.  He  rather  re- 
lied to-day,  however,  on  the  assistance 
of  hon.  Members.  [Mr.  Labouohkrb 
dissented.]  The  hon.  Member  said  they 
were  not  to  have  the  asiistanoe.  Of 
course,  that  was  a  plain  indication  of  the 
necessity  which  might  be  imposed  upon 
the  Government.  The  Government 
would  rely  upon  the  assistance  of  the 
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only  mentioned  that  date  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  oonveuient  date. 
It  wae  the  date  on  wluah  the  present 
Highway  AuthoritieB  would  oease  to 
exist,  and  the  new  District  Oouncils 
would  oome  into  force;  it  was  also  the 
commencement  oC  the  financial  year. 
These  were  the  only  arguments  he  had 
to  advance  in  favour  of  that  paiticular 
date ;  on  the  other  hand,  lie  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
it  would  be  a  putting  off  of  the  work  of 
the  County  Counoila  for  a  very  long 
time.  Therefore,  he  should  be  satisfied 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to 
name  some  earlier  date — say,  three 
months  after  the  setting  up  of  the  Oounty 
Counoil,  or  certainly  six  months  would 
be  bettor.  The  business  to  be  under- 
taken would  be  verygreatinhiscounty, 
and  he  could  apeak  better  for  that  than 
for  any  other  county ;  they  had  between 
800  and  900  miles  of  main  roads,  costing 
about  £40,000  a-year.  The  setting  up  of 
a  new  organization  to  manage  these 
roade  would  certainly  tax  the  capabili- 
ties of  the  County  Councils  to  a  very 
great  degree,  and  vould  be  a  very  large 
tax  upon  their  time  at  the  commence- 
ment of  their  existence.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  they  should  hand  over  the 
management  to  the  present  authorities, 
that  they  should  contract  with  those 
authorities  to  do  the  work.  To  a  very 
great  extent  that  would  be  a  satisfactory 
arrangement,  but  to  a  certain  extent 
it  would  not  be  a  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment. Take  the  oase  of  counties  where 
there  were  no  Highway  Boards  at 
all,  and  where  the  Oounty  Oouncils 
would  have  to  negotiate  with  an  indefi- 
nite number  of  parishes  with  regard  to 
the  management  of  the  roads.  His  own 
county,  for  instance,  was  about  equally 
divided  between  Highway  Boards  and 
independent  parishes.  Some  Highway 
Boards  were  extremely  good,  others 
were  quite  as  defective  in  management 
08  the  others  were  excellently  managed, 
and  if  be  had  anything  to  do  in  the 
matter  be  certainly  would  not  recom- 
mend entering  into  contracts  with  some 
of  those  Bodies  in  regard  to  the  main 
roade.  It  would  take  a  considerable 
time  to  make  these  a: 
and  be  certainly  hoped  that  ^he 
posal  he  had  made,  simply  wit&  a 
view  of  facilitating  the  working  of  the 
Act,  would  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  Qovemment,  or  else  that  the  Go- 
Sir  John  Lorington 


vernment  would  make  some  suggaatioa 
to  meet  him  half  way. 

The  PHESIDENT  oh  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(Mr.EiTCHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  aaid,  he 
felt  the  force  of  many  of  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  but  the  difficulty  he  had 
was  in  departing  from  the  date  laid 
down  in  the  Bill.  His  objection  to  the 
date  fixed  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  that 
the  new  system  of  finance  would  oome 
into  operation  at  the  beginning  of  April. 
He  could  easily  understand  that  it  would 
entail  great  complication  of  aooounts  if 
they  were  to  say  that  for  three  months, 
whioh  was  suggested  as  a  compromise 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  things  should  remain 
as  they  were.  There  did  not  seem 
really  any  tangible  resting  ground  be- 
tween the  proposal  in  the  Bill  and  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  whioh  would 
delay  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
main  roads  were  concerned,  for  IS 
months.  His  hon.  Friend  hod  pointed 
out  that  they  proposed  to  aooept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Qeatleman  the 
Member  for  North- West  Sussex  {Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  whioh  would 
enable  the  Oounty  Councils  to  arrange 
with  the  District  Councils  to  maintam 
the  roade  for  three  months,  or  six  months, 
or  12  months;  or  for  any  period  they 
thought  necessary  before  they  got  their 
own  organization  into  effective  use. 
Although  the  Amendment  of  hie  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex  only 
dealt  with  a  delegation  to  District  Coun- 
cils, the  Government  proposed  towards 
tiie  close  of  the  Bill  in  dealing  with 
District  Oouncils  to  provide  that  Dis- 
trict Oouncils  should  include  any  exist- 
ing authorities.  That  Amendment 
would  enable  the  Oounty  Councils  to  say 
to  the  Highway  Boards — "We  will 
delegate  to  you  for  whatever  time  we 
think  fit  the  care  of  the  main  roads 
under  certain  conditions."  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  elections  fbr 
these  Oounoils  would  take  place  in  the 
early  part  of  January,  and  that  the 
County  Oouncils  would  not  take  over 
the  care  of  the  main  roads  until  the 
beginning  of  April,  he  oould  not  but 
think  there  would  be  time  for  making 
the  necessary  arrangements.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  content  with  the  power  which  was 
given  to  the  County  Councils  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  existing  autho- 
rities.   That  power  he  thought  W9i>14 
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be  amply  eufiioisDt  to  meet  all  difficul- 
tio8  the  hoa.  Geatlemaa  had  foresha- 
dow«d. 

Hb.  HENEAQE  (Qnat  Grimsbj) 
Baid,  he  did  not  quite  understand  wbat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by 
ezieting  authorities.  By  Clause  3  all 
the  powers  of  the  Quarter  Seiaions  had 
with  regard  to  main  roads  and  high- 
ways been  handed  over  to  the  Count}' 
Councils.  That  naturally  included  all 
contracts  and  arrangements  now  in 
esiatence.  Speaking  for  his  own  county, 
and  he  had  been  a  member  of  every 
county  committee  for  the  last  20  yeare, 
he  was  peranaded  that  this  would  upset 
ererytbing  during  the  first  three  months. 
At  the  present  moment  the  roada  were 
managed  and  repaired  by  the  overaeera 
of  the  parishes,  and  these  oyerseers  re- 
oeired  the  money  due  to  them  on  the 
certificate  of  the  county  auivejor.  In 
some  cases  the  Quarter  Sssaions  made 
arrangements  with  the  Highway  Board, 
and  in  that  case  tbey  contracted  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  tor  one  year, 
and  sometimes  for  three  years,  and  even 
longer.  Therefore,  under  Clause  8  the 
County  Councils  would  take  over  all  the 
contracts,  liabilities,  and  arrangements 
of  the  county  magistrates.  But  what 
was  done  by  the  sub -sections  of  Clause  1  & 
which  they  were  now  discussing  ?  They 
provided  that  the  roads  should  be  well 
maintained  and  repaired  by  the  County 
Councils.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  proposed  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  which  provided 
that  the  County  Councils  should,  if  they 
choee,  delegate  their  powers  to  the 
District  Councils,  or  to  anjbody  else 
who  could  do  the  work  better  than  they 
could  ;  but  the  District  Conncils  would 
not  be  in  operation  when  the  County 
Councils  were  first  eleoted,  and  the  real 
question  was  whether  there  would  not 
be  utter  chaos  and  confusion  during  the 
first  three  months.  He  was  afraid  that 
under  the  arrangement  which  was  being 
made  the  overseers  of  the  highways 
during  the  last  three  months  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  would  sohema  to  do 
as  little  to  the  roada  as  possible ;  they 
would  put  very  little  material  on  them, 
and  spend  as  little  as  possible  in  repairs  ; 
the  proverbial  stitch  in  time  would  not 
betok  1 


over  in  such  a  state  that  it  would  take 
at  least  three  times  the  amount  of  money 
to  put  them  right  that  would  have  bean 
neoesaary  to  keep  them  in  a  state  of 
repair.  Of  course,  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  could  not  be  accepted 
for  financial  reasons,  though  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se< 
orstary  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Long)  gave  any  good  reasons  why 
it  should  not  be  accepted.  Possibly, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  from 
his  knowledge  of  Wiltshire;  but  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Dorington),  who  had  the  reputa- 
tion of  being  one  of  the  ablest  Chairmen 
of  Quarter  Sessions  in  England,  was  in 
direct  conflict  with  that  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. What  was  wanted  wae  nmoiut 
vivtndi;  they  wanted  it  to  be  clearly 
understand  Uiat  under  Clause  3  all  the 
liabilities  and  contracts  would  be  taken 
over,  and  that  Clause  15  would  not 
coma  into  force  until  such  time  as  the 
District  Councils  came  into  esistence. 

Mb.  BITOHIB  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  what  the  right  ban.  Gentle- 
man meant  hy  a  modut  vivtndi.  He 
nnderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
advanced  arguments  against  the  pro- 
posal, and  that  one  of  his  arguments 
was  that  there  were  contraots  now  exist- 
ing. If  there  were  contracts  existing 
there  would  be  no  difficulty,  the  roads 
would  be  repaired.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said  that,  during  the 
last  three  months  of  the  present  finan- 
cial year  nothing  would  be  done.  But 
that  argument  would  hold  good  what- 
ever year  was  fixed.  The  argument 
was  not  a  good  one,  because  the  County 
Authority  at  present  only  paid  upon  the 
certificate  of  the  county  surveyor  one- 
half,  and  the  Glovemment  paid  one- 
quarter,  so  that  if  the  present  authori- 
ties did  not  repair  the  roads  properly  the 
county  surveyor  would  withhold  his 
certificate  and  the  Government  would 
not  pay  their  quarter.  Therefore,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  contingency 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  feared 
was  not  one  which  was  likely  to  arise  ; 
but  if  it  was,  it  was  still  as  likely  to 
arise  12  months  hence. 

Mb.  HENKAGE  said,  he  did  not  ob- 
ject to  the  olanee  in  the  future,  and  did 
not  wish  that  the  operation  of  this  pro- 
vision should  be  auapended  for  12 
months.  AVbat  he  wisned  waa  that  it 
■bould  be  dear  on  the  face  of  the  clause 
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that  the  Couut;  ConnoiU  should  take 
OT*r  the  oontraota  as  ther  stood,  and 
should  admiaister  the  roads  in  the  same 
WS7  as  the;  were  noT  administered, 
until  the  Ck>uilt7  Coauoila  were  able  to 
delegate  their  powers.  The  Couut; 
Councils  would  not  have  a  staff  at  their 
command  to  manage,  to  maintain,  and 
repair  roads  scattered  over  the  whole 
oouuty.  He  had  spoken  to  aereral 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  SeesLons,  and  they 
seemed  to  be  of  his  opinion. 

Ur.  ALLISON  (OumberUnd,  Eak- 
dale)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  (Sir  John  Dorington)  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  If  the  County 
Councils  had  to  take  over  the  whole 
management  of  the  roads,  he  oould  well 
conoeire  that  some  longer  period  than 
was  allowed  might  have  been  required ; 
but  he  understood  Uie  Government  in- 
tended to  provide  that  the  County 
Councils  might  delegate  their  duties  to 
the  District  Councils.  Under  the  super- 
intendenoe  of  the  county  aurveyor,  there 
would  therefore  be  very  much  the  same 
system  which  was  now  working  so  well 
in  most  counties.  He  thought  that  it 
was  simply  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee  to  further  press  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  WHAETON  (York,  W.R.,  Eipon) 
B£ud,  that  all  that  was  asked  was  that 
the  present  authorities  should  continue 
to  have  charge  of  the  roads  nutil  the 
County  Couneils  were  able  to  undertake 
the  duties.  Personally,  he  believed  that 
unless  some  such  arrangement  was 
made,  ^e  roads  of  the  county  would 
get  into  a  lamentable  state  of  repair. 

Tbb  SEORBTABY  to  ibm  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lono) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  it  was  as  well  that 
he  should  point  out  that  under  Clause 
124  it  was  provided  that  all  contracts, 
deede,  bonds,  agreements,  and  other 
instruments  ezietuig  at  the  present  mo- 
ment should  be  as  binding  in  every  way 
upon  the  new  authority  as  upon  the 
existing  authority.  He,  therefore,  failed 
to  see  how  the  contingency  which  his 
hon.  Friend  suggested  could  possibly 
arise.  He  could  hardly  credit  that  the 
oounty  surveyor  would  allow  the  roads 
to  be  improperly  repaired.  He  was  ooa- 
vinoed  that  in  his  own  county,  as  in 
many  others,  the  surveyor  would  take 
every  precaution  before  he  granted  his 
certificate.  No  doubt,  some  difficulty  in 
ooDuection  with  financial  arrangements 
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might  arise  as  matters  now  stood ;  but 
he  thought  that  if  by  this  Amendment 
they  got  rid  of  one  difficulty,  the  pro- 
bability was  that  they  would  be  landed 
in  others  much  greater. 

Bm  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  objected  to  the  word 
"  delegation."  There  was  no  power 
whatever  in  the  Bill  to  delegate  this 
duty  ;  and  even  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North-West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  did  not  imply  delegation.  He, 
however,  thought  that,  on  the  clear  un- 
derstanding that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  be  accepted, 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Doring- 
ton)  would  do  well  not  to  press  tus 
Amendment. 

SiE.  JOHN  DORINGTON  said,  that 
on  that  understanding  ;be  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Ma.  WOODALL  {Hanley),in  moving, 
in  line  7,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  to 
insert  "  save  as  to  any  part  thereof 
situate  in  a  borough,"  said,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
that  those  portions  of  main  roads  which 
were  situated  in  boroughs  should  be 
exempt  from  the  general  obligation  of 
being  maintuned  by  County  Councils. 
The  Committee  would  be  aware  that 
they  were  many  compticationa  in  refer- 
ence to  the  maintenance  of  main  roods. 
The  obligation  to  maintain  them  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  oounttes  since 
1807,  but  there  were,  in  many  places, 
important  thoroughfares  which  were 
only  distinguished  from  main  roads  by 
a  technical  difference.  In  regard,  how- 
ever, to  the  equity  and  convenience  of 
the  maintenance  of  main  roads,  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  must  be  aware  that  he  had  made 
a  material  difference  in  his  scheme  by 
the  further  concession  to  boroughs  with 
lation  of  50,000.  By  this  scheme 
ighs  would  be  placed  in  the 

Ssition  of  Quarter  Session  boreugha. 
lere  waa  hardly  any  subject  upou  which 
such  avariety  of  consideration e prevailed. 
There  were  many  municipal  boroughs 
in  which  there  was  not  one  yard  of  main 
road,  while  in  others  main  roads  were  an 
important  feature.  He  candidly  ooB- 
fessed  that  of  all  the  proposals  that  had 
been  made  for  dealing  with  the  question, 
that  of  the  Government  was  least  satis* 
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factory  of  all.  What  was  felt,  and 
what  be  asked  the  Ooromittee  to  con- 
Bider,  was  that  oa  the  whole  it  would  bo 
bettw  to  treat  all  municipal  boroughf 
exactly  as  they  were  ynyoaiig  to  treat 
county  boroughs,  and  in  the  same  way 
as  tbey  bad  heretofore  treated  Quarter 
Sesaions  boronehs.  He  wished  the 
FreBident  of  ue  Local  Government 
Board  to  explain  precisely  Kow  the  con- 
cession would  operate,  especially  in 
boroug^bs  where  Uiere  was  a  consider- 
able amount  of  main  roads,  coating  large 
sums  of  money  to  maintain.  It  would 
be  obviously  unjust  to  draw  a  revenue 
from  munioipal  boroughs  of  large  rate- 
able value  for  the  maintenenoe  of  exter- 
nal roads,  and  to  leave  to  them  the  bur- 
den of  maintaining  all  the  other  thorough- 
fares which  were  hardly  dtstinguisbaole 
from  main  roads.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  placed  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  from  which  it  would 
appearthathe  was  desirous  of  meeting  the 
difficulty  and  arriving  at  some  amicable 
arrangement  between  the  Unnioipal 
Authorities  and  the  Oonnty  Councils ; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
tfiose  Amendments  satisfactorily  met  the 
case  of  main  roads.  He,  therefore, 
confidently  pressed  his  own  proposal, 
believing  that  it  was  a  proper  solution 
of  the  dif&culty,  and  it  simply  involved 
the  carrying  out  of  a  practice  which  had 
hitherto  worked  well,  and  which  was 
the  only  arrangement  up  to  1878. 


any  part  thereof  situate  in  a  borough." 
—{Jlr.  Woodall.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ms.  BITCHIE  said,  the  proposal  of 
tbe  hon.  Qentleman  was  rather  a  wide 
one.  He  wished,  first  of  all,  that  the 
boroughs  which  remained  in  the  county 
should  maintain  their  own  roads,  and 
draw  their  own  revenues  for  tbe  main- 
tenance of  them.  That  would  mean, 
although  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  how  much,  a  portion  of  the  duties 
collected  within  tbe  municipal  area. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  bon. 
Gentleman  meant  the  whole  of  it.  At 
any  rate,  his  proposal  went  in  that 
direction.  Under  tne  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  boroughs  not  included  within  the 
districts  of  the  County  Councils  would 
be  able  to  m. 


their  own  districts  in  their  own  way, 
and  they  would  receive  a  certain  sum  in 
aid  derived  from  local  taxation.  Not 
only  would  tbe  County  Councils  have 
the  power  of  devolution,  so  far  as 
boroughs  and  urban  districts  were  con- 
cerned, but  tbey  would  be  obliged  to 
devolve  tbe  power  to  any  borough  that 
applied  for  it.  Tbe  Oonnty  Councils 
would  have  no  authority  wnatevor  to 
refuse  the  application  of  a  borough  to 
maintain  its  own  roads.  Therefore,  as 
far  as  that  matter  was  concerned,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be  sure  that  the 
boroughs  and  urban  districts  would 
have  a  peifeot  right  to  maintain  their 
own  roads  within  their  own  area.  The 
hon.  Uembor  said  that  it  would  be  very 
unfair  to  make  such  boroughs  contribute 
anything  towards  the  maintenance  of 
roads  outside  their  own  districts.  There 
be  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  sure  the  bon.  Gentleman, 
on  refiection,  would  see  that  that  was 
hardly  a  fair  ground  to  take  up,  because 
the  fact  was  that  roads  outside  tbe 
borough  district  were  very  largely  used 
for  borough  purposes,  and  the  heaviest 
part  of  the  traffic  upon  tbem  came  from 
the  boroughs.  lu  such  circumstances 
it  would  have  been  extremely  unfair  to 
the  farmers  of  the  county,  upon  whom 
highway  rates  fell  heavily,  to  make  and 
maintain  such  roads  at  tbeir  sole  ex- 
pense. The  Qovemment  recognized  the 
importance  of  the  question  so  much  that 
they  said,  even  in  respect  of  the  boroughs 
outside  iha  counties  that  were  to  be 
formed  into  county  boroughs,  that  tbey 
ought  to  contribute  to  the  small  tax  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed  on  vehicles,  even 
when  they  were  taken  out  of  the  county 
for  all  other  purposes.  That  being  the 
case,  be  did  not  think  the  proposal  of 
the  bon.  Gentleman  was  one  which 
would  commend  itself  to  the  fairness  of 
tbe  Committee.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  Unar- 
ter  Sessions  boroughs  in  his  mind. 
By  the  Amendment  which  would  be 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  tbe  Govern- 
ment, Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  would 
be  entitled  to  appeal  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Boara  to  have  tbeir  main 
lads  maintained  by  the  County  Coun- 
cils, while  their  main  road  rate  would 
be  very  small,  and  thus  they  would  be 
placed  in  an  infinitely  better  position 
than  that  which  they  at  present  occupied 
jnance  of  tneic 
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loads.  The  poaitioii  of  Quarter  Sesaions 
boroughs  at  present  was  that  they  were 
not  liable  to  contribute  to  the  Daunt; 
rate  for  main  roads.  They  maintained 
three-fourths  of  the  cost  of  their  main 
roads  and  received  a  oontribution  from 
the  QoTernment.  They  had  never  given 
anything  to  the  oounty,  nor  had  thsj 
received  anything  from  the  county.  As 
the  Oovemment  were  now  about  to  im> 

Ease  upon  them  the  liability  to  oontri- 
ute,  it  would  be  clearly  unjust  if  the 
main  roads  were  not  to  be  maintained 
by  the  county.  Therefore  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment  he  had  placed 
Upon  the  Paper  that  Uuarter  Sessions 
boroughs  should  have  the  right  to  have 
their  main  thoroughfares  declared  main 
roads  maintainable  by  the  counties. 
Under  this  Amendment  he  thought  the 
boroughs  would  be  in  an  infinitely  better 
position  than  they  were  now.  The 
Oounty  Councils  would  obtain  a  vote  of 
money  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  main- 
tain the  main  roads  in  the  county.  The 
whole  cost  of  maintaining  main  roads 
throughout  the  country  was  £1,000,000 
sterling.  Hitherto  £250,000  had  been 
oimtributed  by  the  country.  That  oon- 
trtbution  would  cease  after  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  but  in  lieu  of  it  a  consider- 
able amount  of  duties  would  be  handed 
over  to  the  Gonnty  Authorities  by  means 
of  the  Horse  and  Wheel  Tax,  so  that 
d-IOths  or  7-8thB  of  the  cost  of  main 
roads  would  be  provided  for.  The  posi- 
tion of  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  would 
be  this,  that  if  they  had  their  main 
roads  declared  and  maintained  by  the 
oounty,  in  return  they  would  be  liable  to 
pay  a  rate.  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
would  be  in  a  much  better  position  than 
they  were  now,  and,  on  the  whole,  the 
arrangements  made  in  the  Bill  would 
be   advantageous   rather   than    other- 

Ma.  WOOD  ALL  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  in  all  oases  boroughs  with  a 
population  of  50,000  would  be  entitled 
to  become  oounty  boroughs ;  but  there 
might  be  another  municipal  borough 
wiui  precisely  the  same  roads  intersect- 
ing it  which  would  be  left  out,  according 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
3Xd  he  understand  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemau  to  say  that,  having  carefully 
considered  the  circumstances  of  such 
boroughs,  the  new  arrangements  would 
be  equally  and  equitably  applied  to 
all? 

Mr.  RitchU 


Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  it  was  impossible 
for  bim  to  say  that  he  had  considered 
the  relative  oircnmstatioes  of  individnal 
boroughs,  but  his  opinion  was  that  the 
boroughs  outside  would  not  be  placed  in 
a  disadvantagsouB  position.  They  would 
have  to  maintain  uielr  own  roads,  but 
would  receive  a  portion  of  the  now 
licence  duties  levied  in  the  county,  and 
they  would  reoeiveaoertaincontribalio& 
from  the  Wheel  Tax. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  objected  to  the  Amendment  on 
the  ground  that  every  proposal  of  the 
kind  would  largely  inoreaae  the  expenee, 
and  would  multiply  the  authoritiee  who 
would  have  to  deal  with  the  loada. 
Some  hon.  Members  were  nnder  the  im- 
pression that  certificates  in  reference  to 
roads  were  given  by  competent  road 
surveyors,  but  in  many  parts  of  England 
they  were  given  by  the  magistrateB 
themselves,  and   were  not  wtuih   the 


oases  Boroughs  possessed  competent 
and  efficient  surveyors,  steam  rolleraand 
other  appliances,  and  he  assumed  that 
whatever  arrangements  were  made  under 
the  Bill  the  roads  would  be  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  competent  staff, 
which  in  boroughs  had  now  to  deal  with 
them. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  why  munioipal  boroughs  should 
not  have  the  privilege  of  maintaining 
their  own  roads  as  well  as  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs  ? 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  the  right  would 
be  given  not  only  to  munioipal  boroughs 
but  to  urban  districts. 

TisooDtrrCRANBOBNECLancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen)  said,  the  question  was 
one  of  great  importance  to  the  county  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  He  un- 
derstood that  under  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed by  the  Qovemment  a  portion  of 
the  licensed  duties  were  to  be  assigned  to 
the  maiuteneuce  of  county  roads  even 
within  the  boroughs.  There  were  several 
boroughs  in  Lancashire  which  were  not 
Quarter  Sessions  boroughs,  and  which 
coatribated  in  the  ordinary  way  to  the 
oounty  main  roads.  He  wished  to  know 
what  was  to  be  their  contribution  in 
future  towards  the  maintenenoe  of  main 
roads  in  all  parts  of  the  county  F 

Mh.  BITOHIE  said,  his  noble  Friend 
must  remember  that  hitherto  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  boroughs  had  nerei  oontri- 
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Van  nnd  Wheel  Tax  brought  in  auoh 
a  large  amount  in  diminution  of  the 
county  rate  as  would  real);  leave  only 
a  tenth  of  the  expense  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  count;  rate.  According 
to  the  best  oalculatione  they  in  Lanca- 
shire had  been  able  to  make,  the; 
were  convinced  that  nothing  of  the 
kind  would  happen.  The;  could  not 
make  out  that  the;  would  be  receiving 
much  more  in  aid  of  the  count;  rates 
for  main  roads  than  the;  were  receiv- 
ing from  the  Parliamentar;  grant.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Committee  some  more  infor- 
mation on  the  point.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propoaed  to  make  a  great 
change  in  the  law  with  respeot  to 
main  roads.  At  present  all  the  Quar- 
ter Seasions  boroughs  were  exempt 
from  all  pa;ment  towards  the  expense 
of  main  roads.  The  Bill  deatro;ed 
that  exemption,  and  said  that  in 
future  all  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
should  contribute  to  main  roads.  He 
thought  that  was  a  perfectl;  fair  pro- 
posal ;  but  instead  of  being  content 
with  this  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
turned  a  large  number  of  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs  into  count;  boroughs 
and  again  exempted  them.  Then  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  propoaed  the 
Amendment  went  far  beyond  the  legis- 
lation ot  1678,  appI;iDg  the  exemption 
to  all  the  boroughs  mentioned  in  the 
Amendment,  This  proposal  was  really 
a  little  too  strong,  and  he  hoped  the 
rijrht  hon.  Gentleman  would  stand  firm 
d. 

;GHT0N  (Shrop- 
he  thought  that 
Jesaions  boroughs 
ly  treated  by  this 
r  did  not  oontri- 
tin  roads  of  the 
their  own  main 
reposed  to  make 
ane  of  the  Wheel 
e  Licence  Duties, 
rateable  property 
e  to  a  main  road 
ly  equitable.  If 
lan  proposed  that 
irge  town  should 
road,  in  that  case 
natters  would  be 
believed,  it  was 
He  did  not  think 
the  Quarter  8es- 
o  be  placed  under 
Sltvmth  Mffhl.}      > 


buted  to  the  count;  at  all,  hut,  in  future, 
not  only  would  the  boroughs  which  were 
not  Quarter  Sesaions  boroughs,  and 
which  were  to  be  made  count;  boroughs, 
but  the  count;  boroughs,  inclusive  of  the 
Quarter  Beaeions  boroughs,  would  con- 
tribute to  the  county  roads  a  certain 
r[iortion  of  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 
retam  for  the  contribution  to  the 
count;  b;  such  boroughs,  which  were 
not  Quarter  Beaeions  boroughs,  the 
county  had  hitherto  contributed  one-half 
of  the  coat  of  the  roads,  but  the  contri- 
bution would  now  cease. 

Sir  UGHTHED  KAY-8HUTTLE- 
WOETH  {Lancashire,  Olitheroel  wished 
to  have  a  clear  explanation  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  thia  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  all 
boroughs  would  contribute  in  future,  b; 
means  of  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax,  to 
the  maintenance  of  main  roads.  That 
was  not  at  all  clear.  The  right  hon. 
Qentlsman,  no  doubt,  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  Olause  30  on  the  Paper  which 
it  was  rather  difficult  to  refer  to  now, 
but  which  appeared  on  page  32  of  the 
Amendments  now  before  the  House, 
and  was  ae  follows : — 

"   Id  the  case  of  tbs  daties  uollected  by  the 

CommiuioDera  of  lalaod  Revaaue  in  rsapeet  of 
the  licBDcea  for  trade  carts,  locomoUvea,  horass, 
mnles,  and  horse  dealen  acdei  any  Act  ot  the 
proKnt  BeuioD,  thoee  OomniimoQera  shall  car- 
tify  the  amaout  collected  in  each  county  in 
like  manner  as  il  the  county  included  each 
county  hoiough  specified  in  the  fourth  schedule 
t4)  this  Act  as  situate  in  that  connty,  and  the 
amoanta*  so  ascertAined  shall  be  dirided  between 
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coDtribntioa  to  the  roads  of  the  county 
in  addition  to  the  Licence  Duties  and  the 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 

Me.  MOWBEAT  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
vich)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  not  regard  this  as  a  question  be- 
tween town  and  county,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  President  of  the  Local  Gorem- 
ment  Board  would  stand  firm  in  his  op- 
position to  the  Amendment.  In  his  oon- 
stitaency  there  wore  main  roads  for  four 
or  six  miles  between  different  boroaghs 
which  ought  to  be  kept  up  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  tra£So  which  mainl;  passed 
from  one  borough  to  another. 

Mb.  TOLLEMAOHE  (Cheshire,  Eddis- 
bnry)  asked  whether  the  President  of 
the  Local  GoTemment  Board  had  read 
a  speech  in  The  Timtt  that  day,  made  by 
Mr.  Hibbert,  in  which  it  was  said  that  in 
this  Bill  practically  half  the  rateable 
Talae  of  Lancashire  would  -be  taken 
away  from  the  rural  part  of  the  county. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  appoint 
a  Commission  on  the  subject  referred  to 
other  counties  as  well  as  to  Lancashire. 

Hb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  it  did  not 
refer  to  the  county  of  Lancaster  par- 
tioolarly,  but  it  would  affect  all  the 
counties  of  England  and  Wales.  He 
hod  not  had  time  to  read  the  speech  of 
Hr.  Hibbert  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  but  he  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity and  advantage  of  hearing  Mr. 
Hibbert  apeak  at  the  Local  Ooremment 
Board.  He  had  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  that  there  were  two 

auestions  raised.  In  the  first  place, 
lere  was  the  question  whether  it  was 
the  case  or  not  that  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs  in  Lancashire  did  not  at 
present  pay  a  sufficient  amount  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  main  roads.  The 
deputation  thought  not,  and  that  to  deal 
with  the  question  on  the  present  basis 
would  be  unfair  on  account  of  that  ex- 
emption. As  to  that  point  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  make  any  alteration.  In 
this  Bill  they  had  been  compelled  to  take 
the  law  as  it  stood,  and  where  they  found 
that  exemptions  existed  they  could  not 
attempt  to  inquire  whether  such  esemp* 
tioDS  were  right  or  wrong,  but  were 
obliged  to  t^e  them  as  they  found 
them.  That  being  so,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  reoognize  the  fact  that,  as  a  large 
numl^er  of  the  boroughs  in  Lancashire 
Mr.  SiMl0f  Ltighln 


were  Quarter  Sessions  borongbs  and 
had  never  contributed  towards  the  mun 
roads,  Lancashire  was  not  being  de- 
prived of  anything  she  had  previously 
received  as  far  as  the  boroughs  were 
concerned.  That  was  one  point  inoea- 
nection  with  lAncaahire.  In  the  second 
place,  he  had  pointed  out  that  care 
must  be  taken  that  a  fair  and  eqmtable 
adjustment  was  made  as  between  the 
boroughs  that  were  taken  out  of  the 
county  and  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
county.  On  that  point  he  hod  said  tbat 
those  concerned  had  good  ground  for 
making  representations  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  he  had  pro- 
mised that  he  would  consider  the  matter. 
The  result  of  the  consideration  was  that 
he  had  put  down  an  Amendment  on 
Clause  30,  which,  however,  it  would  not 
be  right  or  proper,  nor  would  it  be  in 
Order,  to  discuss  now.  The  idea  of  the 
Government  was  this,  that  as  far  as  the 
existing  application  was  concerned,  they 
could  not  undertake  to  inquire  whether 
the  basis  of  assessment  was  right  or 
wrong ;  but  they  ought  to  make  pro- 
vision that  the  county  should  not  in 
any  way  be  financially  injured  by  the 
boroughs  being  taken  out  of  them.  As 
far  as  he  understood  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  boroughs,  prior  to  the  decisioD 
which  was  arrived  at  which  took  oertaia 
boroughs  out  of  the  county,  there  was 
not  a  single  borough  Member  who  did 
not  express  entire  concurrence  with  him 
that  whatever  provision  was  made  oare 
should  be  taken  to  secore  that  the  con- 
tribution of  the  boroughs  should  'con- 
tinue to  be  paid.  It  was  said,  that  it 
was  not  so  much  a  question  of  finance, 
or  whether  they  would  gain  or  lose,  but 
that  they  should  fae  left  to  their  own 
independent  action.  It  was  on  that 
distinct  understanding  tbat  he  had  en- 
Urged,  to  BO  great  an  extent,  the  fourth 
Schedule,  and  he  had  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  there  was  any  strong  feeling 
adverse  to  a  fair  adjustment  of  the 
financial  relations  between  the  counties 
and  boroughs. 

Mb.  HENBY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy  and  fairness  the  position  taken 
by  the  large  municipal  boroughs  in  re- 
ference to  the  question,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  was  the  most  remote  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  boroughs  to  depart 
from  the  original  arrangement.     The. 


1745  locai  6(K«rttmiHt         [Svsi  29,  l6fi8J    (Engiantl  mi  Wdlet)  Bill  1746 


right  hon.  Member  for  Olitheroe  (Sir 
Uglitred  Kay- Shuttle  worth),  however, 
h&d  attempted  to  depart  from  it  in  ano- 
ther direction,  and  to  put  a  burden  upon 
the  boroughs  which  &t  present  they  did 
not  bear.  He  could  assure  his  right 
hoQ.  Friend  that  that  proposition  would 
be  remated  to  the  utmost.  He  could 
quite  understand  that  Lanoashiie  was 
an  ezoeptional  county.  For  his  own 
part  he  could  understand  that  there  was 
a 'difficulty;  but,  if  neceflsary,  it  must 
be  dealt  with  exceptionally  by  the 
House.  But  they  should  not  have  in- 
justice done  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  England  simply  on  account 
of  what  was  being  done  in  Lanoashire. 
He  would  recall  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  what  the  position  of  these 
main  roads  was.  Prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Main  Hoade  Act  tlie  expense  of 
maintaining  the  roads  was  paid  by  the 
turnpikes.  When  the  roada  were  dis- 
tumpiked,  the  counties  had  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Act  of  1878  the 
liability  of  contributing  one-halt,  the 
other  half  being  paid  by  the  Local 
Authorities.  The  Quarter  Session 
boroughs  wero  exempt  from  that  ar- 
rangement ;  but  bad  to  maintain  the 
roads  within  their  own  area  without  re- 
ceiving any  con  tributi  on  from  the  county. 
He  quite  admitted  that  with  regard  to 
small  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  the  ar- 
rangement would  be  perfectly  fair;  but 
the  present  legislation  was  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  large  boroughs.  He 
would  give,  as  an  illustration,  the  case 
of  a  main  road  in  Wolverhampton.  That 
road  was  originally  constructed  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  it  formed 
the  main  road  to  Dublin  by  way  of 
Holyhead.  The  Act  imposed  upon  the 
borough  of  Wolverhampton  the  entire 
expense  of  maintaining  that  road  at  a 
cost  of  something  like  £^00a-mile.  The 
borough  of  Wolverhampton  did  not  ask 
for  any  exemption,  they  would  still  have 
to  bear  that  burden,  but  the  roads  they 
had  to  maintain  within  the  boroughs 
represented  a  rate  of  It.  Therefore,  in 
any  readjustment  of  the  burden  of 
keeping  the  main  roads  in  repair,  they 
maintained  that  the  county  ought  to 
make  some  contribution,  which,  at  pre- 
sent, they  did  not. 

Ma.  STANSFELD  (HaUfax)  said, 
he  could  not  say  that  his  view  was  en- 
tirely that  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  on 
that  ocoBsion.    He  had  always  desired 


that  a  Xooal  Government  Bill  which 
oreated  County  Councils  should  make 
much  of  the  county,  and  he  wanted,  as 
far  as  possible,  that  the  boroughs  should 
be  part  of  the  county,  and  that  certain 
representative  functions  might  be  de- 
volved upon  them.  But  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  had  iunurred  considerable 
disappointment  owing  to  so  man; 
boroughs  having  applied,  not  unsuccess- 
fully, to  be  taken  out  of  the  counties  is 
which  they  were  situate.  He  thought 
that  these  financial  questions  should  be 
deferred  until  they  bad  dealt  with  the 
constructive  part  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
they  should  thou  be  approached  with  a 
view  to  setting  them  on  a  fair  and  equit- 
able basis.  He  thought  they  could  not 
advisedly  carry  further  this  discussion, 
so  far  as  finance  was  concerned.  He  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  the  Amend- 
ment on  which  they  were  engaged  had 
for  its  object  that  the  County  Counoils 
should  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  re- 
pair and  maintenance  of  main  roads 
within  boroughs.  For  his  part,  he  was 
ready  to  make  his  acknowledgments  to 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  had  stated  the  case 
of  the  boroughs  very  fairly  ;  but  to  say 
any  borough,  however  small,  should 
maiutain  its  own  main  roads  and  not 
contribute  to  the  oounty,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  unadvieable,  and  if  his  hon. 
Friend  were  to  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  Division,  he  should  be  compelled  to 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  WOODALL  sajd,  there  were 
many  boroughs  whose  position  in  this 
matter  of  main  roads  was  much  more 
strikingly  inequitable  than  anything  he 
had  been  able  to  instance.  He  confessed 
that  he  found  himself  between  two  cross 
fires,  and,  being  ready  to  meet  the  views 
of  his  right  hon.  IFriend  on  every  occa- 
sion, as  far  as  he  could  properly  do  so, 
as  well  as  to  further  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  must,  however, 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  to  raise  this 
proposal  again  at  a  later  stage  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  scheme  wasmore 
clearly  understood. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Baron  DIM8DALE  (Herts,  Hitehin) 
said,  the  Amendment  in  his  name  had 
for  its  object  to  transfer  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  roads  from  the  Connty 
Counoii,  as  proposed  in  the  Bill,  to  the 
District  Council,  and  the  proposal,  ha 
\Elm»at  SigU.'] 
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in  tliB  adminiBlratioii  of  road  work  in 
Quarter  Seiaiona  must  rfialica  that  the 
exifltiiig  powere  of  the  Qu&rter  SeosiaDB 
were  not  adequate  for  the  purpose  in 
view.  Although  it  was  true  tiiat  ttia 
oertifioate  was  not  issued  unless  they 
were  latiafied,  at  the  aame  time  it  was 
freqaeutl;  the  ease  that  the  aurrejor 
was  prevanted  b;  his  preteat  poaitioii 
either  from  making  any  Teoommeada- 
tions  or  from  seeing  that  the;  wei« 
oarried  out.  The  Government  beliered, 
therefore,  that  the  proposal  in  this  clause 
was  an  improTement  on  the  existing 
system,  and  for  that  reason  did  not  find 
it  possible  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Ma.  OHANNINO  (Northampton,  B.) 
said,  that  as  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  exactly  identical  with  that  of 
the  hoB.  Uember  opposite,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  pro- 
posal to  eonfine  the  adminiBtration  of 
main  roads  to  the  District  Council.  He 
regretted  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
leman  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board,  because  in  his  own 
neighbourhood  there  was  a  very  strong 
consensus  of  opinion  in  farour  of  the 
prinoiple  embodied  in  the  Amendment. 
The  only  difference  of  opinion  was  as  to 
whether  there  should  be  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  permissire  system  of 
eontraot  bstween  the  Oounty  and  Dis- 
trict Councils  snoh  as  he  understood  to 
be  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  From 
what  be  had  heard  on  this  subject  in 
the  oounty  which  he  represented,  it  was 
obviouB  to  him  that  a  great  saving  of 
expenditure  would  result  from  the  ad- 
ministration of  main  roads  being  oon- 
oentrated  in  the  District  Council.  There 
was  an  opinion  in  favour  of  something 
like  an  improvement  on  the  13th  clause 
of  the  Highways  Act,  in  order  to  eusnre 
adequate  supervision  and  management 
of  highways.  So  far  as  be  understood, 
there  was  an  objection  to  the  Highway 
Boards  on  the  ground  that  they  vers 
DOt  sufficiently  numerous.  Their  ad- 
miniBtration was  generally  approved, 
and  the  transfer  of  their  duties  to  the 
Oounty  Councils  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  satisfactory.  He  should  willingly 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Uember,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
an  expression  on  the  part  of  other  oounty 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  in 


thought,  would  probably  receive  some 
favour  at  the  bands  of  the  Committee, 
not  only  upon  its  own  merits,  but  be- 
cause he  saw  similar  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  other  hon. 
MembeiB.     He  ought,  perhaps,  to  ex- 

Elain  that  the  series  of  Amendments  in 
is  name  were  nnanimonsly  adopted  by 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  his 
own  oounty,  and  as  it  was  his  duty  to 
bring  them  forward,  he  would  state  the 
case  for  them  as  briefly  as  possible.  It 
was  pointed  out  that  the  County  Council 
was  too  large  a  Body  to  undertake  the 
maintenance  and  repair  of  main  roads, 
and  that  it  would  be  better  that  this 
should  be  entrusted  to  smaller  Bodies, 
which  shonld  take  charge  of  the  roads 
over  smaller  areas.  In  Lis  own  county 
there  would  be  a  Council  of  68  mem- 
bers, who  would  meet  at  one  convenient 
place ;  but  there  would  be  no  less  than 
28  District  Counsils formed  in  tbe  oounty, 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  main- 
'  tenance  of  the  main  roads  would  be  en- 
trusted to  them  with  greater  advantage 
than  to  the  County  Councils.  His 
Amendment,  then,  would  provide  that 
the  administration  and  management 
should  reside  in  the  District  Oouucil, 
and  the  Oounty  Council  shonld  aieroise 
a  Buperrising  power.  At  the  present 
time,  the  Quarter  Sessions  had,  bv  their 
Oommittees,  undertaken  the  work,  and 
the  system  had  been  found  to  answer 
very  well,  and  he  ventured  to  believe 
that,  by  the  adoption  of  bis  proposal,  a 
more  efBoient  and  economical  adminis- 
tration of  main  roads  would  result  than 
from  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  li, 
line  8,  after  "  county,"  insert  "  dis- 
trict."— (Baron  Bimidale.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'district'  he  there  inseTted." 

Mb.  long  said,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  could  hardly  expect  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  this  Amendment,  because 
it  would  destroy  what  they  believed  to 
be  one  of  tbe  mosL  useful  provisions  of 
the  Bill— namely,  that  the  Ooun^  Coun- 
cils should  be  directly  roeponeible  for  the 
maintenance  of  main  roads.  Hie  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  the  existing 
arrangement  worked  extremely  welt. 
He  did  not  deny  that  there  had  been 
a  great  improvement  in  the  condition  of 
main  roods  in  his  own  county,  but  he 
thought  that  anyone  who  had  taken  part 
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would  be  wise  to  borrow  irom  tbo  ez- 
perienod  of  Soatb  Wales,  and  place  the 
whole  of  the  main  roads  uoder  the 
OountT  CouncilB. 

M».  A.  H.  DYKE  ACLAND  (York, 
W.B,.,  Botherbam)  said,  tbat  the  pro- 
posal of  the  OovemmeDt  meant  the 
establishment  of  a  new  staff  different 
from  that  at  present  working  in  the 
oounties.  He  did  not  know  miether  it 
was  implied  that  the  County  Councils 
might  maintain  the  roads  in  an  eCBoient 
state  by  means  of  contracts  with  the 
Distriot  Councils;  but,  if  ao,  he  had 
nothing  to  say  against  the  proposal. 

Hr.  long  said,  the  QoYemment  did 
not  propose  to  ent^  on  the  County 
Connoil  the  providing  of  the  machinery 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads.  But 
power  was  given  them  to  maintain  the 
roads,  and  if  they  believed  they  could 
do  that  more  eoonomioally  and  better 
through  their  own  surveyor  they  would 
have  the  right  to  do  bo.  Oq  the  other 
hand,  if  they  believed  they  could  do  the 
work  more  eoonomioally  and  better  by 
contract  with  the  District  Councils  and 
the  present  authorities,  they  had  power 
to  do  BO  ;  and  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity for  the  new  machinery  to  which  the 
hon.  Oentleman  had  referred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witAdrawn. 
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favour  of  the  prinoiple  for  which  he  con- 
tended— namely,  that  the  highway  ad- 
ministration should  he  concentrated  in 
the  Distriot  Councils.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  tho  Amendment, 
he  hoped  they  would  adopt  that  of  the 
hon.  Uember  for  Ashburton  (Ur.  Seale- 
Hayne),  which  would  give  the  same 
power  to  the  Rural  Diitrict  Councils  aa 
the  olause  gave  to  Urban  Authorities. 

ViBOOTiMT  WOLMEE  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  said,  he  did  not  know  what  hit 
hon.  Friend  meant  by  concentxation  of 
administration;  but  the  meaning  ap- 
peared to  be  that  the  main  roads  of  the 
county  should  be  parcelled  out  to  the 
District  Councils;  which,  to  his  mind, 
was  as  unsatisfactory  and  uneconomical 
a  method  of  maintaining  the  roads  as 
could  be  conceived.  The  roads  in  ques- 
tion were  the  main  arteries  of  circula- 
tion through  the  oounties  from  end  to 
end,  and  tLey  were  now  told  that  they 
were  to  be  left  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
every  one  of  which  had  its  own  idea  of 
road  maintenance,  Bom.e  of  them  very 
unscientific,  as  well  aa  their  own  peculiar 
views  on  the  question  of  using  local 
stone.  He  was  of  opinion  that  this 
matter  must  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole 
by  the  County  Council.  Boad-making, 
to  be  Bcientihcally  conducted,  must  be 
done  with  the  best  stone  that  oould  be 
procured,  and  he  thought  it  stood  to 
reason  that  the  County  Council  would 
be  better  able  to  command  the  best  stone 
than  the  District  Council.  For  these 
reasons,  he  hoped  the  Qovemmest  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hitchin  (Baron  Dimsdale). 
yisoouiTT  EBBINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  he  agreed  that  the 
Highway  Board  ayatem  was  an  im- 
provement on  the  old  parish  system ; 
but  the  qualifications  thought  necessary 
for  surveyors  were  not  always  high. 
He  bad  known  a  cose  where  the  princi- 
pal recommendation  offered  on  behalf 
of  a  candidate  was  that  his  brother  had 
held  the  post  before  him.  He  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Qovemment, 
modified  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North-West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  was 
much  more  likely  to  produce  good  road- 
making  than  tbat  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee.   

Me.  A.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
8.)  B«d,  he  thought  that,  in  framing 
this  new  Lnoal   Government   Bill,    it 


tolls,  commonly  called  turnpike  tolls, 
aball  be  collected  in  South  Wales."— 
{Mr.  A.  Thoma».) 

Mn.  BITCHIE  said,  he  might  spare 
the  hon.  Gentleman  some  trouble  by 
pointing  out  that,  under  the  new  condi- 
tion of  things,  Wales  would  in  future 
be  in  the  same  position  aa  any  other 
part  of  the  country  as  regarded  main 
roads.  The  counties  would  collect  their 
own  Licence  Duties,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, seem  unjust  that  the  toll  system 
should  be  continued.  It  was,  he  be- 
lieved, the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
people  that  the  tolls  should  be  abolished, 
and  the  Oovemmeut  were  prepared  to 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  would 
ask  him  not  to  press  for  the  insertion  of 
the  words  here,  because  they  would 
come  in  rather  awkwardly,  but  be  satis- 
fied with  his  assurance  that  he  would 
be  prepared  hereafter  to  carry  out  bis 
wishes  either  by  Amendment  or  by 
means  of  a  new  clause. 


\mtvm%h  Sight. 
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Mk.  DILLWTN  (BwanMft,  Town) 
said,  he  agreed  to  the  prupoeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Q«Dtleman,  and  pointed  out 
that  the  main  roads  in  South  Wales 
hariog,  vith  regard  to  turnpikes,  heen 
dealt  with  in  S  special  manner,  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  inhabitaate  that  thej 
should  now  be  placed  in  the  eaine  posi- 
tion as  the  rest  of  the  Kingdom. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
said,  he  might  point  out  that  funds  for 
the  roads  were  provided  not  only  by 
tolls,  but  by  a  oounty  road  rate  of  a 
speoial  character ;  that  was  to  say,  its 
iucidenoe  is  not  the  same  as  the  oidiuary 
county  rata;  and  the  tenautconld  recover 
it  from  the  landlord.  He  rose  to  express 
a  hope  that  when  the  clause  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  brought  in,  he 
would  see  that  the  county  road  rate 
was  also  abolished. 

Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  said,  that 
Clause  IS,  which  provided  that  the  cost 
of  maintaining  the  main  roads  appeared 
to  him  a  more  appropriate  pwe  for 
introducing  the  Amendment.  At  any 
rate,  Clause  46  was  not  the  proper 
plane. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  the  subject  was 
one  which  must  be  dealt  with  rather 
oomprehensively.  It  could  not  be  dealt 
with  in  a  line  or  two,  and  his  own 
opinion  was  that  it  was  a  fit  subject  for 
a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  teithdraum. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  (Sus- 
sex, N.W.)  said,  the  law  with  regard  to 
foot-paths  was  not  very  clear.  An  hon. 
Friend  had  told  him  of  a  case  in  point ; 
it  appeared  that  the  Authorities,  owing 
to  the  uncertain  state  of  the  law,  were 
keeping  in  repair  a  path  out  of  Chelten- 
ham rather  than  run  the  rish  of  not 
repairing  it.  That  was  not  his  view  of 
the  ease,  although  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  be  had  spoken  with  one  or  two  pro- 
feeeional  men  in  his  Division  of  Sussex, 
who  said  that  if  they  were  to  take  over 
the  main  roads  in  towns  they  might 
be  liable  for  the  repair  of  the  pave- 
ments at  the  side  as  well  aa  of  the  road 
itself.  He  believed  the  Committee  would 
think  it  unjust  that  the  County  Coun- 
cils should  be  compelled  to  pay  for  theas 
pavements.  Again,  he  might  point  out 
that  some  of  the  towns  might  think 
it  right  to  have  wood  or  stone  pave- 
mente  in  the  roads,  and  it  would  be  mani> 
festly  unfair  that  the  County  CouDoile 


should  have  to  pay  for  that.  The  rig^t 
and  proper  course  was  to  repair  the  road 
aa  it  had  hitherto  been  repaired,  and 
maintain  it  in  a  condition  fit  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  through  traffic.  He  be- 
lieved his  right  hon.  Friend  waa  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  with  a  certain 
modification,  which,  if  it  met  with  the 
approval  of  the  Committee,  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  willing  to 
accept ;  but  he  would  like  to  hear  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  views  on  this  ques- 
tion, whioh  was  of  undoubted  impor- 
tanoe.  Some  of  the  foot-paths  he  had 
referred  to  were  made  for  the  benefit  of 
a  particular  parish,  or  for  soma  special 
putpose,  such  aa  making  and  raising  a 
path  BO  as  to  get  dry  to  churoh,  and  did 
not  form  part  of  the  main  road  ;  and  it 
would  be  very  nn  wise  to  allow  the  repair 
of  these  to  be  taken  over  by  the  County 
Councils.  For  these  reasons  he  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  he  had  placed 
on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  Uoe  9,  leave  out  "and,"  snd  in- 
sert "  bat  luch  main  road  ihall  not  be  dnemed 
to  include  any  footpath  or  paTement  by  the  aide 
of  iuch  Toad,  nor  thtH  tbo  ooanty  council  be 
Teqoired  to  maintun  or  repair  a  road  f  niiher  or 
otherviae  than  ii  DBcasaary  for  maintainiuK  the 
same  in  a  ceaditioii  fit  for  the  conveyance  of 
thetfaroiigh  traffic."— (5'i'r  Walter  B.  Hartttlat,) 

Question  proposed,  "Tbat  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BITCEIE  said,  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend's  Amendment  divided  itaelf 
into  two  ^arts,  one  of  which  related  to 
the  question  of  foot-paths,  the  other  to 
the  condition  in  which  main  roads  should 
be  maintained.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  said  truly  that  the  law  was  not  as 
distinct  on  this  matter  as  was  desirable ; 
but  certainly  so  far  as  the  question  of 
the  pavements  was  concerned  he  did  not 
think  there  could  be  much  doubt  that  no 
liability  rested  with  the  county  to  main- 
tain those  at  the  side  of  the  main  roada 
in  boroughs.  With  regard,  however,  to 
footpaths  in  the  rural  part  of  dis- 
tricts he  thought  the  practice  was  dif- 
ferent, and  tbat  the  rule  had  been  that 
the  county  should  contribute  towards  the 
maintenance  of  such  foot-paths.  He  be- 
lieved the  words  of  the  Turnpikes  Act 
were  pretty  clear — namely,  that  the 
turnpike  trustees  were  authorized  to 
make  and  repair  causeways  for  the  tue 
of  paasengws  at  the  side  of  tumpik« 
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roads ;  but  the  following  seotion  pro-  with  regard  to  the  first  part,  in  which 
Tided  that  the;  were  not  to  make  or  re-  modified  form  the  Government  were,  as 
pair  an;  footpath  in  a  village  or  town,  he  had  said,  willing  tojiccept  it. 
He  should  wish  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  therefore,  to  accept  an  alteration 
of  the  first  portion  of  his  Amendment, 
which  would  show  clearly  that  no  ob- 
ligation should  lie  on  the  Count;  Council 
to  maintain  any  pared  footpath— that 
he  should  leave  out  the  words  "foot- 
path or  pavement,"  and  insert  "any 
paved  or  pitched  causeway  or  pave- 
ment." That  he  thought  would  carry 
out  the  desire  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  in  that  respect.  With  regard  to  the 
other  portion  of  the  Amendment  dealing 
with  the  repair  of  roads,  he  might  point 
out  that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  amounted  to  the  division 
of  the  repair  of  the  roads  into  two  parts 
— the  first  related  to  the  part  which  had 
to  do  with  local  traffic,  and  the  second  to 
that  required  in  the  county  for  through 
traffic.  If  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  were  inserted  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  he  could  easily  imagine  that 
a  conflict  of  opposition  might  arise  be- 
tween the  District  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils as  to  the  interpretation  of  local  as 
distinguished  from  through  traffic.  It 
would  be  OKtremaly  undesirable  that  any 
such  conflict  of  opinion  should  arise,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  to  he  a  plain  duty  to 
maintain  the  roads  in  a  proper  state  of 
repair,  no  matter  whether  it  was  out  of 
repair  on  account  of  local  or  through 
traffic.  But  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
said  that  the  Town  Authorities  might 
take  it  into  their  heads  to  put  down 
wooden  or  stone  pavement.  He  wonld, 
however,  point  out  to  him  that  by  this 
Bill  a  Town  Connoil,  if  it  desired  to 
maintain  its  awn  roads,  would  only  be 
able  to  call  on  the  County  Council  for  a 
contribution  on  the  same  basis  as  that 
on  which  the  contribution  was  now 
made,  so  that  it  did  not  s«em  that  the 
case  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  suggested  was  at  all  likely  to 
arise ;  and,  further,  he  believed  it  would 
beseen  that  if  the  road  through  a  town  or 
urban  district  were  pitched  or  paved  in 
any  way  it  might  cost  considerably  less 
to  repair — although  the  original  cost 
might  have  been  great — than  would  be 
the  CEtse  if  the  ordina^  pavement  had  to 
be  used.  Therefore,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  think  it 
necessar;  to  press  the  latter  part  of  his 
Amendment,   but  adopt  his  snggestii 


Me.  MALLOCK  (Devon,  Torquay) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Oovernment  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  who  seemed  to  think 
that  the  footpaths  at  the  side  of  main 
roads  were  not  maintainable  by  the 
Uain  Boad  AuthoritieB.  He  knew, 
however,  that  in  the  county  of  Devon 
the  cost  of  maintaining  footpaths,  which 
existed  during  the  time  when  the  main 
roads  were  turnpike  roads,  had  always 
been  allowed.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  paths  must  be  kept  up  by  someone; 
and,  therefore,  if  it  were  not  done  by 
the  County  Council  it  mnst  be  done  by 
the  District  Council,  and  then  there 
would  be  two  surveyors  side  by  side 
engaged  upon  the  same  road.  There 
were  many  cases  of  main  roads  in  rural 
districts  running  between  two  large 
towns,  for  the  sake  of  which  towns  only 
the  footpaths  were  kept  up,  and  it  would, 
therefore,  be  unfair  to  tiu^w  the  ooet  of 
their  maintenance  upon  the  roral  die- 
tricts.  He  also  reminded  the  Committee 
that  many  roads  were  declared  main 
roads  because  they  led  to  railway  sta- 
tions situated  outside  the  urban  districts 
which  used  them  ;  those  roads  had  paved 
footpaths — he  knew  of  an  instance — and, 
therefore,  the  whole  cost  of  tham  would 
be  thrown  upon  therural  distriots. 

Mr.  HALLE  r  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  footpaths  whoUy 
pitched  and  paved,  or  did  he  mean  to  in- 
clude those  which  had  a  curb  at  the  side  ? 

Mb  LLEWELLYN  asked  with  whom 
the  maintenance  of  the  footpaths,  which 
were  of  importance  in  the  localities  in 
which  they  existed,  was  to  reet  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  not  pro- 
posed that  footpaths  should  be  excluded 
from  the  Bill.  The  Amendment  he  sug- 
gested would  only  exclude  pitched  or 
paved  causeways  orpavements. 

Ma.  LLEWELLYN  said,  he  took  ex- 
ception to  that.  Someone  mnst  take 
charge  of  the  footpath,  whether  paved 
or  otnerwise,  and  the  proper  authority 
to  do  that  was  the  one  which  had  charge 
of  the  roads. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  they 
wer«  now  engaged  in  trantferring  cer- 
tain powers  from  Quarter  Sessions  to  the 
County  Councils,  and  he  submitted  that. 
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it  wonld  be  mora  oonvetuent  not  to  dis- 
cusB  upon  this  clause  tlie  question  of 
amending  the  Highvays  Aot  of  1B78. 
The  only  wa;  in  vhioh  they  ought  to 
discuM  the  Distriot  Oouaoil  was  in  its 
relation  to  the  County  Oounoils  and 
their  power  to  diseharge  the  powers  of 
Quarter  Seaaione.  He  suggested  that 
hia  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  should  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mb.  KNAT0HBULL-HUGE8SEN 
(Kent,  FaTersham)  said,  he  considered 
that  this  was  the  moat  important  Amend- 
ment that  had  been  considered  by  the 
Oommittee.  He  might  point  out  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  footpaths  in  oounty 
towns  were  continued  a  considereble 
diatanoe  beyond  the  latter.  They  were 
often  oonstructed  of  cement  and  ssphalte, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  they  were 
made  for  the  oonvenienoe  of  the  parish 
people,  and,  oonsequently,  that  it  wonld 
be  a  great  injostioe  ii  the  cost  of  main- 
teaanoe  ware  thrown  upon  the  Comity 
Council.  He  hoped  hia  hon.  and  gal- 
luit  Friend  would  persevere  with  hia 
Amendment. 

Hk.  W.H.  JAHSS  (eateahead)  said, 
that  as  the  law  at  present  stood  no  per- 
Eon  had  a  right  to  make  enolosnre  within 
15  feet  of  the  centre  of  the  road ;  and 
if  the  footpaths  were  left  in  the  condi- 
tion they  would  be  in  under  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet, 
they  would,  to  a  great  eitent,  become 
of  the  nature  of  common  land,  and  ad- 
jacent owners  would  have  an  induce- 
ment to  make  illeg^al  enoroachmenta  upon 
them.  There  would  then  be  fencea  in- 
stead of  the  pleasant  strips  which  now 
border  many  roads  on  either  aide.  He 
thonght  that  wonld  be  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment,  and,  therefore,  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
not  press  it. 

Yiaoouirr  EBBINOTON  said,  he 
thought  the  Oommittee  would  do  well 
not  to  attempt  to  amend  the  Highway 
Act.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  apoke  had  exposed  one  of  the  ob- 
jeots  of  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  EITOHIE  said,  he  thought  hia 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  see  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  was  largely 
in  favour  of  hia  Amendment  not  being 
passed.  He  sympathized  with  erery 
attempt  to  amend  the  law,  but  their 
labours  would  be  considerably  increased 
if  thay  were  to  attempt  to  make  all  the 
alterations  suggested.  Hethoughtitwas 
Mr,  Mttthiu  Whilt£idhy 


the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that  th« 
law  at  preaent  provided  aeoority  tar 
the  County  Council  never  hein^  called 
upon  to  do  more  than  was  neoessary  in 
respect  of  the  roads,  and  he  tmeted, 
therefore,  that  hia  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  not  press  hia  Amend- 
ment. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdramt. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to 
propose,  whilat  enabling  the  Ooaoty 
Council  to  hand  over  to  Diatriot  Coon- 
oila  the  repair  of  main  roads,  jet  re- 
tained in  the  County  Council  those 
powers  which  he  thought  it  absolutely 
neoeasary  that  they  should  poaaBaa 
in  order  to  insure  that  the  main  roads 
should  be  kept  in  a  good  and  effi- 
cient state.  The  noble  Lord  the  M«n- 
ber  for  the  FetersGeld  Division  (Yis' 
count  Wolmer)  had  said  that  it  wonld 
be  better  if  the  County  Councils  oonld 
maintain  and  keep  the  roads  in  repair  ; 
but  he  thought  Uie  noble  Lord  wonld 
consider  that  the  proposal  he  made  was 
one  which  would  work  well,  and  be  far 
more  economical  in  its  reaulta  than  a 
system  under  which  two  aurveyora  would 
he  working  aide  by  aide.  In  the  !&• 
tetesta,  therefore,  of  economy  and  affi- 
oiancy  he  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  same. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  12,  at  snd  of  line  17>iiuert— "(i.) 
The  eonnt;  cduddiI  and  any  diitriol  ODUDinl 
may  bom  time  to  tims  oontiaatlor  thaander. 
taking  by  the  diatiict  counoU  of  the  main- 
tenance, repair,  improTement,  and  enlareeinent 
of,  aod  other  dealing  with  any  main  ro^  and, 
if  the  county  council  ao  require,  the  durbict 
conudl  ihall  undertake  the  same,  and  luch  un- 
dertaking ihall  ba  in  coniidaration  of  loelt 
anniUil  payment  by  the  Bounty  oomicil  {or  the 
coati  of  the  undertaking  as  may  from  time  t 
time  be  agreed  upon,  or,  in  can  '  """ 
be  determined  by  arbitration,  i: 
Tided  by  thii  Aot. 

"  [S-]  ProTided.thatinnacBseihalla  eonatjr 
oouDcil  msks  aaj  payment  to  a  diitrict  council 
tavardA  the  costa  of  auch  undertaking  ae  re- 
ipeati  any  road,  or  toiTarda  the  ooata  of  the 
maintenance  or  repair  of  any  road  by  an  orban 
autharity,  until  the  connty  conncil  are  ntiifiad 
by  the  report  of  their  aurrejor,  or  soeh  otber 
person  as  the  county  council  may  appoint  for 
the  purpoee,  that  the  road  haa  been  properly 
m^ntaioed  or  repaired,  or  that  the  improTO- 
ment  or  enlargemsnt  of  ot  other  dealing  with 
the  Toad,  u  the  oaaa  may  be,  ha*  been  properly 
executed."— (5i"r  fTallrr  B.  Maratl»t.\ 

Question  proposed, "  Xhat  those  word* 
be  there  added." 
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Mb.  SEALE-HATNE  (Devon,  Aiih- 
burton)  said,  lis  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  the  same  effect  as  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  and  would, 
therefore,  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  principle  involved.  He  thought 
there  was  a  very  strong  desire  in  the 
counties  that  the  District  Authorities 
should  have  power  to  retain  the  control 
of  their  own  roads.  The  Rural  Autho- 
rities desired  to  be  vested  with  the  same 
power  as  was  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  Urban  Authorities,  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  uadarstand  why  they  should  not 
have  it.  He  believed  it  would  be  pro- 
duotive  of  greater  economy  that  this 
should  be  done,  because  the  District 
Authorities  would  have  theii  own  staff 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads  ;  he 
was  perfeotly  confident  that  they  would 
repair  more  efiScientty  and  economioally 
the  portions  of  the  main  roads  which 

rsed  through  their  districts  than  would 
the  case  under  the  system  proposed 
in  the  BiU.  Uoreover,  be  believed,  the 
inhabitants  of  the  districts  would  be  the 
best  people  to  keep  watch  upon  the 
roads,  and  to  compel  the  District  Au- 
thorities to  keep  them  in  order ;  and  the 
public  at  large  would,  of  course,  be  pro- 
tected, beoause  the  Count;  Inspector 
would  see  that  the  District  Authorities 
maintained  the  main  roads  in  proper 
condition.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  Qovemment 
would  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet. 

Mk.  M'LAEEN  (Cheshire,  Orewe) 
said,  he  hoped  that  if  the  Amendment 
were  aeoepted,  the  word  "  annual  " 
would  be  struck  out.  It  was  well  known 
that  at  times  it  was  much  more  econo- 
mical to  pave  old  roads  than  to  go  on 
repairing  them.  It  was  desirable  that 
the  payment  for  this  should  not  be  made 
by  annual  payments,  but  in  one  lump 
sum. 

Mb.  LON^G  said,  the  Gkivemmeat 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  it 
stood.  The  Government,  however, 
oould  not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon . 
Member  for  Ashbnrton  (Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne)  that  the  same  power  should 
be  conferred  upon  the  Sural  Autho- 
rities as  upon  the  Urban  Authorities, 
beoause  it  would  not  fell  in  with  their 
propoeal  that  th< 
toads  sbonld  fall 
With  reference  i 


the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken, 
be  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  talce  out 
the  word  "annual,"  beoause  whether 
the  money  was  spent  in  one  year  or 
three,  the  authorities  must  expend  what 
was  necessary  to  keep  the  roads  in  a 
proper  state  of  repair. 

Mb.  STAN8FELD  said,  he  ootOd 
hardly  understand  the  necessity  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  pointed  out  that  the 
proposed  arrangement  would  be  useful 
in  the  case  of  where  a  strip  of  road 
belonging  to  a  rural  area  came  between 
two  Urban  Authorities,  the  maintonauce 
of  which  it  would  be  too  ooatly  for  the 
County  Council  to  keep  in  their  own 

Mb.'  BBUNNEB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wioh)  said,  he  thoroughly  approved  the 
Amendment,  which  was  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  economy,  a  principle  too 
often  lost  sight  of  in  the  Bill, 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  whioh  he  rose  to  propose 
was  to  do  away  with  a  hardship  only 
recently  discovered  by  Local  Authorities. 
By  a  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
this  year  an  Urban  Authority  had  had 
to  pay  out  of  its  own  pocket  the  cost  of 
paving  a  road  with  paving  blocks,  as  it 
was  held  that  that  did  not  come  under 
the  head  of  maintenance.  A  great  in- 
justice  had  been  inflicted,  because  in  this 
case  the  work,  which  cost  £80,  would 
have  lasted  for  10  years,  while  the  cost 
of  macadamizing  the  road  would  have 
come  to  £10  annually  during  that  time. 
In  this  latter  case  the  Urban  Authority 
would  get  three-fourths  of  the  cost  re- 
turned to  them,  and  so  would  really 
only  have  had  to  pay  £25  spread  over 
10  years.  He  hoped  Uie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  accept  the  Amendment  he 
was  about  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  pag«  13,  line  24,  after  tbe  word  "sftme," 
insert  the  woida,  "  and  lot  the  parpora  of  the 
launtenanca,  repair,  improTemeBt,  and  enlarge- 
mont,  and  other  dealing!  with  anch  rood,  ihall 
have  the  same  povera,  and  be  subject  to 
the    same  duties  at  a  highway  board.''— (JIfr, 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

that  the  Govsm- 
to  accept  the  first 
hon.    Gentleman. 
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AathoTities  quite  Buffioient  poweta ;  that 
was  tosa;,  not  quite  the  same  powers  that 
the  preosding  aub-seotion  of  the  olauae 
oonfeired  on  the  Oountj  Oounoils.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  would  be  ia 
Order  in  referring  to  the  second  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Geotlsman  re- 
garded aa  consequential,  but  whiah 
could  not  be  accepted  b;  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  conBcqaential  Amendment. 
If  the  Government  were  to  accept  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  aecond  Amendment 
the  result  would  be  that  tha  Count; 
Oouncils  would  be  liable  to  be  called 
upon  torepay  to  the  District  Councils  the 
expenaes  incurred  not  merely  in  repair- 
ing the  roada,  but  in  the  improvement 
and  enlargement  of  them,  and  of  oourae 
the  enlargement  and  improvement 
would  include  the  widening  of  streets  or 
the  buying  np  of  property.  It  must 
be  evident  to  the  Committee  that  it 
would  be  impoeaible  to  lay  on  any 
County  Authority  any  Buoh  burden. 
Of  oourae,  the  Govemmeut  recognised 
that  there  was  some  grievance  in  a  case 
euoh  as  that  cited  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  render 
the  County  Councils  liable  to  the  very 
heavy  expenses  in  question.  The  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  first  Amend- 
ment, which  dealt  with  the  powers  of 
the  IJrbaa  Authority,  but  they  could  not 
aooeptthc  second  Amendment,  which,  as 
he  said,  threw  on  the  County  Oounoils 
liability  which  they  could  not  reasonably 
be  expected  to  bear. 
Question  put,  and  agntd  to. 

Ujt.  MTjABEN  said,  he  now  begged 
to  move  to  insert  "  improvement  or  en- 
largement" after  "repair"  in  line  26. 
This  Amendment  raiBed  a  very  impor- 
tant principle  indeed,  and  it  was  one 
he  really  hoped  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  accept.  Of  course,  he 
did  not  wish  to  insist  upon  the  inser- 
tion of  the  particular  words  be  pro- 
posed. He  was  entirely  at  one  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  (Ur.  Long)  in 
saying  it  would  be  absurd  to  expect  the 
County  Councils  to  fay  for  the  making 
of  streets  or  the  buying  up  of  property. 
He  had  no  idea  that  the  words  he  pro- 
posed would  boar  euoh  a  construction, 
and  therefore  he  was  willing  to  accept 
any  proposal  the  Government  might 
JUr.Lmg 
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make  to  obviate  such  a  rendering.  The 
point  he  had  in  view  was  quite  clear 
and  distinct.  He  had  in  mind,  aa  he 
had  said,  one  case— it  was  one  of  a 
great  many  instances — in  which  the 
Iieek  Improvement  Commisaionera  spent 
£80  in  paving  a  abort  piece  of  road. 
By  that  they  effected  a  great  economy, 
they  saved  an  annual  outlay  of  £l6 
a-year  for  10  years.  If,  instead  of  doing 
that,  tbey  had  gone  on  expending  £10 
a-year  for  10  years,  they  would  have 
spent  £100  in  all.  They  would  hare 
got  £75  back  again  into  their  own  local 
oofiTers,  and  therefore  they  would  have 
only  laid  a  burden  of  £2S  upon  the  Leek 
people  extendiugover  10  yeara.  Instead 
of  triat  they  spent  £80,  and  when  they 
had  done  so,  they  had  to  bear  the  whole 
burden  themselves.  No  one  knew  that 
was  the  state  of  the  law  until  tbie  year. 
If  it  was  an  old  and  weU-establiahed 
law  he  would  not  press  this  point  so 
veiy  muoh  ;  but  a  decision  in  the  matter 
had  only  been  given  so  late  aa  the  7th 
of  May.  All  (^at  was  asked  was  that 
thisdefeotshouldbe  remedied.  Hewonld 
accept  any  words  which  would  ranLody 
it,  and  he  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  consider  the  matter 
favourably. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "repair,"  insert 
the  words  "improvement  or  enlarge- 
ment."— (Jfr,  JX'Lartn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  insetted." 

Mr.  harry  T.  DAVENPORT  (Staf- 
fordshire, Leek)  said,  that  Leek  was  in 
the  Division  of  Staffordshire,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  h* 
could  confirm  what  the  non.  Gentleman 
(Ur.  M'LarenJ  had  said  as  to  the  Leek 
case.  When  the  street  had  been  paved 
with  blooks  the  Quarter  Sessions,  in  the 
exercise  of  that  economy  which  was  one 
of  their  greatest  charaoteriatioB,  refused 
to  make  their  contribution ;  the  case 
thereupon  came  before  the  Courts,  with 
the  result,  mentioned.  He  hoped  that 
some  interpretation  of  the  word  "matn- 
tonance  "  or  "  improvement "  would  be 
inserted,  which  would  meet  such  a  case 
as  this.  He  understood  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  vary  hie 
Amendment  in  any  way  which  the  Qo- 
vemment might  desire,  and  he  trusted 
that  tho  Qovemment  would  be  able  to 
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sea  thair  waj  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Gantleman. 

Mh.  M'LASEN  said,  he  thought  that 
if  they  left  out  the  word  "  enlargement," 
and  agreed  to  tha  words  "improToment 
with  regard  to  paring,"  the  diffiaulty 
would  be  met. 

8in  WALTEH  B,  BAETTELOT  said, 
lie  thought  that  his  Amendment  would 
cover  the  matter,  because  it  said  that  the 
Ooun^  Oounoils  might  do  so-and-so,  and 
be  thought  that  that  wai  all  that  wae 
neDeasary. 

Me.  BETJNNEE  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Bartielot's]  Amendment  did  not  quite 
eoTsr  what  might  be  an  exceptional  or 
temporary  pronaion  such  as  was  re- 
quired in  the  Leek  case.  He  auggeated 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  QoTerament  Board 
that  prorision  might  be  made  for  an 
Agreement  between  the  County  Oounoil 
and  the  District  Council  which  would 
meet  such  a  aase  as  the  one  in  point. 

Ma.  BITCHIE  aaid,  that  tliat  was 
ezaotly  what  his  hon.  and  gallant 
af  riend'a  Amendment  which  had  been 
added  to  the  Bill  did,  because  it  said — 

"  The  oountj  coancil,  and  anf  district 
Donneil  may  from  time  to  time  oontraet  for  the 
undertaldDg  by  the  diatriet  counoil  of  ths 
miunteiutaoe,  tepair,  improvemeiit,  and  sn- 
largflmeat  of,  and  other  dealiogs  with  an;  main 
road,  snd,  if  the  county  council  ao  roqaire,  tha 
diatriot  oouBcil  shall  nndeitaks  the  nme." 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that,  as  he 
underetood  the  position,  they  were  now 
dealing  with  the  case  of  an  Urban  Au- 
thority having  elected  to  take  charge  of 
the  main  roads  within  its  own  limits ; 
they  were  not  dealiug  with  the  case 
where  the  District  Gouocil  and  the 
County  Council  had  come  to  an  agree- 
ment. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Crewe  (Mr.  U'Laren)  had  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Oommittea  a  legal  de- 
cision which,  ae  he  understood  it,  was 
this — that  where  the  Local  Body,  instead 
of  repairing  a  main  road  in  the  old 
style,  had  repaiced  tt  in  an  improved 
style,  it  had  been  held  not  to  be  repaired, 
but  to  be  a  re-making  of  the  road,  and 
that  thereupon  it  had  been  held  that  tJie 
Local  Body  must  bear  the  whoJie  coat  ot 
suoh  remaking.  What  had  been  d<»ie 
might  proTs  on  eoonomy  in  the  long  run ; 
but  still  the  Looal  Body  had  no  olaim  at 
allfor  a oonbibution.  Bewas  auretbat 
eveiy<me  in  the  Hooae  wished  the  County 
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Counoil  to  contribute  a  fair  proportion 
in  respect  to  what  was  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  main  roads  within 
the  limits  of  a  smaller  district.  It  might 
be  that,  where  there  was  a  great  deaf  of 
traffic,  paving  would,  in  the  long  run, 
be  more  economical ;  but  whether  it  waa 
more  economical  or  not,  the  County 
Council,  according  to  the  legal  decision, 
would  get  oS  without  anv  oontribution 
whatever.  It  was  not  alwaya  easy  to 
find  a  way,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
of  getting  out  of  a  difficulty ;  but  it 
occurred  to  him  that  a  remedy  might 
be  found  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"repair,"  in  line  26,  the  words  "or 
reasonable  improvement." 

Me.  FULLER  {Wilts,  Westbur^) 
said,  that  the  difficulty  might  be  met  if 
they  were  to  put  in  the  BiU  a  definitioa 
of  what  was  "maintenance."  There 
were  may  other  things  besides  paving 
which  might  come  under  the  beaoing  of 
"  maintenance ; "  and,  tiierefore,  it  was 
as  well  that  there  should  be  a  definition 
of  tha  word. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  be  onderstood 
that  the  point  was  that  there  should  be 
some  provision  by  which  adistriot  should 
have  some  kind  of  claim  for  reasonable 
improvements  made  in  their  roads ;  and 
clearly,  of  course,  it  would  he  to  the 
interest  of  the  County  Councils,  who 
had  to  pay  for  the  maictenance  of  the 
roads,  that  reasonable  Improvements 
should  be  made,  beoauae  in  that  ease 
the  Doat  of  maintwianae  would  be  lass. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe  (Mr. 
M'Lareo)  agreed,  the  Qovemmei^  weald 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Haluaz  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  subject  to  future  cunsidera- 
tion,  in  case  it  did  not  quite  meet  what 
was  wanted. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  sfud,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  Aniendsaent  aug- 
geated by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
tJierefore  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his 
original  proposal,  and  he  would  then 
move  the  words  suggested  —  namdy, 
"  or  ressonaJale  inprovement." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  p^e  12, 
line  26,  after  tne  word  "repair,"  to 
inawt  the  words  "  or  reasonable  im- 
provement."— {Mr.  M'Zartn.) 

Question,  "  Thatthose  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrt*d  to. 
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Ub.  KtTCHIE  said,  he  h&d  now  to 
propose  to  leave  out  the  words — 

"  In  like  mBDner  ftnd  on  the  like  oonditiona 
M  the  contribution  towards  sueh  coati  is  directed 
i)y  the  HighwajB  and  Locomotives  [Amend- 
meot)  Act,  I87S,  to  be  pud." 
The  reason  he  proposed  to  omit  these 
words  was  that  he  found,  from  a  great 
many  commanications  he  had  had,  that 
they  were  likely  to  be  misunderstood. 
The  Bill  only  provided  for  the  payment 
by  the  county  of  one-half  the  ooet,  and 
a  great  many  of  his  oorrespondeats  out- 
eide  the  House  and  inside  the  House 
seemed  to  tbink  that  the  retention  of 
these  words  would  imply,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  contributions  of  the  county 
should  only  be  the  same  as  were  speci- 
fied. The  words  were  not  at  all  neces- 
aary,  and  be  proposed  to  omit  them. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  pi^  12, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  from 
the  word  "  rood  "  to  end  of  line  28. — 
(Jfr.  RiUhi*.) 

QuestioQ,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  ntgttmd. 

Mb.  BBUNNEB,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name, 
said,  he  supposed  he  would  hear  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
omission  of  words  they  had  agreed  to 
would  affect  the  Amendment  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "  road,'*  to  insert 
the  words  "  to  the  extant  of  three- 
fourths  of  such  oost,  but  otherwise." — 
(Jfr.  BrwMur.) 

Question  proposed,"  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Hb.  BITOHIE  said,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  the  insertion  of  &ese  words 
would  be  a  total  departure  from  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  They  had  pro- 
vided the  County  Councils  with  what 
was  considered  adequate  funds ;  they 
called  upon  tbe  Councils  to  maintain 
the  whole  oost  of  the  roads,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to  relieve 
them  of  one- fourth  of  that  cost. 

Question  put,  and  ntgativtd. 

Mb.  BITOHIE,  in  proporing  to  leave 
out  from  "  sum,"  in  page  12,  line  30, 
the  words — 

"  Buod  on  the  avarage  expenditure  on  the 
rosd  during  the  three  yesn  nut  before  the 


paMing  of  thit  Act,  or  the  date  of  the  road  be- 
ooming  a  main  road  [as  the  cue  may  be)," 
said,  it  would  be  seen  that  in  the  Bill 
they  proposed  to  ssy  that  the  annual 
sum  should  he  paid  on  the  average  eX' 
penditare  during  the  three  years  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  had  found, 
from  a  great  number  of  communications 
he  had  received,  that  this  basis  woa  a 
basis  which  most  of  those  who  were 
interested  desired  to  alter.  Some  oor- 
respondente  suggested  that  the  term 
should  be  three  years,  some  five,  and 
some  seven.  The  Government,  hoir- 
ever,  thought,  on  the  whole,  that  it 
would  be  desirable  not  to  lay  down  any 
absolute  basis  at  all ;  and  he,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  30,  to  leave  out  from  uie  word 
"  sum  "  to  the  second  "  as  "  iu  line  32. 
— (Jfr.  Ritehi».) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  based  on  the  average  expenditure, * 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  H£NRT  H.  FOWLEK  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  little  misconception 
in  using  the  word  "  contribution."  He 
could  quite  see  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  left  out  the  last  three 
lines  of  the  preceding  sub-section.  If 
those  lines  had  remained  in  the  clause, 
all  that  the  County  Council  would  have 
been  called  upon  to  contribute  would 
have  been  one-half  of  the  cost  of  the 
main  roads.  "  Contribution,"  which 
was  the  word  used  in  this  sub-section, 
was  rather  like  "subscription;"  the 
payment  might  be  a  large  one  or  be  a 
small  one.  He  certainly  thought  that 
some  other  word  should  be  substituted 
for  "  contribution." 

Mb.  BITOHIE :  Payment. 

Mb.  HENBT  H.  FOWLEE:  The 
alteration  could  be  made  on  Beport. 

Question  put,  and  tugativtd. 

Mb.  FULLEB,  in  moving  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  "  from  time  to  time  " 
after  "as  may  be,"  in  line  32,  said, 
unless  those  words  were  put  in,  the  fixed 
annual  sum  would  not  be  alterable  from 
time  to  time,  as  the  circumstances 
altered  in  the  different  mral  districts. 
The  wear  and  tear  on  the  roads  might 
be  increased  or  decreased  in  certain  oir- 
cumstanoeB,  and  the  contributions  should, 
therefore,  be  varied  from  time  to  time. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
82,  after  "as  may  be,"  insert  "from 
time  to  time."— (*'■•  ^»^-i 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

MK.BBUNNEB.inmoTinein  the  same 
page  to  leave  out  the  word  "  arbitra- 
tion," in  line  33,  and  inaait  "  the  Local 
Government  Board,  afterinquirr,"  said, 
he  moved  that  Amendment  at  the  request 
of  the  Association  of  Local  Boards  and 
other  Sanitary  Authorities,  a  very  im- 
portant Body  whioh  represented  such 
authorities  over  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  country.  They  desired  him  to 
say  they  were  so  thoroughly  satiafiud 
with  the  aotioQ  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment BoEird  in  these  loool  inquiries  that 
they  would  very  much  prefer  being  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  Ixiaal  QovarDment 
Board.  A  good  maay  of  them  had  ex- 
perience of  arbitration,  and  it  was  not 
at  all  a  pleasant  experience.  When  the 
Local  Government  Board  did  its  work 
well,  and  the  authorities  over  whom  it 
ruled  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  it,  he 
regretted  to  find — it  might  be  through 
an  excess  of  modesty  on  their  part,  hut 
whatever  it  was  he  regretted  very  much 
to  find  it — that  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  disposed  to  part  with  this 
work.  He  recommended  this  Amend- 
ment to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
trusted  sincerely  that  he  would  accept 
it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  arbitration," 
aud  insert  the  words  "the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  after  inquiry." — (Jfr. 
Brunntr.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  arbitration  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mk.  LONG  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary,  because 
if  the  parties  did  not  agree  upon  an 
arbitrator  the  Local  GovernmeDt  Board 
would  be  empowered  to  interfere. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
hardlytbought  that  met  the  case.  Arbitra- 
tion was  really  a  most  expensive  proceed- 
ing. He  was  not  one  of  those  who  advo- 
cated denuding  the  Local  Government 
Boardof  its  powers.  He  thought  that  the 
Board  exercised  its  powers  most  effi- 
ciently and  economicaUy,  and  he  thought 
matters  nf  this  kind  could  certainly  be 
settled  in  an  hour  or  two  by  the  Board, 
M)d  at  ver^  little  or  no  oost.    In  the 


interest  of  economy  he  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  they  must  be 
very  careful  in  this  matter.  The  Local 
Government  Board  were  perfectly  will- 
ing to  undertake  any  duties  the  House 
of  Commons  desired  to  place  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  Board  ;  but  if  questions 
of  tbie  kind  were  to  be  left  for  settle- 
ment by  the  Board,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons must  be  prepared  for  an  increase 
in  the  Local  Government  Board  Estimate, 
There  was  no  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment whose  officers  were  more  hard 
worked  than  those  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  at  present.  If  the  Com- 
mittee thought  it  was  desirable  that  this 
duty  should  be  undertaken  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  it  would  not  shrink 
from  it;  but  the  Board  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  do  the  work  without  an  increase 
of  its  staff. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
proposal. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  right  boa.  Gentleman  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
that  the  other  eight  they  were  discussing 
what  powers  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  even 
from  the  Home  Office,  to  the  new  County 
Councils.  Now,  it  appeared,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  transfer  back  powers 
to  the  Local  Government  Board.  [Owi 
o^"No,  no!"]  At  any  rate,  they  wished 
to  cast  fresh  duties  upon  the  Ixtcal  Go- 
vernment Board,  whioh  by  this  Bill  they 
intended  to  get  rid  of.  The  counties 
were  particufatly  anxious  that  decen- 
tralization should  take  place;  and,  if  that 
was  so,  surely  hon.  Members  did  not 
wish  to  hand  over  to  the  Looal  Qovern- 
ment  Board  that  authority  which  they 
thought,  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
they  should  be  relieved  of.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  this  Amend- 
ment referred  to  disputes  between  the 
District  and  the  County  Councils,  and 
the  only  question  was  whether  those  dis- 
putes should  he  settled  by  the  costly 
method  of  arbitration  or  by  the  Locu 
Government  Board  P  What  they  were 
discussing  the  other  night  was  the  trans- 
ference of  the  administrative  functions 
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of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  which 
they  thought  wonld  be  discharged  better 
b;  the  Coanty  Councilfl. 

Mk.  BITCHIE  eaid,  it  was  hia  inten- 
tion,  if  the  Oommittee  accepted  this  pro- 
poMi  with  reference  to  arbitratioiia,  to 
ptopoee  the  inBertion  of  words  later  on 
by  which  the  cost  of  these  arbitratioDS 
would  be  very  greatly  reduced.  What 
he  intended  to  propose  was  the  appoiat- 
ment  by  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
of  an  arbitrator,  under  rules  and  regula- 
tions fixed  by  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board.  It  would  not  be  necessary  they 
should  have  their  own  Inspector  to  do 
the  work,  hut  they  might  make  rules 
which  would  prevent  the  great  expense 
which  undoubtedly  did  attend  many  of 
these  arbitrations. 

Me.  HENET  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he 
begged  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  arbitration  was  to  take  place 
in  oases  of  disputes  between  the  District 
and  County  Councils ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  clear  that  the  County  Councils  could 
not  adjudicate  in  their  own  case.  With 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  an  arbi- 
trator by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
he  imagined  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  did  not  suggest  that  the  arbitrator 
should  be  under  the  Board's  control. 
The  right  hon.  Qeutleman  would  merely 
appoint  a  professional  man,  and  he 
would  charge  very  highly  indeed  for  hie 
arbitration  work.  He  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board's  Estimate  increased, 
yet  he  would  sooner  vote  for  the  addi- 
tion of  one  or  two  Inepeotors  rather  than 
that  the  County  Ooundls  should  be 
called  upon  to  defray  the  costs  of  arbl- 
tratiofta. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  the  Goveramest 
would  aooept  the  Amendment. 

OoMviiTOBR  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holdrnneis)  said,  he  hoped  the  Commit- 
tee would  not  induce  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  aco^t  the  Amendment. 
He  thought  it  would  be  very  much  to 
be  regretted  if  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  going  to  have  its  finger  in 
the  pie  more  than  it  already  had  under 
the  proviiions  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negativtd. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Six  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT,  in 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  three  aub- 
Mr.  Bnuagt 


aeotionB  which  stood  ia  his  name,  aaid, 
the  first  Bub'Section  was  very  importaat, 
beoauBe,  aa  he  underBtood,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  anxious  that  the  County 
Councils  should  have  more  power  thaa 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  now  pos- 
sessed with  regard  to  main  roads ;  that 
they  should  be  more  liberal,  if  he  might 
use  the  term,  in  accepting  and  taking 
over  more  main  roads  than  had  as  yet 
been  taken  over  aa  main  roads.  In  many 
parts  of  the  oonntry  there  wwe  certain 
parishes  and  certain  districtB  which  had 
no  main  roads  at  all,  and  yet  ^ey  were 
called  upon  at  the  present  moment  to 
contribute  largely  to  the  maintenance  of 
maiu  roads  in  other  districts.  Ab  he 
read  the  Bill,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  if  the  County  Oonncils 
thought  there  was  a  road  which  ought 
to  be  made  a  main  road,  they  should 
have  the  power  to  m^e  it  a  main  road. 
That  being  the  case,  he  thought  every- 
one would  agree  that  the  rMid  should 
not  be  taken  over  and  repaired  by  Uie 
County  Council,  or  by  tbe  District 
Council,  if  the  County  Council  ddegated 
its  powers  to  tiie  Dis^ot  Coaneil,  nstil 
the  road  had  been  put  in  a  ^o^t  state 
of  repair.  There  might  be  one  road  in 
excellent  repair  and  another  road  which 
had  been  absolutely  ne^eeted,  and  cer- 
tainly the  district  in  which  the  road  was 
situated  ought  to  be  made  to  put  the 
road  in  repair  before  it  was  taken  over 
by  the  County  Council.  The  next  two 
sub-sections  were  to  enable  the  County 
Council,  in  the  event  of  the  District 
Council  failiog  to  do  its  work,  to  compel 
the  District  Council  to  do  the  work,  or 
to  do  the  work  themselves,  and  charge 
the  District  Council  with  the  cost  of 
doing  it.  He  thought  these  Bub-seottons 
were  absolutely  neoessary  in  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  he  begged  to  move  their 
insertion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in   page    12, 
after  line  S3,  to  ir — ' 


,  audi  orasT  ahaU  not 
taka  effect  until  tha  road  hu  been  placed  in 

}er  repair  and  condition  to  the  satiefaction 

he  coQoty  council. 

(7.)  If  at  any  time  the  ooant;  council  ara 
latiafied,  on  the  report  of  their  aurveyor  or 
other  paraon  appointed  by  Qism  for  the  pntpoM, 
that  any  portion  of  a  main  road,  the  mainten- 
anca  and  repair  of  which  are  undertaken  by 
any  district  council,  ia  not  in  proper  repair  and 
condition,  the  coonty  ooonoil  may  oauee  notioe 
to  b*  siven  to  en^  diatrict  council,  leqairinK 
'    plaos  the  road  in  {^opar  repair  ao^ 
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condition ;  and,  if  such  notice  is  not  complied  I 
with  within  a  reaBonable  time,  the  coanty  coon- 
cil  may  do  evcrjlhing-  that  Bcema  to  thtnn 
Decenary  to  place  the  road  in  proper  repair  and 
oondition,  and  the  expenMs  of  k  doing  thall 
be  a  debt  of  the  aaid  diitrict  ooonoil  to  the 
ooaoty  oouDcil. ' 

"  (8.)  If  any  difference  arioea  under  thia  aeo- 
tion  between  a  county  council  and  a  dietrict 
oouDoil  as  to  what  ii  necenary  tor  the  main- 
tenance  of  a  road  in  a  condition  fit  for  the  oon- 
veyanoa  of  the  through  traffic,  or  aa  to  the  re- 
fusal of  the  county  council  to  make  a  payment 
under  this  sectioD  to  the  district  council  in  re> 
spect  of  any  undertafaing  or  rood,  or  as  to  any 
notice  given  to  the  district  council  hj  the 
county  coundl  to  place  a  road  in  proper  repair 
and  coudition,  such  difference  shall,  if  eitlier 
council  10  require,  be  referred  to  arbitration, 
in  manner  provided  by  this  Act."— (Sir  Waller 
B.  Barlttlot.) 

Question  proposed,  "ThatthoBQWorda 
be  tbero  insortod." 

Ur.  BITCHIB  said,  he  was  inclined 
to  think  that  this  waa  a  rery  denrable 
Amendment.  It  Was  quite  dear  that  if 
the  county  were  to  pay  for  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair,  and  had  power  to  con- 
tract with  the  Local  Authority  for  the 
repair  and  maintenance  of  roads,  there 
ought  to  be  soma  power  by  which  they 
could  see  that  the  money  they  paid  waa 
properly  laid  out  in  maintaining  the 
roads  in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  He 
did  not  Buppose  anyone  was  prepared  to 
take  any  exception  to  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  which 
merely  provided  security  that  the  roads 
should  be  kept  in  apioper  state  of  repair. 
Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  would  be 
glad  to  support  the  Amendment  so  far 
OS  the  pTOTisions  of  Sub-eections  6  and  7 
were  concerned ;  but  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  have  Sub-section  B.  The 
County  Council  surely  ought  to  be  the 
judge  of  whether  the  roads  were  in  such 
a  state  that  they  were  prepared  to  take 
them  over  as  main  roads.  It  would  be 
for  the  District  Council  to  apply  to  have 
the  roads  taken  over,  and  they  must  put 
them  in  a  proper  state  before  they  were 
taken  over.  If  they  accepted  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  arbitration  would  be  again  neces- 
sitated. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  ware  disposed  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  he  had 
one  or  two  small  Amendments  to  sug- 
gest. In  the  first  place,  "County  Au- 
thority" should  be  altered  to  "County 
•    •      ,  he 


"Aa  t 


what  U  necs 


r  for  the  I 


conveyance  of  through  traffic,  or  as  to  the 
refusal  of  the  county  council  to  make  a  pay- 
3nt  under  this  section  to  (he  district  council 
respect  of  any  undertaking  or  load,  or  aa  to 
any  notice  given  to  the  district  council  by  the 
coanty  council  to  place  a  road  in  proper  repair 
and  condition," 

&a  the  Committee  bad  declined  to  accept 
an  Amendment  in  the  same  sense. 

An  hon.  Heubeb:  And  leave  out 
'arbitration?" 

Ms.  RITCHIE:  And  "arbitration." 

Ma.  WOODALL  asked,  whether 
there  were  any  means  by  which  the 
District  Councils  or  boroughs  could  be 
compelled  to  make  certain  thorough- 
fares main  roads  ?  Under  the  Act  of 
1S7S  there  was  an  implied  obligation 
that  certain  roads  such  as  those  leading 
to  railway  stations  and  directly  commu- 
nicating between  two  places  should 
he  constituted  main  roads.  Did  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  contemplate  that 
there  should  be  any  sort  of  power  given 
to  enforce  that  obligation  upon  the  Looal 
Authorities  ? 

Mr.  BITCHIS  said,  the  matter  was 
one  which  hardly  came  under  the  clause. 
So  far  as  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
were  oonoemed,  in  which  the  County 
Authority  had  no  power  of  declaring 
thoroughfares  to  be  main  roads,  a  pro- 
vision would  be  inserted  ^in  the  Bill  by 
which  the  County  Authority  would  be 
called  upon  to  make  such  declaration. 
But  the  Government  had  not  made  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  by  which  the  District 
Councils  would  be  able  to  compel  the 
County  Councils  tu  declare  a  road  to  be 
a  main  road.  It  would  be  within  the 
power  of  the  County  Councils  to  do  that, 
and  he  should  think  they  would  he  pre- 
pared to  do  it. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  it  was  ob- 
viously in  the  interest  of  the  County 
Authority  to  avoid  increasing  its  lia- 
bilities by  constituting  main  roads ; 
but  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  matter  his  consideration, 
seeing  that  he  was  taking  such  great 
care  that  the  County  Authorities  should 
not  make  the  main  roads,  except  under 
the  conditions  which  the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  aet  forth. 

Mb.  HENET  H.  FOWLEE  asked, 
whether  it  would  not  be  well  to  follow 
this  precedent  in  boroughs  where  streeta 
were  declared  bighwaya  ?  There  was  no 


lin 
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arbitration  or  dispute  in  the  matter ;  but 
the  Local  Authonty  bad  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  street  was  made  to  its  satia- 
factioti  before  it  took  it  over.  He 
thought  that  before  the  Coanty  Autho- 
rity was  called  upon  to  take  over  a 
main  road,  such  authority  should  be 
satisfied  that  the  rood  was  ia  a  proper 
condition.  The  County  Authority  itself, 
it  seemed  to  him,  should  bethe  judge  in 
the  matter. 

Ma.  BITCHIE :  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tieman  meaos  that  that  should  be  so,  ho 
far  aa  Sub- section  8  is  concerned  7 

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  Yes; 
I  would  take  that  aub-Beotion  away 
altogether. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  said,  the  same  rule 
obtained  iu  the  rural  districts  under  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  Rural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rities were  not  bound  to  accept  a  road, 
unless  it  was  put  in  proper  order  before 
being  handed  over  to  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RioaARs  WEBaTBa)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
sud,  that  in  Sub-section  6  it  was  pro- 


Mb.  STANSFELD  «ud,  that  tb» 
substance  of  Sub-section  8  waa  prae- 
tically  contained  in  Sub-section  6,  which 
was  governed  by  Sub-aeotion  7.  TlDder 
Sub- aeotion  6,  the  County  Authority  would 
determine  whether  it  should  order  k 
road  to  be  a  main  road  ;  and,  having 
satisfied  itself  upon  the  point  and  takes 
the  road  over,  it  would  be  boand  to 
fulfil  its  obligations  under  the  Highway* 
and  LocomotiTea  Amendment  Act  of 
1878. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  it 
was  bsoBUse  he  considered  that  am* 
biguity  would  arise  in  interpreting  Sab. 
section  S  that  be  moved  its  rejection. 
The  County  Council  might  say  to  tha 
District  Council  or  other  authority — 
"  We  will  not  take  over  a  certain  road 
until  you  do  something  which  we  con- 
sider necessary  for  its  maintenance  in 
the  future;"  and  under  Sub-section  8 
this  might  be  supposed  to  amount  to  a 
dispute  to  be  setUed  by  arbitration. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  that  in  the 
event  of  any  diffioaUy  arising  between 
a  County  Council  and  a  District  Council 


Tided  that  the  County  Council  should  ]  on  a  rosd  becoming  a  main  road,  there 


be  the  authority  over  the  roads,  and 
that  the  roads  should  be  made  to  their 
satisfaction  ;  whereas  Sub-section  8,  as 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  North -West 
Sussex  (Sir  Waller  B.  Barttelot),  made 
provision  for  disputes  arising  between 
the  County  Councils  and  the  District 
Councils  as  to  what  might  be  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  a  road  in  a 
condition  fit  for  the  conveyance  of  the 
through  traffic,  or  as  to  the  refusal  of 
the  County  Council  to  make  a  payment 
under  the  section  to  the  District  Council 
in  respect  of  any  undertaking  or  road, 
and  the  sub-section  provided  for  the  re- 
ference of  such  difficulty  to  arbitration. 
But  this  might  be  held  to  apply  to  what 
the  County  Council  might  have  a  right 
to  require  to  be  done  before  taking  over 
a  road,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  out  S^-sec- 
tion  8  altogether.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  its 


Amendment  proposed,  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  6. 
~{Sir  Riehard  Wthiter.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  Saury  B.  Ihwhr 


would  be  a  sufficient  power  already  in 
the  law  to  enable  a  settlement  to  be 
arrived  at. 
Question  put,  and  ntgativtd. 

TiaooTJNT  EBRINGTON  (Devon,  Ta- 
vistock) asked  whether  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  giving  the  District  Coun- 
cils a  loeut  itrntdi  on  the  question  of 
getting  thoroughfares  made  into  main 
roads?  Tt  was  necessary  to  make  roads 
leading  to  railway  stations  main  roads, 
and  yet  in  some  cases  the  County  Coun- 
cils might  refuse  fo  take  them  over. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  bad  already 
stated  that  this  question  would  be  con- 
sidered at  a  future  stage. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  there  were  new  powers  given  under 
Sub-section  2  of  this  clause  now  before 
the  Committee.  The  County  Council, 
for  instance,  was  to  have  power  to  turn 
a  highway  into  a  main  road,  and  to 
contribute  to  the  repair  of  a  main  road 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  District 
Council  without  taking  the  entire  man- 
agement of  such  road  upon  itself.  Well, 
those  powers  were  liable  to  abuse,  and 
he  should  like  to  have  some  axidanalion 


Amflndment  propOBod,  in  page  1 2,  line 
36,  after  the  word  "  highway/'  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  public  foot-path," — (Jfr, 
Srunntr.) 


'  That  those  word  a 
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BA  to  why  County  Oounoila  were  to  havo 
conferred  upon  them  power  not  hitherto 
exercised  by  Quarter  Sessions —power 
to  contribute  towards  the  maiutenanoe 
of  some  highway  in  the  county,  while 
they  did  not  take  it  over  as  a  main  road. 

Uk.  BITOHIE  said,  that  it  had  been 
reported  to  the  Local  GoTemment  Board 
that  there  were  oases  in  which  roads, 
though  they  were  not  main  roads,  ware 
to  some  extent  in  the  category  of  main 
roads,  and  in  regard  to  which  it  would 
be  advisable  to  give  a  County  Authority 
power  to  make  some  contribution.  He 
did  not  think  the  County  Councils  would 
be  likely  to  abuse  that  power.  There 
might  be  some  cases  where  County 
CounoiU  would  hesitate  to  take  over  the 
whole  responsibility  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  road,  and  yet  where  they  thought 
they  might  fairly  contribute  something 
towards  their  maintenance. 

Mb.  BBTJNNEB  said,  he  thought  the 
County  Councils  might  be  trusted  to  do 
what  was  right  in  the  matter.  The 
next  Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  in 
his  name — namely,  in  line  36  of  the 
olauBe,  after  "highway,"  to  insert  the 
words  "including  any  public  footpath 
by  the  side  of  such  highway."  He  had 
the  authority  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  the  Kadcliffe  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  I^eake)  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name — 
namely,  after  "  highway,"  to  insert  "  or 
public  foot-path.  He  would  move  that 
Amendment,  therefore,  in  preference  to 
his  own.  He  begged  to  point  out  that 
this  was  a  permissive  right  to  the  County 
Council,  and  that,  therefore,  the  objec- 
tion would  not  apply  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  President  of  the 
Ijocal  Qovemment  Board  had  nrged 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  relating 
to  public  foot-paths  already  brought 
under  his  notice.  It  seemed  to  him  a 
very  great  hardship  that  everywhere  all 
over  the  country,  that  part  of  the  road 
which  belonged  to  foot- passengers  should 
have  been  allowed  to  become  not  only 
leas  and  less  in  area,  but  less  and  leae 
fit  for  their  use  every  year.  He  desired, 
in  moving  the  Amendment,  to  obtain 
from  the  Committee  an  acknowledgment 
of  the  principle  that  the  County  Council, 
no  less  than  the  District  Council,  owed 
a  duty  to  foot  pat eengera  as  well  as  to 
those  who  were  wealthy  enough  to  travel 
on  wheels. 


Question  proposed, 
be  there  inserted," 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  that  be  saw  a 
eimilar  Amendment  to  this  down  in  the 
name  of  several  hon.  Members,  and 
having  given  this  power  in  connection 
with  roads  that  were  not  main  roads,  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  not  also 
give  it  in  connection  with  main  roads. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Mr.  HENEAOE  said,  he  now  desbed 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Uember 
for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhouse) — 
namely,  in  page  13,  after  line  8,  to  in- 
sert the  following  sub-section^ 

"  Notwithatuidm^  anything'  in  the  High- 
wnyi  and  Locomotives  (Amendment)  Aot,  1878, 
contained,  coanti'  councils  may  at  anf  time  de- 
clare that  anj  road  now  being  or  hereafter  to 
become  a  main  n»d  has  ceawd  to  he  a  main 
road  and  hai  become  an  ordinary  highway,  and 
section  sixteen  of  the  aaid  Act  thi^  *ppV  ^ 
■uch  road  accordingly." 

Mr.   BITCHIE:    We  have  already 

grovided  a  discretion  to    the    Oonnty 
ouncil. 

Mb.  HENEAQE  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that ;  but  he  wanted  to  do  something 
more  than  they  had  vet  decided  upon. 
After  the  Actor  1878  became  law,  owing 
to  a  great  deal  of  through  traffic  which 
used  to  pass  on  certain  roads  being 
diverted  by  railways,  many  old  turn- 
pikes were  made  main  roads  that  ought 
never  to  have  been  made  so.  This  had 
been  done  very  often  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  against  the  wish  of  the 
County  Authorities,  and  in  such  cases  as 
those  be  desired  to  give  the  County 
Councils  authority — he  wished  them  to 
be  able  to  declare  that  certain  roads 
should  no  longer  be  main  roads.  When 
the  Highways  Amendment  Act  came 
into  operation  in  Lincolnshire,  they  ap- 
pointed a  very  strong  Committee  indeed 
to  examine  into  all  the  roads,  and  they 
sent  in  a  carefully  prepared  scheme  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  saying 
which  roads  ought  to  be  main  roads  and 
which  ought  not  to  be  main  roads.  They 
only  recommended  that  six  miles  of  dis- 
tttmpiked  roads  should  be  made  main 
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to  act  in  these  matters  without  appeal- 
ing to  tho  Local  OoTernment  Board. 
I'heQaarterSesBioDsthoughttbe  County 
Councils,  who  would  be  in  possession  of 
better  information  than  the  Oorernment 
Department,  would  be  the  beat  judg:es 
of  what  should  be  done  in  the  matter 
of  deciding  that  certain  roada  ahould 
cease  to  be  main  roads. 

Queatioa  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  LAWaON  (St.  Panoraa,  W.) 
said,  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Uember  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth), 
he  be^ed  to  more  the  Amendment 
standing  in  that  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's name — to  add  to  line  11,  on 
P^s  IS,  "the  provisions  of  this  olause 
ebould  not  apply  to  the  county  of  Lon- 
don."  He  did  not  hnow  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  absolutely  necessary;  but  it 
was  clear,  for  many  reasons  into  which 
he  would  not  enter,  that  the  proTisiona 
should  not  apply  to  Londoa,  and  there- 
fore there  could  be  no  harm  in  putting 
the  matter  beyond  dispute  by  speeiGc 
words. 


roads,  with  the  exception  of  some  small 
pieces  of  thoroughfares  near  railway 
stations,  but  they  agreed  that  many 
miles  of  other  roads  should  be  made 
main  roads ;  but  what  was  done  by  the 
Local  Oorernment  Board  f  They  aent 
down  an  Order,  declaring  that  all  dis- 
tumpiked  roads  should  be  made  main 
roada,  and  did  not  take  the  slightest 
notice  of  any  of  the  recommendation  a 
of  the  County  Authority.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  in  Lincolnshire  they 
bad  30  or  40  milea  of  main  roads  which 
had  no  right  at  all  to  be  main  roads,  and 
that  they  had  other  roads  which  should 
have  been  made  main  roads  but  were 
sot.  He  thought  that  by  accepting  the 
Amendment  it  would  be  found  that  they 
oould  decrease  the  main  roads  in  Lin- 
colnshire by  one-half. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13_,  after  line  8,  to  insert  the  follow. 
ing  snb-seotioD— "  NotwiUutandiDg  anvthiog 
in  '  The  Highways  LooomotJTea  (J^eodmeat) 
Act,  167S,*  coDtiuned,  countj  coDncilt  miiy  al 
luiy  time  deoUre  that  any  road  now  being  oi 
hereafter  to  beoome  a  main  road  htu  ceased  ti 
he  a  main  road  and  has  become  an  ordinary 
highway,  and  aection  eiiteen  of  the  Mid  Act 
■hall  apply  totnoh  road  accordingly."— (Jfr. 
Stntagt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Thb  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BicHASD  Wsbster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  probably  had 
not  seen  that  which  had  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  was  to  have  moved  the 
Amendment.  He  referred  to  the  de- 
cision in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
in  which  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
power  of  deciding  the  point  in  queetion 
was  olearly  by  Statute  vested  in  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Where  Local 
Authorities  desired  to  get  rid  of  existing 
main  roads  they  must  apply  to  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that  decision,  and  if  he  had  known 
thai  hie  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hob- 
house)  had  not  intended  to  move  the 
Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  should 
have  himself  put  down  a  modiSed  pro- 

EobkI  on  the  Paper.  This  Amendment 
ad  been  agreed  to  by  the  Linoolnahire 
Quarter  Sessions,  who  desired  that  the 
County  Councils  should  have  the  power 
Jfr.  Htntage 


of  this  clause  shall  not  apply  to  the 
county  of  London." — {^r.  Lawion.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  worda 
be  there  added. ' 

Mr.  RTTCHIE  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  it  would  be  much  more  con- 
venient to  discuss  the  point  with  regard 
to  London  when  they  came  to  the  Lon- 
don Clauses. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

CoLOKEL  GUNTER  (York,  W.E., 
Barkston  Ash)  said,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, which  stood  in  hie  name,  he  moved 
in  accordance  with  the  resolution  passed 
by  the  Quarter  Seasiona,  having  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  district  to  which  he  be- 
longed. The  Highways  and  Locomo- 
tives (Amendment)  Act,  1878,  gave  cer- 
tain powers  in  regard  to  looal  divisions 
in  Lancashire  called  "hundreds."  Well, 
in  Yorkshire  similar  local  divisions  ex- 
isted, but  they  were  called  "  wapen- 
takes," and  as  the  Act  only  dealt 
ipecifically  with  "  hundreds  "  it  did  not 
apply  in  the  case  of  Yorkshire.  They 
had  therefore  the  anomaly  that  in  one 
part  of  the  country  one  system  prevuled, 
while  in  a  district  immediately  adjoining 
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and  only  separated  b;  the  oonnt;  line, 
through  the  abaenoe  of  one  noid  in  the 
section  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  a  dif- 
ferent sjatem  prevailed.  Oonsiderable 
inconvenience  Tras  necessarily  the  result. 
The^  asked  in  Yorkshire  to  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  adjoining  count; 
of  Lancaster,  and  as  he  wished  to  have 
the  same  law  applied  to  other  counties 
where  this  anomal;  existed,  he  had  used 
the  words  "all  counties, "  and  the  vordi 
"in  any  other  district." 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  13,  at  end  of  rab-ieotioD  (7)  add— 
"  ProTidad  that,  in  DonBtrning  that  •ection,  it 
dull  be  detmed  to  apply  to  all  BODntiai,  and 
that '  btmdred  '  Bhall  molilde  '  wapantaka  ; '  and 
aoy  hundred  or  wapentake  charged  witli  the 
exponae  of  the  maiatenance  aad  lepau  of  all 
the  main  roads  situate  therein  shall  be  relieved 
from  the  cost  of  oontribnting  to  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair  of  may  main  road,  or  part 
thereof,  utoate  in  any  other  hundred,  or  in  any 
other  laoh  district." — {CoUrtil  Owilir,') 

Question  pro  posed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Bia  BICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman 
would  scarcely  press  the  Amendment. 
He  was  not  sure,  in  fact,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  knew  what  the 
effect  of  it  would  be.  So  far  aa  he  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster)  understood  it,  the 
efTeot  would  be  to  break  tip  the  counties 
into  small  divisions,  and  give  local  juris- 
diotion  to  those  small  divisions  of  the 
county  which  really  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  County  Councils  as  a  whole,  a 
policy  which  would  be  adverse  to  the 
principle  on  which  the  Bill  had  been 
framed.  He  could  not  see  any  praotioal 
reason  for  picking  out  wapentAes  and 
hundreds,  and  making  them  subject  to  a 
special  provision  apart  from  the  county 
at  large.  Considerable  trouble  would 
arise  if  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  put  in  force,  whereby  par- 
ticular districts,  in  consideration  of  their 
maintaining  and  repairing  their  own 
main  roads,  should  be  relieved  from  the 
coat  of  contributing  to  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  main  roads  in  ether  dis- 
tricts. 

SiE  ITGHTEED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  Baid,  that  in  Lancashire  the 
county  was  broken  up  into  hundreds, 
and  the  oare  of  the  main  roads  was 
vested  in  the  authorities  of  each  district. 
In  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire  the 
same  system  entirely  prevailed,  but  the 


word  "wapentake"  was  osed  in  place 
of  "hundred,"  and  in  consequence  of 
that  the  Local  Authorities  there  were 
unable  to  exercise  the  powers  which  the 
authorities  of  districts  abutting  upon 
their  own  were  able  to  exercise.  It 
would,  perhaps,  meet  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  point,  if  an  Amend- 
ment were  inserted  declaring  that  the 
word  "hundred"  should  include  "wa- 
pentake." 

Colonel  OUNTER  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  the  hope 
that  that  Amendment  would  be  inserted 
later  on. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witMriiwn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrtei  to. 

Clause  16  (Power  to  County  Councils 
to  enforce  provisions  ot  Bivers  Pollution 
Act,  1876). 

Mb.  BRTJKNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wichj  said,  he  would  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bitcbie)  on 
the  progress  he  was  making  with  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  a  certain  disadvantage 
to  him  (Mr.  Bninner),  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  a  fuller  knowledge  of  the 
subject  with  regard  to  which  be  was 
about  to  move  an  Amendment  than  he  had 
himself  were  not  in  their  places,  pre- 
sumably not  haviag  expected  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  reached.  His  first  duty  was 
to  make  it  clear  what  his  Amendment 
was.  The  first  Amendment  standing  in 
his  name  was  in  line  15,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  so  much."  The  second  and 
third  Amendments  were  ooneequential. 
His  desire  was  this— that  instead  of 
making  it  the  dutyofoach  County  Coun- 
cil to  protect  agunst  pollution  so  much 
of  a  river  aa  bordered  on  or  ran  through 
the  territory  over  which  it  had  jurisdic- 
tion, to  provide  that  each  river  in  the 
country  should  be  under  the  protection 
of  a  joint  committee,  consisting  ot  or 
elected  by  all  tho  County  Councils  of  the 
districts  through  which  that  river  ran. 
This  matter  of  the  pollution  of  rivers 
was  B  very  important  one.  It  was  a 
matter  upon  which  the  prosperity  of  tho 
country,  and  in  a  large  measure  the 
food  of  the  people  of  the  country,  de- 

E ended,  as  well  as  tho  amenities  of 
fe  throughout  the  rural  districts. 
Now,  this  matter  of  the  protection  of 
rivers  from  pollution  ought  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  powerful  body.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would,  he  be- 
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liered,  acknowledge  that  the  Act  paeaed 
a  few  years  ago  with  the  very  beet  in- 
teatioUB  had  remained  practically  a  dead 
letter,  aod  he  vas  conTioced  that  it  was 
A  dead  letter  maioly  oa  account  of 
incompetency  of  the  Bodies  in  whose 
hands  the  working  of  the  Act  was  left. 
It  was  no  disgrace  to  any  Local  Autho> 
rity  to  be  inefficient  in  tiiis  matter,  for 
the  protection  of  a  river  from  pollution, 
if  it  were  to  be  dealt  with  wisely  and 
well,  required  a  very  high  degree  of 
scientific  knowledge,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rities in  a  county  should  be  able  to 
employ  men  of  the  requisite  scientifio 
attainments.  His  proposal  would  pro- 
vide not  only  for  a  Body  lar^  enough 
and  important  enough  to  secure  for 
themselves  the  necessary  scientific  ad- 
vice, but  it  would  provide  for  the  re- 
conciling of  all  the  interests  which 
were  concerned  in  each  river.  It  was  a 
very  frequent  thing  that  a  river  would 
go  through  a  mining  district  to  begin 
with,  it  would  then  run  through  a  manu- 
facturiog  district,  and  then  again  run 
into  an  agricultural  district.  Now,  if 
they  left  the  protection  of  the  river — say, 
the  upper  portion — in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council,  the  probability  was 
that  there  would  be  on  that  Council 
a  majority  of  men  Interested  in  mining, 
and  such  a  Council  would  be  especial^ 
careful  of  the  interests  of  mining,  rather 
than  of  those  of  the  river.  Then,  if 
^ey  went  to  the  district  where  the 
County  Council  represented  the  manu- 
facturing interest,  they  would  have  a 
majority  rather  concerned  in  the  pro- 
tection of  manufactures  than  in  the 
protection  of  the  river ;  and  if  they  went 
further,  they  would  find  the  river  in 
the  hands  of  a  Council  entirely  of  one 
opinion — that  was  to  say,  all  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  the  purity  of  the 
river,  because  the  pollution  of  a  river 
never  did  good,  but  always  considerable 
harm,  to  agriculturists.  What  he  pro- 
posed was  that  the  men  representing  the 
mining  interest,  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest, and  the  agricultural  interest  should 
meet  together  and  should  act  in  such  a 
wayBsnottodcBtroyeach  other's  interest. 
He  wiahed  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  such  a  Body 
as  this  would  never  act  except  reason- 
ably, and  when  It  did  act  it  would  act 
with  great  power.  He  himself,  though 
Mr.  Brunntr 


a  manufacturer,  was  bappUy  not  i 
pollutor  of  rivers,  and  he  was  deutoui 
that  the  Hivers  Pollution  Act  of  \m 
should  no  longer  remain  a  dead  Laltct. 
He  was  anxious  that  the  rivers  should 
be  protected,  hut  ha  was  no  less  auioni 
that  rivers  should  be  protected  vithoat 
doing  injury  to  the  u^rtant  indus- 
tries of  the  country.  What  was  tbe 
ordinary  course  of  affairs  under  tlu 
present  Act?  The  rule  was  that  ths 
Sanitary  Authorities  oared  nothing  fot 
the  pollution  of  a  river  until  the  nnisaoM 
became  intolerable.  When  a  nnissus 
became  intolerable  it  was  a  very&t- 
quent  thing  for  the  Local  Authori^ 
to  attack  a  manufacturer,  doss  bu 
works,  and  ruin  his  business,  and  m 
oases  where  they  bad  taken  such  i 
course,  if  one  went  to  the  river  agiia  s 
few  years  afterwards,  one  would  find, 
as  a  rule,  that  not  one  penoywotth  iA 
good  had  been  done  by  this  violent 
action.  Now,  rather  than  an  immenM 
amount  of  money  should  be  spent  frcaii 
time  to  time  in  legal  proceeding*,  and 
that  great  injury  should  he  done  to  a 
manufacturer  and  to  the  country  through 
the  destruction  of  industries  now  aid 
then,  he  thought  it  would  be  well  to 
have  the  management  of  the  whds  of 
each  river  in  the  hands  of  a  joint  Bodj, 
such  as  he  had  described,  who  wrald 
always  agree  to  act  reasonably,  but 
with  the  necessary  amount  offeree.  Ht 
trusted  he  should  carry  the  Commiltw 
with  him  in  this  matter.  He  did  not 
wish  to  take  up  anymore  time  thsnwu 
necessary,  and  he  would  therefore  con- 
tent himself  with  pointing  out  lo  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  PresidenI  oE 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board  this  one 
further  advantage  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  he  proposed — namely,  thit 
when  once  they  were  accustomed  to  leiA 
upon  a  river  as  an  entity  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  they  woula  begin  to  take 
care  of  it,  not  only  in  the  matter  of  the 
prevention  of  pollution,  but  also  in  the 
prevention  of  fioods.  He  felt  convinced 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  adapted 
and  the  Body  he  proposed  had  been  in 
operation  a  very  few  months,  whenevet 
a  flood  took  place  the  fact  that  it  lu 
coming  would  be  announced  from  the 
upper  reaches  to  the  manufacturing  ind 
other  districts  12  hours  beforehand,  bo 
that  the  farmers  would  be  able  to  get 
their  hay  out  of  the  way,  the  oottagw 
might  block  their  doorways^  and  the 
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mannfaohiTers  migbt  make  their  fao- 
torleB  secure.  By  the  adoption  of  hie 
Amendment  they  would  find  that  the 
livers  would  be  oared  for  in  ever; 
particular,  and  that  the  oosntiy  would 
be  enormously  the  gainer.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13, 
line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "so 
much." — (Mr.  Srunner.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  not  at  all  sure  that  the 
Amendment  the  hon.  Member  had  moved 
vould  meet  the  idea  he  bad  put  forward ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  it  would  do  something  to  make 
matters  still  worse.  His  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's)  objection — which,  perhaps,  he 
might  raise  on  that  Amendment — was 
to  the  olanse  itself  as  it  stood.  They 
had  olear  evidence  before  them  that  the 
lUvers  Pollution  Act  of  1876  up  to  the 
present  time  had  utterly  failed,  and  that 
it  had  failed  because  in  many  oases  the 
persons  who  were  the  offenders  were  at 
the  same  time  the  persona  who  had  to 
administer  punishment;  it  was  their 
duty  to  punish  themselves  for  their  own 
oSences,  and  naturally  they  did  not  do  so.' 
Well,  he  did  not  see  how  the  Amend- 
ment of  bis  boQ.  Friend  was  going  to 
meet  the  difficulty.  He  did  not  know 
whether  he  should  trouble  the  House 
with  evidence  on  this  point ;  but  there 
was,  at  any  rate,  plenty  of  evidence  very 
briefly  stated  and  explained  in  the  ad- 
mirable Beportof  Mr.  Fletcher  on  Biver 
Pollution.  Mr.  Fletcher  gave  a  number 
of  cases,  and  his  view  was  clear  in  his 
Beport  to  the  effect  that  the  power  ought 
to  be  taken  from  the  Local  Bodies  and  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  through  ita  special  Inspectors — 
namely,  thepowertoenforoe  against  these 
people  that  which  they  would  not  enforce 
of  themselves.  It  might  be  said  that  they 
were  going  to  have  a  higher  sense  of 
morality  upon  the  new  Local  Bodies ;  but 
to  his  mind  the  question  was  one  of 
extreme  difficulty.  There  would  be 
a  olaahtn^  of  interests  between  the 
different  Local  Authorities,  which  dash- 
ing of  interests  had  already  been  found 
to  exist,  as  Mr.  Fletcher  stated  in  his 
Beport.  The  Act  had  entirely  failed  on 
account  of  this  olaahing  of  intereetsi  and 


the  river  pollution  question  was  be- 
coming of  more  and  more  importance 
every  day.  They  had  now  in  our  large 
centres  of  population  a  menace  of  evil 
which  was  constantly  growing,  because 
of  the  want  of  care  of  me  water  supply, 
which  was  necessary  for  the  people  to 
drink.  Hethought  it  desirabletosaythat 
on  the  present  clause.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Government  would  say  that 
under  the  new  authorities  to  be  consti- 
tuted by  the  Bill  something  more  would 
be  done  to  deal  with  this  matter  than 
had  been  done  in  the  past,  He  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  at  any  rate,  could  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  as  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  only  aggravate  the 
existing  evil. 

Sir  LYON  PLATFAIK  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  had  considered  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  if 
passed,  he  would  have  supported  it 
rather  than  have  opposed  it.  It  was 
quite  right  to  say  that  the  Bivera  Pollu- 
tion Act  had  failed  on  account  of  local 
interests,  and  on  account  of  small  areas  ; 
but  the  object  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Brunner)  had  in  view  in  proposing  this 
Amendment  was  to  enlarge  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  river  into  a  drainage  area, 
and  thereby  to  overcome  the  local 
interests  that  defeated  the  present  Act. 
The  larger  they  could  make  their  drain- 
age area,  and  make  a  combination  of 
interests  through  a  joint  committee, 
the  better  would  they  be  able  to  prevent 
river  pollution.  They  had  successfully 
combated  with  the  fouling  of  air  in 
various  districts,  by  entrusting  the  Local 
Government  Board  with  power  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  pollution  of  air  by  emana- 
tions from  factories.  Well,  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  to  take  away  certain 
powers  from  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  give  them  to  the  Local 
Authorities ;  but  the  more  they  cut  up 
the  drainage  area  and  gave  jurisdiction 
to  different  authorities  through  which 
rivers  passed,  tho  more  completely  would 
they  prevent  the  efficient  action  of  the 
Bivers  Pollution  Act.  He,  therefore, 
quite  sympathized  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  proposed  the  Amendment  to 
get  a  committee  of  all  the  interests  in 
the  drainage  area  to  aut,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  in  that  way  they  would  have 
a  much  better  chance  of  preventing  the 
pollution  of  rivers.  It  was  nothing 
short  of  a  disgrace  to  the  country  that 
[Eltvmth  Night:'] 
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we  should  be  eo  far  behind  in  prevent- 1  area.    But  they  had  also  to  deal  with 


^  ;  pallutioD.      Aa  he  had  said, 

we  had  grappled  with  the  pollution  of 
air,  and  we  ought  now  to  grapple  with 
the  pollution  of  water.  Yery  long  ago, 
ages  ago,  long  before  the  hietory  of  this 
country  commenced,  some  oountriea  were 
ID  the  habit  of  taking  measures  for  the 
prevention  of  the  pollution  of  rivers, 
fleeing  the  importance  of  such  action 
muob  more  dearly  than  we  seemed  to 
do.  In  Egypt  the  Nile  was  thus  pro- 
tected in  ancient  times,  and  he  had 
always  felt  that  Moses  made  a  mistake 
in  not  carrying  away  with  him  one  of 
the  Commandments  of  the  Egyptians, 
that  they  should  not  pollute  rivets. 
Unfortunately,  Moses  did  cot  add  that  to 
the  Ten  Commandments,  and  the  result 
was  that  all  rivers  had  ever  since  been 
polluted.  This  question  was  of  great 
impoTtance  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity, and  he  thought  that  if  the 
power  of  preventing  the  pollution  of 
rivers  were  taken  away  from  the  Central 
Authority,  the  more  urgent  it  was  to 
coabiue  Local  Authorities  throughout  a 
drainage  area,  which  might  include 
several  oountiea,  and  to  make  them 
responsible  for  the  prrity  of  the  common 
streams. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiOHASD  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
not  adopt  the  Amendment.  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  it  that  the  excellent  object  he  had 
in  view,  and  to  further  which  he  would 
eatabliah  joint  committees,  oould  already 
be  attained  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  There  was  nothing  to  pre- 
sent one  or  two,  or,  in  fact,  any  number 
of  counties,  coming  together  and  forming 
a  jjoint  committee.  He  was  aoquainted 
with  the  Iteport  of  Ur.  Fletcher,  which 
stated  that  the  Bivets  Pollution  Act 
had  failed  in  many  respects ;  but  still 
there  were  other  cases  in  which  that 
Act  had  been  of  considerable  use,  and 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  avail  themselves  of  any  steps 
which  could  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
pollution  of  rivers.  He  agreed  that 
when  they  were  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion of  drainage,  floods,  or  with  the 
river  as  a  whole,  it  might  not  only  be 
desirable,  but  necessary,  that  the  matter 
should  be  taken  iu  hand  by  a  joint  com- 
mittee of  the  County  Councils,  who 
would  deal  with  the  whole  drainage 
Sir  Zgcn  Playfa 


large  and  substantial  local  poUutiona. 
There  had  been  many  cases  wnere  there 
had  been  very  serious  local  pollutions, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 
weaken  the  power  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil if,  iu  the  case  of  a  sudden  and  serious 
pollution  in  their  portion  of  the  river, 
they  should  possess  no  power  of  dealing 
with  it  until  they  had  assembled  tO' 
"ler  a  committee  from  the  other  por- 
tions of  the  river  who  had  no  interest  ia 
the  matter.  The  County  Councils  would 
not  be  able  to  act  by  means  of  a  joint 
committee,  By  all  means  let  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Brunner)  put  down  on 
Amendment,  If  he  chose,  to  enable  large 
joint  Bodies  to  deal  with  pollutions 
which  required  the  interference  of  all 
distriots  through  which  the  river  ran  ; 
but  he  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  oould  not 
see  why  a  particular  County  Council 
should  not  have  power  to  prevent  pollu- 
tion in  that  portion  of  the  river  which 
ran  through  its  own  jurisdiction.  When 
the  Committee  remembered  that  the 
dauae  sud  that — 

"A  county  ponDCil  shonll  hare  power,  in 
additioa  to  any  other  authority,  to  snforoe  the 
proTiaionB  of  tha  Btren  PoUation  Prevention 
Act,  1876,  (lutijeot  to  the  reBtriotioas  in  that 
Act  contained]  in  relaUon  to  lo  muoh  of  *aj 
atrsam  as  is  eitaated  witlim,  or  paises  through 
or  by,  any  part  of  their  county,  and  for  that 
purpose  the;  shall  have  tha  wma  powers  and 
duties  a*  if  they  wsfo  a  tanitary  authority 
vitliiii  the  meanioK  of  that  Act," 
they  would  be  at  a  loss  to  see  what 
reason  there  was  for  preventing  a  County- 
Council  which  might  be  anxious  to  do 
this  work  from  taking  it  in  hand.  He 
quits  agreed  with  the  observation — he 
had  already  said  eo — that  something; 
should  be  done  to  see  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bivers  Pollution  Act  were  better 
observed ;  but  it  would  not,  iu  hie  opi- 
nion, be  a  step  in  that  direction  to  try 
to  prevent  the  County  Councils  ftom 
discharging  this  function  over  that  part 
of  the  river  over  which  they  had  juria- 
diction.  Though  he  believed  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
pollution  of  the  water  supply,  be  did 
not  think  it  would  he  desirable  to  accept 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  brunner  begged  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  that 
the  Local  Authorities  were  very  fre- 
quently not  to  blame  if  they  did  not  in- 
terfere with  the  pollution  of  a  river, 
and  for  this  reason — that  when  a  pol- 
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lation  took  plooe  within  their  junsdic- 
tion  it  Ter;  frequently  did  no  harm 
there,  and  nobody  grumbled.  The  poU 
lutton  did  barm,  and  was  fait  as  a  very 
Mvere  leas,  not  in  the  diatriot  where  it 
occurred,  but  far  below.  It  wae  j  ust  for 
the  reaaoQ  that,  where  the  pollution  was 
oauaed,  it  was  not  felt  aa  a  nuisance,  and 
that  it  was  caused  by  people  who  would 
bare  a  majority  on  the  County  Council, 
within  whoaejurisdiction  the  mischief  was 
oauaed  ;  it  was  juet  for  that  reaaon  that 
be  wanted  the  County  Gounoils  to  join 
together  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
each  liver  &om  source  to  sea.  He  was 
a  manufaotorer  himself,  and  had  been 
amongst  manufacturers  all  bis  life,  and 
had  had  this  question  before  his  eyes 
for  a  great  many  rears.  He  knew 
exactly  where  the  shoe  pinched,  and 
be  could  assure  the  Committee,  from 
experience,  that  it  would  do  right  to 
follow  him,  and  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Un.  AMBBOSE  (Middlesex,  Harrow) 
said,  he  would  point  out  that  the  hon. 
and  leaned  Gentleman  -  the  Attorney 
General  bad  misapprehended  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment.  Instead  of  weaken- 
ing the  hands  of  the  County  Couneil,  he 
took  it  that  the  effect  of  striking  out 
these  words  would  be  to  enlarge  the 
power  of  County  Councils  generally,  ol- 
tboagb  it  would  restrict  the  power  of 
each  Cotuty  Council  individually  in  the 
matter  of  ue  prevention  of  river  p<^u- 
Uon  in  its  own  district.  He  held  &at  if 
any  pollution  took  place  in  a  portion  of 
the  river  pasting  tiirongb  a  district 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Council,  that  that  County  Council  should 
have  the  same  power  of  taking  action  as 
that  possessed  by  the  riparian  owner. 
The  riparian  owner  was  able  to  take 
action  against  anyone  fouling  the  stream, 
though  that  fouling  took  place  above  his 
land.  If  they  struck  out  these  words, 
then  a  Count;  Council  suffering  from 
the  fouling  of  the  river  in  another 
county  wonld  be  able  to  take  action 
under  this  parUcular  clause;  therefore, 
it  seemed  to  bim  that  instead  of  narrow- 
ing it  would  enlarge  the  power  of  those 
OoDDoila. 

SnL  LTON  PLAYEAIB  said,  tfae 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Brunner)  had  in  bis 
Amendment  an  important  provision 
which  would  remove  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General.    Would  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
look  at  the  further  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  following  page — 
namely,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  line  21 
the  following  words : — 

"And  in  flTwjr  cue  where  a  itream  pMSM 
through  or  by  more  than  one  county,  the  Local 
Goveinment  Board  shall  direct  the  council  of 
every  oouDty  through  or  by  which  anoh  itrBain 
pasaei,  to  join  in  appinntiiiK  oat  of  their  rmpeo- 
tive  bodieaajoint  oommittae,  which  shall,  in 
relatiim  to  tba  whole  of  auch  atraMn,  have 'all 
the  powers  aad  duties  by  this  section  granted  to 
a  county  council." 

That  Amendment  described  the  way  in 
which  the  proposal  would  work,  and  did 
not  take  away  the  power  of  tbe  County 
Council,  but  only  added  to  it.  He  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Geo* 
tleman  tbe  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  what  would  happen 
now.  They  were  taking  out  of  the 
counties  a  considerable  number  of  large 
boroughs  through  which  a  river  passed. 
Tbe  CbuBty  Councils  would  not  be  able 
to  go  into  these  large  boroughs  and  say 
— "  This  stream  has  been  fouled  within 
your  juriediction,  and  we  must  take 
action  upon  it,  to  prevent  a  continuance 
of  the  evil,"  because  the  borough  would 
have  beoome  a  county  in  itself.  There* 
fore,  if  the  Committee  wished  to  make  the 
measure  when  it  heeame  an  Act  of  Far* 
liament  an  efficient  one  for  the  preven- 
tion of  river  pollution,  they  must  iotm 
an  authority  farg^  than  a  aingle  County 
Council,  and  including,  in  tact,  the 
drainage  area,  which  would  enable  them 
to  go  into  tbe  bwonghs  and  the  counties, 
and  to  have  all  the  interests  ootabinod  in 
order  to  put  a  river  into  a  state  of 
purity. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.J  said,  he  merely  wished 
to  say  tme  word  as  to  this  question,  he* 
cause  this  was  really  as  important  a 
clause  as  they  could  have  in  the  Bill.  It 
was  notorious  that  all  over  England  our 
rivers  aad  atoeams  were  poUated,  and 
that  this  river  pollution  might  be  pre- 
vented if  proper  means  were  taken.  He 
held  that  the  Bill  was  the  measure  on 
which  these  means  might  be  taken ;  but 
he  ventured  to  think  that  these  means 
were  not  at  present  eontained  in  the 
clause.  He  did  not  see  how,  under  the 
clause,  one  County  Council  would  have 
power  to  deal  with  another  County 
Council  which  refused  to  do  its  duty  in 
r^ard  to  &uA  portion  of  the  river  pass- 
ing through  their  district;  aad  what  he 
i£lm>ith  HigU.} 
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traa  anxioue  to  see  was  that  Bome  power 
should  be  givea  by  which  the  pollution  of 
a  river  oould  be  ^eveDted  from  its  sonroe 
to  its  outfall.  TJalesB  they  had  soma 
better  means  of  action  than  that  which 
Tvas  proposed  by  the  clause,  they  would 
never  be  able  to  put  an  end  to  river 

Eollution.  He  tnew  how  much  the 
eatth  of  the  country  depended  upon  a 
good  water  supply ;  therefore,  ho  thought 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
do  well  if  he  etrengthened  this  clause  in 
the  manner  suggested  on  Beport.  With 
the  lezal  advice  his  right  hon.  Friend 
vas  able  to  get,  he,  no  doubt,  would 
bs  able  to  put  words  in  the  Bill  to 
effect  all  they  desired. 

The  PHESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BO AED{Mr.  Hitohm) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Gteorge's)  said,  the 
Gkiverament  desired  by  means  of  the 
clause  to  provide  a  remedy  for  some  of 
the  evils  which  were  admitted  to  szist 
with  regard  to  river  pollution.  It  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Ur.  Bradlangh)  that 
the  offender  at  present  was  tne  very 
authority  for  putting  the  Act  in  force, 
and  that,  naturally,  on  the  part  of  this 
authority  there  was  a  pardonable  reluc- 
tance to  do  so.  That  being  so,  the  Go- 
vernment were  desirous  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  lai^r  area  and  autho- 
rity they  were  setting  up  In  the  Bill  to 
provide  a  means  by  which  a  remedy 
might  be  found  in  places  where  the 
femt  lay  with  the  Sanitary  Authority 
itself.  XTnder  the  power  which  would 
be  conferred  by  the  Bill,  the  boroughs 
would  be  still  charged  with  the  duty  of 
preventing  the  pollution  of  riven ;  but 
if  they  did  not  perform  their  duties,  the 
Bill  would  enable  the  Oounty  OonnciU 
to  intervene.  It  was  also  provided  that 
where  a  stream  was  in  more  than  one 
county  a  joint  committee  should  be 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  taking  any 
aotioD.  The  only  difference  between 
the  Government  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  was 
this — the  Govern ment  thought  they 
oould  fairly  rely  upon  the  authority 
drawn  from  so  large  an  area  aa  a  county 
to  do  its  duty  under  this  provision  ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  hon.  Gendemen 
who  supported  the  Amendment  thought 
they  could  not  rely  upon  the  Oounty 
Council,  though  it  were  returned  from 
a  lai^e  area,  and  though  it  might  be 
Sir  Waittr  B.  Bartttkt 
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charged  with  many  very  important 
duties,  and  thoagh  they  were  in  hopes 
of  being  able  to  secure  an  authority 
powerfiu  enough  to  put  in  force  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  which  these  Oounoils  were  to 
be  charged.  The  Government  were  still 
of  opinion  that  the  County  Authority 
would  do  its  duty  in  this  respect.  It 
seemed  to  him  (Ur.  Kitchie)  that  by 
adopting  the  Amendment,  and  the  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Slember,  it  would  be  made  impossible, 
or  practically  impossible,  for  one  County 
Authority  to  act  with  regard  to  streams 
which  did  not  come  wholly  within  its 
own  area— that  if  a  stream  passed 
through  three  or  four  counties,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  one  oounty  to  act 
by  itself  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
pollution  within  its  own  area.  He 
understood  that  was  not  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  might  be  that 
he  (Ur.  Sitchie)  was  mistaken ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  taken  place  indicated 
that  a  much  larger  provieion  than  that 
advocated  by  the  Government  should  be 
adopted.  He  would,  therefore,  recom- 
mend the  Committee  to  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  thrown  out — 
namely,  that  they  should  let  the  clause 
stand  as  it  was,  with  the  view  of  en- 
abling the  Government,  with  the  light 
which  had  been  thrown  upon  the  wlMla 
matter,  to  consider  whether  they  could 
insert  some  words  which  would  make 
the  clause  a  more  effective  one. 

Bib  UGHTEED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WOETH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroo)  said, 
he  roee  to  presa  upon  the  risht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  the  point  men- 
tioned just  now  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Leeds  (Sir 
Lyon  Playfair),  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  noticed.  He  (Sir 
Ughtred  E  ay- Shuttle  worth)  did  not 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  enlarge  the  Bill  beyond  what  its 
original  drafting  would  have  accom- 
plished ;  but  he  wanted  to  impress  upon 
him  the  condition  of  that  part  of  Lanca- 
shire with  which  he  (Sir  Ughtred  Eay- 
Shuttleworth)  was  best  acquainted — 
namely,  that  part  drained  by  the  Bibble 
and  its  tributaries.  That  river  was  pol- 
luted by  about  five  districts.  As  the 
Bill  ongiaally  stood,  those  districts 
would  have  be«n  dealt  vi&  hj  ^ 
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Goantj  Oonnoil ;  but  the  Amendment 
making  Biimlej  and  Blackburn  into 
oonnties  of  boronghs  had  remoTed  two 
of  those  districta.  The  Count;  CouncilB 
of  Burnley  and  Blackburn  would  he 
supreme  in  their  own  diatriots,  and 
there  would  be  no  power  for  the  County 
Council  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
other  three  districts  to  come  in  and  deal 
with  the  tributaries  of  the  Kibble  as 
they  passed  through  Blackburn  and 
Barnley.  In  that  way  the  County 
Council  might  find  itself  powerless  to 

Srevent  pollutioDB  originating  in  the 
istncts  of  Blackburn  and  Burnley,  and 
injuring  the  important  districts  of  the 
county  below  those  towns.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  given 
some  attention  to  the  matter,  in  order 
to  prevent  any  difficulty  arising  in  this 


respect. 
Sib  I 
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Qentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
0«Temment  Board  nor  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
seemed  to  have  remembered  that  by  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  the  Biver  Thames  out- 
aide  the  Metropolis  would  be  absolutely 
unaffected,  and  would  remain,  as  now, 
under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board.  The  danse, 
as  it  now  Stood,  was  subject  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Bivers  Foliation  Fre- 
ventioD  Act,  1876,  in  which  there  vns  a 
clause  saving  the  powers  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board.  Now,  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board  was  a  very  bad 
authority  indeed  for  the  protection  of 
the  Thames 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  saving  powers  to  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board  did  not  prevent  the 
operation  of  the  Eivers  Pollution  Act. 
It  was  necessary  to  insert  the  saving 
clause,  in  order  that  the  Conservancy 
Board  might  retain  the  powers  they 
already  possessed;  but  these  powers  did 
not  override  the  powers  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  said,  that  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  was  the 
authority  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act.  He  knew  that  that  was  the 
case  in  connection  with  the  complaints 
made  not  long  ago  as  to  the  pollution 
of  the  river  by  house  boats,  and  the 
difficulties  created  by  steam  launches. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  powers  in  the 
case  of  the  Thames  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  County  Councils  of  the  districts 
through  which  the  river  passed,  and 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Conservancy  Board.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government,  after  they  had  considered 
this  point,  if  they  thought  he  was  right, 
would  on  the  Eeport  stage  introduce  such 
words  as  would  carry  out  hie  sugges- 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  that  if  it 
was  understood  that  the  Government 
intended  to  give  to  the  County  Councils 
full  control  of  the  streams  so  far  as  they 
exercised  iitrisdiction  over  the  districta 
through  which  they  passed,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  create  another  authority,  as  anti- 
cipated by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  then  bethought 
it  would  be  well  to  leave  the  matter 
over  till  the  Eeport  stage,  because  he 
thought  it  would  DC  impossible  to  agree 
to  the  form  of  words  to  be  adopted  uot. 
He  WAS  of  opinion  that  the  Amendment 
[JS?MVfftA  Ifight.']     . 


Sib  BICHABD  WEBSTER  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  pointed  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  desire  to  out  dovn  the 
powers  of  the  County  Councils,  but  that 
what  was  desired  was  to  supplement 
their  powers  by  a  more  powerful  and 
more  representative  Body.  If  the  hon. 
Member(Mr.Brunner)  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  the  Government  would 
undertake  to  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment to  carry  out  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  in  line  21.  It  would  be  necessary 
to  alter  the  clause  that  dealt  with  rivers 
passing  not  only  through  one  oouaty 
into  another,  but  through  a  borough 
and  a  part  of  a  county.  The  subject 
having  now  been  debated  at  some  length , 
and  fairly  well  understood,  it  would 
be  well  for  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  for,  either  now  or 
on  the  Eeport  stage,  the  Government 
would  add  to  the  clause  words  to  enable 
a  joint  authority  to  be  constituted  con- 
sisting of  representatives  of  the  Local 
Authorities,  which  would  best  enable  the 
points  last  referred  to  to  be  dealt  with. 

Ma.  8TAN8FELD  (Halifax)  said, 
he  thought  that  to  carry  out  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Northwich 
Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr.  Brunner)  a 
little  more  would  obviously  be  necessary 
than  the  Amendment  proposed  ;  there- 
fore he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  would 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Government, 
and  withdraw  hie  Amendment. 

Ma.  BAHUANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
bam)  said,  that  neiuier  the  right  hon. 
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Mb.  HENEAOE:  Will  the  right  boa. 
Oeatlemsn  the  Pretident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  the  olaiuM  al- 
ready passed  reprinted  as  amended? 

If  K.  BITOHIE :  Thej  have  boea  n- 
printed. 

Committee  report  ProgresB;  to  dt 
again  upon  2\i«»dity  3rd  Jnlj,  at  Two 


mored  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
deprive  the  County  Councils  of  the 
necessary  authority  for  dealing  with  this 
aubjeot,  rather  than  the  reverss, 

Mb.  BITCHLE  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  correctly  vhat  the 
Government  proposed  to  do.  Their  pro- 
posal was  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  take  the  clause  as  it  stood,  in  order 
to  amend  it  at  a  later  stage. 

Hb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  he 
would  ask  whether  the  words  in  the 
clause  "  in  addition  to  any  other  autho- 
rity" preserved  the  authority  of  the 
County  Council?  Did  the  proposal 
mean  that  the  authority  should  be  exer- 
cised under  the  clause  in  addition  to  that 
exercised  by  the  Sanitary  Authority  as 
it  already  existed  ?  Supposing  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
inserted,  several  County  Councils,  "in 
addition  to  any  other  authority,"  would 
have  power  to  enforce  the  Bivers  Pol- 
lution Prevention  Act  in  oass  of  emar- 
gieney. 

Thk  CHAIBMAN  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  Amendment  P 

Mr.  BEUNNEE  :  Yes. 

Anwndment,  by  leare,  withdraien, 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  {Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  said,  there  wsa  likely 
to  be  a  conflict  of  opinion  between  the 
authorities  constituted  under  the  Bill, 
and  the  existing  Town  Councils  or  Local 
Boards.  There  were  towns  which  had 
Sanitary  Authorities,  through  which 
rivers  passed ;  and  as  &e  County  Coun- 
cil would  have  jurisdiction  over  such 
rivers,  some  Amendment,  he  thought, 
should  be  inserted,  ia  order  to  prevent 
the  conflicts  certain  to  arise  when  two 
authorities  exercised  si milarjurisdiotions 
within  the  same  area. 

Mb.  BETINNEE  said,  the  Chairman 
had  been  a  little  too  quick  for  him — as, 
indeed,  he  was  too  quick  for  moat 
people.  He  just  wished  to  ask  this 
queeti(Hi,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  was  to  be  taken  as 
assuring  him  that  the  County  Councils 
would  include  the  Councils  of  boroughs? 
,  Mb.  BITCHIE  :  We  will  taka  oare 
^t  that  is  so. 


of  the  olook. 


MOTION. 


LEOimi  LIW  AMKSDUSXT   (SOOTLUD) 

Oo  Motioe  of  Ur.  Dotiftld  CiawfoH,  KU  ts 
smsnd  the  I«w  of  Lc^tim  in  SooUacd,  irAraJ 
to  be  liTouKlit  in   hj  lii.  Donald    Onwlari, 
Mr.  John  Balfour,  and  Ur.  Buchanan. 
BiQprtMnlid,  and  rwd  the  fiist  time.  [BillSll.] 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  ths 
clock,  the  House  asopMidad  its  Sitting. 


ORLERS   OF  THE  DA  Y. 

WATS  AND  HBANB.-O0IUCrTTM. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tb« 
Chair." 

AUfilOULTVRAL  TESASTRY  (WAI^). 
KEBOLUnOir. 

Ms.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  should  endeavour  to  be  mode- 
rate and  circumspeot  and  w^  within 
the  mark  in  any  statement  and  in  any 
Gonaiderations  he  might  urge  usoq  the 
House.  Anyone  making  a  Motion  with 
regard  to  Wales,  and  especially  with 
regard  to  agriculture  in  Wales,  was  im- 
mediately met  by  the  deplorable  want 
of  Parliamentary  information  on  iita 
subject.  When  he  looked  at  the  Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Beports  on  the 
state  of  trade  and  agriculture  of  the 
small  oountries  of  Europe,  and  even 
those  of  the  South  American  Eepublioe, 
he  felt  envious  that  those  countries 
should  have  so  great  a  share  of  atten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House,  while  a 
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1879  as  important  Ho^al  OommiBBion 
TBB  appointed^  to  inqaire  into  the  de- 
presBed  state  of  agricaltnre,  with  regard 
to  which  he  bad  to  make  some  general 
remarks.  In  the  first  plaoe,  not  a  single 
Welshman,  or  anyone  oonneoted  with 
Wales,  was  appointed  npoa  the  Oom- 
mission,  and,  as  a  natural  oorollary, 
very  few  Welshmen  were  examined  be- 
fore the  Commission.  For  all  the  coun- 
ties of  South  Wales,  the  only  one  exa- 
mined was  an  ezteneire  laud  agent; 
while,  for  North  Wales,  the  only  person 
examined  was  Lord  Fenrhyn,  who  was 
mooh  respected,  but  who  was  a  large 
landowner,  who  lived  ae  muoh  apart  from 
the  ordinary  tenants  of  Wales  as  the 
Olympian  gods.  TheOommiseion,in  their 
wisdom,  appointed  a  gentleman  who 
for  many  years  had  been  a  Poor  Law 
InHpector  to  be  Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Wales ;  he  knew  no  Welsh ;  he  was 
an  absolute  stranger  to  the  Welsh  far- 
mers, and  instead  of  examiuing  them 
and  collecting  information  from  them, 
he  sent  a  number  of  very  carefully  pre- 
pared inquiries  to  Poor  Law  cltrks. 
That  was  a  natural  expedient  for  hftu 
to  obtain  information,  but  ooe  would 
bareimi^^ned  that  this  gentleman  would 
have  taken  more  oare,  and  have  gone, 
not  to  the  Poor  Law  clerks,  but  to  the 
farmers  tbemBelvca.  Now,  his  Report 
was  practically  the  sum  total  of  the 
Parliamentary  information  upon  the 
state^of  agriculture  in  Wales  which  they 
poBsessed.  In  his  Motion  he  referred  at 
the  outset  to  the  special  ciroumstancea  of 
Wales,  and  he  saw  on  the  Paper  of  that 
morning  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Denbigh  (Colonel  Corn- 
wallis  West)  had  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment which  practically  challenged  the 
first  part  of  bis  Motion.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  asked  the  House  to  deny 
that  there  were  any  special  circum- 
stances existing  in  land  tenure  in  Wales. 
He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  wished  to  appeal, 
first  of  all,  to  the  Report  of  the  Assiatant 
Commissioner  with  regard  to  the  dif- 
ference between  Eagliah  and  Welsh 
agriculture.  Mr.  Boyle,  the  gentleman 
to  whom  he  referred,  was  Assistant 
Commissioner  not  only  for  the  12  Welsh 
counties  but  for  eight  English  counties, 
and  he  reported  that  the  eight  English 
and  the  12  Welsh  counties  comprised  in 
his  district  exhibited  greater  variety 
and  more  marked  contrast  in  the  dis- 
tribution  of  land,   as  well  as  in  re- 
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apect  of  inhabitants  and  the  cha- 
racter of  agriculture,  the  condition 
as  well  as  the  habits  of  the  rural 
population,  than  would  be  found  within 
the  same  limits  in  any  other  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  So  much  for  his 
statement.  He  now  came  to  the  special 
circumstances  over  and  above  this  dis- 
tribution of  land  as  between  England 
and  Wales.  The  first  circumstance  arose 
from  the  special  charm  and  delight  of 
the  land  of  Wales  itself ;  for  inatauce, 
the  Welsh  tenant  had  an  attachment  to 
the  soil  which  be  cultivated,  and  to  the 
religious  and  social  community  in  which 
he  lived,  which  could  not,  he  ventured 
to  say,  be  found  in  any  part  of  England. 
Lord  Penrhyn,  although  he  did  not  know 
much  about  the  small  hillside  tenants  of 
Wales,  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
misaion,  and  being  asked  if  there  was 
in  Wales  what  was  called  hereditary 
tenantry,  he  replied  that  there  was  a 
great  feeling  about  that,  they  liked  to 
succeed  their  fathers  and  grandfathers 
on  their  farms.  If  any  further  testimony 
were  necessary,  he  might  quote  the  state- 
ment made  last  year  by  a  large  Conser- 
vative landowner  of  Cardiganshire,  who 
said  that "  landlords  in  Wales  were  able 
to  secure  a  higher  rent,  because  Welsh- 
men loved  the  soil  on  which  they  were 
brought  up,  and  because  the  tenants 
were  not  true  to  one  another ;  if  there 
was  a  farm  about  to  become  vacant  there 
were  adoxen  people  applyingforit — they 
would  not  give  the  sitting  tenant  a 
chance  of  making  terms  with  the  land- 
lord." Tbeircontentionwasthattheland 
system,  as  it  existed  in  Wales  at  present, 
enabled  the  mean  and  Belf-seeking  to 
profit  at  the  expense  of  the  industrious 
and  bravely  struggling  tenant.  But  not 
merely  did  this  land-hunger  afi'ect  the 
tenantry,  it  afTected  purchase.  Gentle- 
men who  had  made  fortunes  in  large 
English  cities  deaired  to  find  not  merely 
land  and  luxuries  of  ownership,  but  they 
wanted  to  get  rest,  scenery,  and  a  magi- 
stracy and  county  status.  Now,  there 
was  no  plaoe  where  they  could  get  those 
things  BO  easily  as  in  Wales.  A  Non- 
conformist might  be  the  leader  in  his 
neighbourhood  for  50  years ;  he  might 
be  respected  and  beloved  by  the  com- 
munity, but  he  had  very  little,  if  any, 
chance  of  a  magistracy  during  the  whole 
of  his  life  ;  but  suppose  some  stranger — 
some  Churchman,  or  a  gentleman  of 
particular  political  opinions — w^nt  t^ 
8  U 
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Wales  and  bought  a  Bmall  eitate,  he  bad 
not  to  wait  man;  yeari  before  be  woa 
put  on  tbe  Magisterial  Bench  to  dispense 
justice  to  Welsh  Bpeakingpeople.  Thoss 
Rentlemen  bid  against  the  tenant,  who 
himself  was  so  attaobed  to  the  soil  that 
ho  was  ready  to  offer  what  often  appeared 
a  foolish  prioe  for  his  holding,  first  of 
all  in  order  that  he  might  keep  hia  home, 
and  further,  that  be  might  secure  the 
fruits  of  bis  improrements  and  industry. 
Now,  those  gentlemen  came  over  with 
fortaaes,  they  bought  land  over  the  head 
of  the  cultivator  at  a  fancy  prioe,  and 
then  they  turned  round  and  applied 
oommeroial  principles,  saying  they  had 
paid  a  certain  amount  for  the  land,  and 
must  get  so  much  per  cent  for  tbe  out- 
lay. Anyone  who  kne«f  Wales  even 
superficially  must  be  aware  that  this 
statement  was  well  within  the  mark. 
Mr.  Doyle,  in  bis  official  Beport,  stated 
that  in  Montgomeryshire  demands  bad 
been  made  to  raiee  the  rents  to  pay 
a  fair  percentage  upon  tbe  purchase 
money.  This  competition  for  laud  was 
a  ciroumetanoe  special  to  Wales,  was 
specially  adverse  to  tbe  interest  of  the 
tfller  of  the  soil,  and  placed  him  at  tbe 
mercy  of  the  landlord.  But  this  was 
aggravated  by  another  ciroumitanoe,  the 
obaem  oreooi&Igutf  which  existed  b  et  ween 
the  landlords  and  tbe  oocupying  tenants. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  that  point,  but 
merely  refer  to  three  great  qneattons 
which  divided  the  bulk  of  the  landlords 
of  Wales  from  the  bulk  of  the  occupiers. 
Wherever  one  went  in  Walee — except 
on  the  borders  of  Montgomeryshire, 
Badnorshire,  and  parts  of  Brecknock- 
shire— it  would  be  found  that  the  culti- 
vator and  his  family  were  Welsh  speak- 
ing, and  that  his  religious  Bervioes  and 
social  communications  were  carried  on 
in  tbe  Welsh  language.  On  the  other 
hand,  with  the  rarest  exceptions,  Qie 
landlord  was  ignorant  of  the  language 
of  his  tenants.  That  would  naturally 
create  a  certain  amount  of  estrangement 
and  a  chasm  between  tbe  landlord  and 
the  tenant ;  but  it  was  further  aggra- 
vated by  the  fact  that  at  a  critical  period 
in  their  religious  and  national  history 
the  end  of  tbe  last  century,  most  of  the 
Welsh  people  built  up  a  religious  system 
of  their  own,  and  were  separated  entirely 
and  completely  from  tbe  landowners  of 
Wales,  who  remained  attached  to  the 
Anglican  ecclesiastical  system.  Tbe 
division,  however,  did  not  stop  there ; 
Mr.  T.  E.  Mil 


for  in  the  course  of  the  present  century 
not  merely  had  there  been  a  religioaa 
divorce,  but  as  complete  a  politiaal 
divorce  betweea  tbe  landlords  and  tlie 
oultivatori.  He  was  glad  to  see  present 
many  of  his  Golleaguea  from  Wales  who 
were  large  landowners ;  but  be  thought 
if  each  one  of  them  were  to  give  an  im- 
partial experience  of  Welsh  landlords 
at  election  times  he  would  say  that  19 
out  of  20,  if  not  99  out  of  100,  wera 
bitterly  hostile  to  the  popular  cause. 
It  was  not  without  significance  that 
every  County  Member  for  Wales,  with 
the  exception  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Badnorshire  (Mr.  Walsh),  sat  on  that 
side  of  tbe  House,  and  they  were  there 
not  alone,  because  they  were  pledged  on 
some  burning  question  in  regard  to 
Wales,  but  also  because  there  hul  lately 
been  a  gradual  but  sure  and  inevitable 
revolt  against  the  land  system  of 
Wales  as  at  present  administered. 
What,  then,  hadbeen  theresults  of  this 
dJd'erence  between  tbe  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Wales?  He  thought  there 
bad  been  two  results — first,  a  want  of 
sympathy  between  tbe  landlord  and 
tenant,  and,  seoondly,  a  deplorable  want 
of  information  and  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  as  to  the  conditions 
and  circumstanoes  of  the  cultivator  of  the 
soil.  Not  only  was  there  a  want  of 
sympathy,  but  in  too  many  cases  the 
landowner  employed  his  position  and 
his  monopoly  of  the  land  in  order  to 
punish  the  cultivator  on  account  of  his 
creed.  He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  did  not 
want  to  refer  at  great  length  to  that 
point,  but  if  any  one  in  that  House  con- 
versed with  the  ordinary  tenants  of 
Wales  with  regard  to  their  past  elec- 
tioneering experiences,  he  would  find 
that  the  three  General  Elections  of  the 
years  1859,  1865,  and  1S68  were  not 
merely  well  known,  hut  that  the 
memory  of  the  evictions  which  took 
place  after  those  elections  had  burnt 
itself  indelibly  into  the  hearts  and  oon- 
soiences  of  the  people,  and  many  a  day 
would  have  to  pass  over  Wales  before 
the  memories  of  those  evictions  passed 
away.  It  might  be  said  that  tbe  pass- 
ing of  the  Ballot  Act  of  1870  had  alle- 
viated that  condition  of  things.  He  did 
not  suppose  that  there  were  any  people 
within  the  four  countries  that  were  more 
thankful  for  that  great  Act  than  the 
Welsh  people,  because  it  bad  enabled 
them  to  exercise  their  right  of  su&a^ 
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vith  lomethin;  lik«  liberty.  But  even 
at  the  preaetit  day  this  want  ofaym- 
pathy  between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
worked  reiy  dieaatrouely  to  the  eooial 
welfare  of  Wales ;  for  in  many  parte 
there  was  among  a  certain  number  of 
the  landowners  a  set  purpose  to  make 
it  diffioult  and  impossible  for  Noncon- 
formistB  or  Ltberus  to  obtain  farms. 
This  led  to  the  creation  of  a  class  of 
ayDOphante  and  epiee,  the  most  abom- 
inable that  infested  Ood'e  earth,  who 
were  ready  to  watoh  for  the  political 
and  religious  action  of  a  Nonconformist 
and  Liberal  tenant,  and  not  only  that, 
but  to  oust  him  from  his  place  and  get 
his  farm,  because  ther  were  ready  to 
take  up  the  politioal  and  religious 
view  of  the  landlords.  This  feeling  was 
strong  in  Wales,  but  he  thought  that 
the  landlords  were  beginning  to  find 
out  that  the  Ohurohmau  and  persons  of 
certain  politioial  opinions  were  not 
always  able  to  pay  the  rent  to  the  rery 
day.  Even  during  that  week  there  bad 
been  a  somewhat  ludicrous  illustration  of 
the  tension  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Wales.  In  one  of  the  news- 
papers published  in  Wales  the  following 
circular  appeared  that  week.  How  far  it 
had  obtained  the  sanction  of  any  land- 
owner, and  bow  far  it  would  be  repu- 
diated by  landowners,  he  did  not  know, 
but  it  was  interesting  as  mirroring  the 
circnmatanoea  of  the  time.  The  circular 
was  addressed  to  the  clergy,  landowners, 
and  tenants,  and  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  Church  and  all  landed  property 
was  so  seriously  attacked,  and  the  spirit 
of  socialism  was  so  rapidly  spreading  in 
Wales,  that  it  was  becoming  necessary 
for  the  elergy  and  the  wealthy  to  know 
who  were  their  true  friends,  and  to  act 
accordingly;  that  landowners  in  particu- 
lar should  be  on  &eir  guard  as  to  the 
fiersons  to  whom  they  might  let  their 
and,  and  should  ascertain  whether 
candidates  for  their  farms  were  the 
biends  of  order  and  justice,  or  of  anarchy 
and  confiscation.  The  circular  went  on 
to  say  that,  at  the  urgent  request  of 
certain  persons  of  influence,  a  Conserva- 
tive registry  had  been  opened  as  a 
medium  of  communication  oetween  the 
landowners  wanting  tenants  and  tenants 
wanting  farms,  and  that  with  the  view 
of  carrying  out  the  soheme,  Incumbents 
were  requested  to  inform  the  writor  of 
any  fsrms  vacant  or  about  to  become 
raoant  in  their  parishes,  and  so  on.    He 


quoted  this  in  order  that  it  might  serve 
as  a  salutary  Warning  to  the  class  of 
infbrmers  he  had  referred  to.  He 
regretted  also  to  have  to  refer  to  the  fact 
that  during  the  last  few  weeks  and 
months  in  which  there  had  been  con- 
siderable, if  not  fierce,  agitation  in 
Wales,  tonantshad  been  receiving  notices 
to  quit  because  they  had  taken  a  certain 
line  with  regard  to  the  tithe  question. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  very  essense  of 
the  land  systom  in  England  was  that 
there  should  be  a  thoroughly  good 
understanding  and  strong  sympathy  be* 
tween  the  landlord  and  the  tenant. 
The  hon.  Kember  for  the  Bodmin 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Courtney) 
had  writton  a  paper  lately  in  one  of  the 
monthly  reviews  upon  the  subject  of 
occupation  of  land,  in  which  he  referred 
to  the  extreme  value  of  the  leasehold 
system  existing  in  Scotland  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  but  he  said  that  when  leases 
did  not  prevail  there  was  not  unfie- 
quently  in  the  South  of  England  a 
person  who  might  be  called  a  sort  of 
providential  landlord,  animated  with 
much  the  same  taste,  having  the  same 
feelings,  and  looking  forward  to  the 
same  objects  as  the  persons  who  farmed 
under  him.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
such  a  oommunity  did  not  exist  in 
Wales  as  the  hon.  Oentleman  said 
existed  in  the  South  of  England  and 
in  Scotland.  But  not  merely  did  the 
state  of  things  in  Wales  affect  the  sym- 

fiathy  which  ought  to  be  between  land- 
ord  and  tenant,  but  it  led  to  the  want 
of  information  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord as  to  the  actual  condition  And 
circumstances  of  bis  tenants.  Many 
landowners  in  Wales  regarded  the 
payment  of  rent  as  the  only  teat 
of  the  prosperity  of  their  tenants.  Lord 
Penrhyn  was  asked  heforS  the  Oom- 
misaion  whether  anything  like  indebt- 
edness had  crept  is  amongst  the  tenants ; 
and  his  Lordship  replied  that  he  did  not 
know,  that  they  had  all  paid  their  rents, 
and  ^at  he  had  never  heard  of  any 
complaint  of  the  kind.  As  if  the  angnst 
and  secluded  occupant  of  Penrhyn  Oastle 
could  hear  the  complaints  of  Welah- 
apeaking  tenants  on  the  remote  hillsides. 
But  what  were  the  replies  which  Mr. 
Voyle  obtained  from  the  Poor  Law  clerks 
in  Oamarvonshire,  where  Lord  Penrhyn 
was  the  largest  landlord  f  In  reply  to 
the  question  whether  rente  were  regu- 
larly paid,  the  clerk  of  one  Uaioa  n- 
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plied  tliat  they  were  paid,  but  that 
many  of  the  tenants  Dorrowed  from 
bankers  and  friends  to  pay  the  rent, 
and  that  no  abatement  or  rednotion 
had  been  made.  The  reply  came  from 
Anglesea  that  the  tenants  Iwd  paid  the 
rents,  but  had  been  considerably  assisted 
by  bankers  and  oom  merchants.  An- 
other reply  was  that  it  was  believed  that 
the  tenants  had  paid,  although  several 
bad  borrowed  money  to  pay  their  rants. 
One  answer  from  BrecouaMre  was  that 
the  tenants  were  heavily  in  arrear, 
that  abatements  were  Bometimas  made, 
but  not  to  the  extent  to  which  they 
had  been  made  in  other  parta  of  the 
country.  The  report  from  another 
TTnion  was  that  rents  had  been  paid 
regularly,  but  that  bills  of  sale  had  been 
on  the  increase.  Now,  those  reports 
were  made  in  1881,  at  the  time  when 
Hr.  Doyle  reported  that  the  depression 
in  England  was  most  serions,  but  that  it 
was  not  BO  serious  in  Wales.  It  was  the 
last  four  or  five  years  that  had  been 
absolutely  ruinous  to  the  fanners  in 
Wales;  and  if  that  were  true  at  the 
date  referrsd  to,  how  much  more  true 
was  it  at  the  present  timef  How  did 
this  want  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
landowners  affect  the  tenants  T  In  the 
first  place,  the  landlords  would  not 
realize  to  what  a  serious  pass  the  tenants 
had  come ;  they  had  been  deceived  by 
the  great  competition  for  small  hill- side 
farms,  which  were  very  numerous  in 
Wales  i  and,  whilst  the  competition  for 
them  had  been  intensified,  the  standard 
of  rental  of  good  land  was  made  to 
apply  to  the  land  on  the  rugged  hill- 
side. He  thoaght  that  had  it  not  been 
for  two  facta  the  crash  would  have  come 
three  or  four  years  ago.  This  had  been 
averted,  first,  because  the  holdings  in 
Wales  were  very  small,  so  that  when  a 
large  number  of  tenants  had  become 
bankrupt  and  were  sold  up,  a  number 
ot  labourers  who  had  saved  money 
were  able  for  a  time  to  take  their 
places,  many  of  them  soon  collapsing. 
The  second  caase  which  had  averted  the 
erash  was  that  Welsh  tenants  were  pro- 
verbially thrifty  and  induatrious.  Mr. 
Doyls  said  that  the  Welah  farmer,  to 
whatever  class  he  might  belong,  was 
more  thrifty  than  an  English  farmer  in 
a  corresponding  position,  and  that  the 
farmer  in  Wales  fared  worse  than  the 
English  labourer  in  receipt  of  average 
wage.  From  the  figures  published  by  the 
Jfr.  T.  E.  Mh 


Inland  Bevenue  Gommlsuonert  a  few 
years  ago,  a  very  instmcdve  comparison 
was  to  be  made  with  regard  to  uie  rise 
of  rents  between  the  years  184*2  uid 
1879.  He  found  from  that  Report  that 
rents  in  England  rose  during  that  period 
23-5  per  cent  as  against  S4'6  in  Wales ; 
and  yet  the  reduction  and  abatement  of 
rent  in  Wales  was  incomparably  lower 
than  it  had  been  in  Eagland,  although 
the  fall  in  prices  in  Wales  had  been 
quite  OS  serious  and  quite  as  roinoos  as 
it  had  been  in  England.  Oattle  had 
fallen  in  the  last  four  years  from  S3  to 
50  per  cent,  sheep  33  per  cant,  horses 
SO  to  50  per  cent,  butter  36  per  eent, 
corn  30  per  cent,  and  wool  60  per  cent ; 
yet  up  to  last  year  the  average  reduc- 
tion in  rents  in  Wales  had  not  amounted 
to  more  than  10  per  cent.  Some  land- 
owners had  made  excellent  reductione, 
however;  firom  Idper oentto2Sper oent 
in  some  oases.  One,  if  not  more  ot  bis 
hon.  Colleagues,  four  or  five  years  ago, 
who  had  realized  the  position  of  the 
tenants,had  given  upeteadily!J5  percent 
on  each  rent  day.  There  were  many  land- 
owners in  Wales,  however,  who  had 
only  given  small  abatements  of  S  or  10 
per  cent,  and  there  were  others  who  had 
made  no  abatement  at  all.  Even  in  the 
present  year,  with  a  ruinous  fall  in 
prices,  the  average  reduction  did  not 
amount  to  15  per  cent.  What  had  been 
the  effect  of  this  upon  the  welfare  of 
the  people  generally?  Of  course,  the 
first  effect  bad  been  upon  the  farmers. 
He  thought  he  might  count  fay  sooros 
farmers  belonging  to  the  most  indus- 
trious and  th^y  of  their  olaas  to  be 
found  in  England  or  Wales  who  had 
beoome  bankrupt  and  been  sold  up.  At 
the  present  time,  without  doubt,  the 
majority  of  the  tenantry  were  involved 
in  debt.  They  went  surety  for  each 
other  at  the  banks,  and  the  result 
was  that  whenever  one  farmer  got 
within  the  grasp  of  bis  creditors,  he 
generally  took  with  him  six  or  seven 
others.  Not  only  was  that  the  case, 
but  the  farmers'  stock  was  depreciated, 
and  labourers  found  little  work,  rural 
parts  were  depopulated,  and  land  had 
been  steadily  deteriorating,  so  that  the 
local  burdens  of  the  highway,  school, 
and  poor  rates  were  becoming  heavier 
to  bear.  Inorderthatbemightbeoertain 
of  the  ground  on  which  he  was  going,  he 
would  read  a  short  quotation  from  Tk» 
Land  AgftiW  Rteord,  which  said   that 
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there  was  no  ooncealing  the  fact  that 
the  tenant  farmeTB  had  been  -very 
hard  hit,  and  were  UBing  the  capital  of 
other  parties  to  meet  ^eir  payments ; 
that,  whilst  the  supply  of  manure  vas 
ample,  the  oultiTation  of  the  land  was 
ffoing  down  ;  that  fields  were  left  long 
beyond  their  time,  and,  notwithstanding 
that  there  was  a  general  decrease  of 
Talue  each  year,  the  tenants  clung  to 
their  farms  owing  to  the  very  great  loss 
they  would  sustain  by  selling  out,  and 
from  their  inability  to  turn  their  hands 
to  any  other  trade.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  state  of  things  called  for  the 
immediate  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovenunent.  In  good  times  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Welsh  oultirators  lived  in 
fear  of  inoreased  rents,  and  in  times  of 
falling  prices  they  were  subjected  to 
rent«  whioh  were  exoeseivo.  Bforeorer, 
the  yearly  tenure  was  in  Wales  doubly 
insecure,  because  the  tenant  depended 
upon  the  oaprioe  of  a  landlord  who 
very  often  hated  and  detested  his 
reljgioas  and  political  principles.  He 
thought  he  might  say,  in  reference 
to  the  majority  of  estates  in  Wales, 
that  the  agreements  had  been  so  drawn 
up  as  to  DO  reetriotiTe  and  vexatious. 
Coming  fW>m  a  peasant  home  himself, 
and  having  opportunities  to  go  in  and 
out  among  the  peasantry,  he  could  not 
hut  express  his  keen  sense  of  the  anxiety 
and  pain  and  agony  with  whioh  hun- 
dieds  and  thousand s  of  honest  and 
thrifty  peasants  exercised  their  civil  and 
religious  rights  of  citizenship,  and 
worked  from  mom  till  night  to  keep 
their  homes  together,  and  to  feed, 
clothe,  and  educate  their  children.  He 
might  be  asked  what  remedy  he  pro- 
posed ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
not  his  duty  to  propose  a  remedy,  but 
simply  to  state  to  the  House,  as  honestly 
and  truthfully  as  he  could,  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  Wales.  He  had,  in 
the  latter  part  of  hia  Motion,  referred  to 
what  was  most  specially  and  urgently 
needed  in  Wales.  On  that  pointhe  would 
quote,  for  the  second  time,  an  authority 
very  much  respected  in  that  House,  and 
by  the  extreme  school  of  political  econo- 
mists and  advocates  of  ireedom  of  con- 
tract. He  referred  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Sodmin  Divi- 
sion of  Cornwall,  whose  views,  expressed 
in  a  significant  article,  admirably  repre- 
sented the  seeds  of  the  tenants  in  Wales. 
Xhe  hon.  Qentlemao   said,  that  wha^ 
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they  were  in  search  after  appeared  to 
be  the  institution  of  some  kind  of  inter^ 
mediate  authority  which  should  be  able 
to  regulate  and  supervise  the  relations 
between  the  occupying  tenants  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  person  or  community 
entitled  to  rental  on  the  other,  and  who 
should  be  able  to  supervise,  modify,  or 
control  their  relations  one  with  the 
other,  so  as  to  secure  the  idea  of  con- 
stant and  best  occupation.  On  one  of 
the  Standing  Oommitteea,  of  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member,  some 
70  members  of  the  House  were  discus- 
sing a  Bill  which  provided  for  interven- 
tion, to  a  great  extent,  between  the 
traders  of  this  country  and  the  power- 
ful railway  monopolists  ;  and,  in  listen- 
ing to  the  discussions  day  by  day,  he 
had  often  asked  himself  the  question, 
that,  if  it  were  ueoeseary  that  the  power- 
ful and  almost  omnipotent  traders  of 
England  should  have  an  intermediate 
authority  between  them  and  the  Bailwaj 
Companies,  how  mnch  more  necessary 
was  it  for  the  Welsh  tenant  to  have  an 
intermediate  authority  between  him  and 
the  landlord.    In   some   cases,   where 

fiublio  authoritiee  were  the  owners  of 
and,  this  difficulty  had  been  met,  Xhe 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
had  soma  years  ago  considered  the  con- 
dition of  their  tenants,  and  given  reduc- 
tions of  25  per  cent,  and  even  more. 
Again,  the  Ecclesiastical  CommiBsionera 
had  recognized  the  condition  of  agricul- 
ture, and  they  had  given  not  merely  a 
reduction  of  25  per  cent  to  the  tenants, 
but  also  very  great  facilities  for  pur- 
chaee.  That  was  what  they  were  asking 
for  on  behalf  of  the  Welsh  tenantry. 
They  asked  for  facility  of  pnrohase 
of  farms  in  Wales,  and  that,  when  farms 
were  in  the  market,  there  should  be 
some  right  of  pre-emption  to  cultiva- 
ting tenants  who  had  spent  their  lives 
and  industry  upon  their  holdings.  They 
might  he  told  tiiat  there  were  no  speoial 
conditions  in  the  legal  tenure  of  land  in 
Wales,  but  law  depended  on  the  spirit 
and  temper  and  circumatances  of  its 
administration.  They  were  confronted 
with  the  fact  that  the  tenants  in  Wales 
were  suffering  severely ;  ruin  and  the 
blighted  prospects  of  their  children  were 
staring  them  in  the  face,  and  he  and  his 
hon.  Oolleagnes  were  only  doing  their 
elementary  duty  as  their  BepresentatiTea 
in  stating  their  case  before  the  House. 
They  were  pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  do 
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eo,  and  no  Member  of  tfae  House  was 
more  deeply  pledged  to  them  tban  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West  Den- 
bigh (Colonel  Comwallii  West).  They 
did  not  epeak  for  English  farmers,  who 
could  bring  their  grievanoeB  before  the 
Houie  of  Oommone,  but  only  for  the 
tenants  of  Wales  whose  petition  was, 
that  the  House,  and  eapeciallj  Her  Ma- 
jestj's  QoTemment,  should  not  meet 
their  KrievanoeB  with  mere  legalquibbles 
or  wi&  jeers,  as  was  sometimes  the  case, 
or  with  cold  refusals,  but  should  give 
a  serious  and  sympathetic  attention  to 
their  grierances;  and  should  devise  an 
immediate,  timely,  and  effectual  remedy. 
Mb.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  (York, 
W.B.,  !Rotherham)  said,  he  rose  to 
second  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merionethshire.  He  desired  to  state 
what  he  had  obierred  when  liviagin  a 
purely  agriculturiJ  district  in  Wales 
during  the  last  1 0  years,  and  to  compare 
that  with  his  experience  as  bntsar  of 
an  Oxford  college  in  the  manage- 
ment of  property  scattered  through 
the  North  Midlands  and  South  of  Eng- 
land. He  should  only  refer  to  that 
fart  of  the  Welsh  problem  which  he 
new,  and  it  was  for  others  to  eay  how 
far  what  he  stated  was  fairly  applicable 
to  Wales  as  a  whole.  He  wished  to 
state,  in  the  first  place,  that  in  bis  opi- 
nion the  land  question  was  very  dif- 
ferent in  Wales  to  what  it  was  in  Eng- 
land; and,  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
social  conditions  ofthe  people  intensified 
and  inoreaeed  the  difficulty.  Taking  the 
case  of  England,  he  said  with  reference 
to  the  past  10  years,  which  had  been 
years  of  serious  difficulty,  if  they  left  out 
altogether  questions  of  seasons,  prices, 
and  difficulties  between  farmers  and 
labourers,  and  if  they  restricted  them- 
selres  eololy  to  the  question  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  espeoiallj  to  the 
question  of  reduction  of  rent,  they  found 
that  the  cases  in  which  the  landlord 
and  tenant  had  come  moat  successfully 
through  the  struggle  occurred  when  the 
landlord  and  the  agent  had  had  the 
most  intimate  acquuntance  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  tenants.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  greatest  disasters  which  had 
ensued  were  largely  due  to  the  almost 
culpable  ignorance  which  had  led  to  re- 
fusals to  grant  reductions  of  rent  where 
they  were  absolutely  essential,  which 
ignorance  had  led  to  the  ruin  of  the 
tenant  and  sometimes  to  the  ruin  of 
3£r.  T.  E.  suit 
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the  landlord  also.  Two  principal  rasnlta 
had  followed  in  England  from  this  stats 
of  things.  First  of  all,  in  many  parts 
of  England  the  farmers  had  learned  s 
spirit  of  independence  which  the;  had 
not  before,  and  in  many  cases  they  had 
the  whip  hand  of  the  situation.  Theyhad 
also  learned  to  move  from  one  part  of 
the  ooiintry  to  another  in  a  way  which 
before  was  unknowii ;  many  West- 
country  farmers  had  recently  travelled 
to  the  Midlands  and  North-ooontrjr 
farmers  had  oooie  to  the  South.  In  the 
second  place,  where  the  landlords  had 
dealt  fairly  with  the  tenants,  they  found 
much  of  that  good  feeling  on  whioh  the 
whole  of  the  English  land  system  was 
based.  It  had  been  thus  with  the  syotam 
in  England,  where  the  landlord  knew,  or 
ought  to  know,  his  tenants  well ;  he  met 
thent  in  the  same  field,  in  church,  os  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  in  the  oounty 
tonn  on  market  day,  and  in  many  other 
respecte  he  made  himself  the  personal 
friend  of  hia  tenants.  This  had  led  to 
an  improvement  in  the  good  uoderstand- 
ing  which  resulted  from  the  faet  that 
the  tenant  knew  that  he  and  hie  land- 
lord had  borne  their  burden  together. 
But  in  Wales  neither  had  there  been  an 
increase  of  independence  on  the  part  of 
the  tenants,  nor  had  there  been  much 
additional  desire  to  move  from  place  to 
place,  or  any  improTed  understanding 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant. 
With  regard  to  his  experience  in  Wales, 
some  English  Members  would  say  that 
the  Welui  system  was  the  same  as  tiite 
English,  because  the  landlords  made  the 
improvements  and  erected  farm  build- 
iugs  in  Wales  as  they  did  in  England, 
and  because  the  Agncukural  HoTdinga 
Act  applied  to  Wales  as  well  ae  to  Eng- 
land. He  ventured  to  say  that  a  more 
shallow  statement  could  not  well  be 
made  on  the  subject.  There  had  been, 
fortunately,  good  landlords  in  Wales  who 
had  dealt  quite  as  well  with  their  tenants 
as  the  best  landlords  in  England,  bat 
the  question  was,  had  this  been  the  rule  ? 
Ha  would  make  one  or  two  quotations 
bearing  on  this  subject  Hia  authority 
was  the  correspondent  of  2K«  2V'«m, 
who  he  thought  ought  to  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  penbigh  Boroughs 
(Mr.  Eenyon)  because  he  oaEkawly 
wrote,  as  far  as  he  could,  &om  the  same 
point  of  view.  There  was  nothing  more 
remarkable  than  the  contrast  between 
the  spirit  and  tone  of  those  letteu  and 
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the  spirit  and  tone  in  wbioh  Wales  was 
referted  to  in  the  leading  artiolea  of 
many  English  newspaperi,  vhioh  said, 
that  praoticall^  WaleB  was  the  same  as 
Torlufaiie,  and  if  it  were  not,  that  it 
onght  to  be.  I7u  Timet  oorrespondent, 
vho  did  not  write  aa  a  snpporter  of  the 
tenante,  said  nine  months  ago — 

"  The  danger  of  the  litastion  ceuld  not  be 
easily  eiaggeisted.  Men  will  not,  or  dure  nut, 
pay  their  tiths,  and  the  agitation  will  sdod 
extend,  if  it  had  not  done  lo  alnady,  to  the 
payment  of  rent." 

What  1a7  at  the  root  of  the  difficolty 
was  the  oompetition  for  farms  and  the 
land-hunger  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Uerionethshire  had 
alluded.  "  The  oompetition  is  intensely 
keen  throughout  WaJea,"  said  TAa  Tinui 
oorrespondent;  and  he  asked  how  this 
land-hunger  was  to  be  dealt  with  f  A 
farmer  had  written  to  him  eajing  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  common  experience  to 
hare  a  host  of  candidates  for  a  vacant 
tenancy,  for  which  they  knew  that  the 
rent  was  too  high  but  whioh  they  were 
willing  to  take  hoping  for  better  times. 
He  was  now  going  to  ^uote  a  land- 
agent  of  as  wide  experience  as  any 
in  Great  Britain.  This  gentleman 
■aid  that  his  experience  was,  that 
Welsh  farmers  would  put  up  with  a 
Tery  great  deal  from  their  landlords 
rather  than  be  tnmed  out  of  their 
holdings;  that  they  were  very  anxious 
to  acquire  a  freehold  ;  and  that  they 
would  borrow  the  purchase  money  and 
burden  themeelres  with  the  payment  of 
interest  exceeding,  sabstantially,  the 
amount  of  a  fair  tent ;  and  that  it  was 
sometimes  as  easy  toget  40  years'  pur- 
chase for  a  farm  in  Wales  aa  it  was  to 
get  30  ysara'  purchase  in  England.  It 
vas  well  known  also  that  sometimes 
when  a  farm  was  vacant  many  ten- 
ants would  offer  premiums  to  agents, 
and  tell  them  that  if  they  would  only 
let  them  have  the  farms  it  would 
be  worth  their  while.  Another  effect 
of  the  land-hunger  was,  that  it  had 
lead  to  a  moat  remarkable  punctual 
payment  of  rent.  This  land-agent 
said  the  tenants  were  very  reasonable 
and  extremely  honest,  and  that  he  had 
never  held  a  rent  day  without  having 
every  penny  paid  that  was  due.  Could 
they  wonder  then,  if,  under  this  state  of 
competition  and  fear  of  one  another,  the 
tenantawho  paid  their  rents  so  punctually 
bad  done  so  by  spending  the  savings 


which  they  had  earned  in  other  days  F 
2^9  Timfi  correspondent  said,  that  the 
Welsh  tenants  were  paying  their  rents 
with  their  savings  of  by-gone  years,  and 
he  added  that  the  shadow  of  the  mort- 
gagee was  over  the  land  ;  and  further 
that  he  sincerely  doubted  whether  the 
tenants  oonld  go  on  in  their  present 
position  unless  their  rent  was  alleviated. 
As  far  as  he  (Ur.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland) 
had  seen,  the  tenants  of  Wales  were  the 
moat  thrifty  people  that  oould  be  found 
in  the  whole  oonntry.  This  was  borne 
testimony  to  by  TAt  Timtt  correspondent, 
who  sold  that  thrift  such  as  was  almost 
unknown  existed  among  them ;  and  those 
persons  who  had  observed  the  people  of 
Brittany  would  be  able  to  picture  to 
themselves  the  species  of  economy  prac- 
tised in  Wales.  If  the  farmers  were 
thus  hard  pressed,  what  was  the  oondition 
of  the  labourers  ?  They  hod  in  the  dis- 
trict that  he  knew  no  cottages  built  for 
them  by  the  landlords,  as  was  the  case 
in  England.  As  a  rule,  their  labourers 
were  hired  for  six  months  or  a  year; 
they  sometimes  lived  with  the  formers, 
and  they  were  frequently  lodged  over 
outhouses  or  barns ;  but  they  put  up 
with  their  hard  lives  because  they  knew 
that  their  masters  were  living  hard  lives 
as  well.  This  remarkable  fact  also  re- 
sults, that  while  the  master  is  making 
no  money  the  labourer  is  saving  some 
of  his  wages,  and  is  actually  making 
money  which  may  be  brought  into  com- 
petition with  the  fanner,  because  the 
idea  of  the  labourer  was  to  get  a  small 
farm  even  if  he  had  to  pay  a  rent  whioh 
he  could  not  afford.  There  were  no 
donbt  in  Wales  some  generous  land- 
lords who  had  made  liberal  reductions 
of  rents.  But,  speaking  of  the  average 
landlord,  there  was  a  difference  between 
England  and  Wales.  Anyone  who  had 
been  present  at  a  rent  audit  in  Bag- 
land  Knew  very  well  that  lAte  agent 
who  accompanied  the  landlord  regarded 
the  farmer  who  came  before  them  with 
respect,  feeling  that  the  landlord,  if  he 
was  wise,  would  keep  him.  The  agent 
knew  that  if  the  landlord  lost  the  tenant 
he  would  not  get  such  a  good  one 
again — that  he  might  get  a  man  of  straw, 
or,  perhaps,  be  unable  to  get  anyone  at 
all.  The  tenant  might  say,  "  I  must 
have  additional  farm  buildings  built,"  or 
might  ask  for  a  reduction  of  rent,  and 
the  landlord  would  hesitate  in  refusal. 
But  in  Wales  the  farmer  knew  that  if 
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he  made  a  reduction  of  rent  a  cosdition 
of  keeping  his  tenancj,  there  were  10 
or  20  mea  read;  and  willing  to  take  hia 
place.  That,  in  his  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke 
AoUnd'a)  experience,  was  the  actual  con- 
dition of  facta,  although  he  knew  many 
landlords  in  Wales  who,  as  well  as  re- 
ducing rents,  bad  constructed  new  build- 
ings of  an  excellent  character  for  tbeir 
tenants,  spending  a  great  deal  of  money 
in  this  way.  The  rsal,  vital  differ- 
ence— amongst  many  others— between 
the  two  cases  was  this — the  Welsh  tenants 
felt  the  want  of  a  change ;  they  were 
conscious  of  the  absence  of  that  good 
understanding  between  themselves  and 
their  landlords  which  protected  the 
English  tenants.  Welsh  agricultural  dis- 
tricts were  represented  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  bon.  Members  were  under 
pledges  to  those  of  tbeir  constituentB  in- 
terested in  apiculture,  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  lome  change,  but  the  agitators 
— if  theycbooee  to  call  them  so — on  the 
subject  of  farmets'  grievances  in  Eng- 
land had  never  very  largely  succeeded. 
The  English  farmer  said — "On  the 
whole  I  am  satisfied  with  the  good 
understanding  I  have  on  my  farm;" 
and,  therefore,  there  was  not  the  same 
demand  for  ohanee  in  Englsnd  that 
there  was  in  Wales.  The  state  of 
things  which  existed  in  the  Principality 
produced  a  bad  effect  on  the  relations  of 
the  elasses  to  one  another,  a  bad  effect 
on  the  land,  and  a  bad  effect  on  its  pro- 
daotivenesB.  And  now  he  had  a  few 
words  to  say  on  the  second  point.  He 
maintained  that  the  social  conditions,  as 
he  had  observed  them  in  Wales,  intensi- 
fied the  difficulty.  Take  first  the  ques- 
tion of  language,  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  moved  the  Motion  had 
alluded.  Tht  2\nui  correspondent  said 
that— 


AiLd  he  said  what  he  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke 
Acland)  oould  bear  out  from  his  own 
experience.    He  futher  remarked — 

"  The  attempt  to  Aoglicixe  WkIu  hu  foiled, 
and  always  will  fail.  I  euppoie  that  the 
Itngosge  will  die  sod  is  dyiop.  Theee  are  the 
wordi  of  nine  EDglishmeD  oat  ot  ten,  bat  I 
have  never  yet  heiri  them  from  the  lips  of  my 
mMi  who  had  a  Kenuine  ncquaiiitance  with  the 
people.  In  ihort,  the  attempt  to  AnRticice 
Walei  hu  only  reialted  in  adding  additaoaal 
difficnltiei  to,  and  inTeating  with  dsngeroui 
complicatioDa,  the  problems  connected  with  the 
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Th*  Timet  correspondent  said  ho  differed 
from  Lord  Selbome  on  this  subject,  and 
held   that    the  dividing  line   between 
Wales  and  England  and  the  different 
characteristics  of  Welshmen  and   Eng- 
lishmen were  remarkably  conspicuous. 
He  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyko  Acland)  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  there  were  more 
columns  in  the  Welsh  language  turned 
out  of  Welsh  printingpresses  to-day  than 
had  ever  been  turned  out  before  in  tlie 
history  of  the  country.    What  waa  the 
bearing  of  this  upon  the  Land  Question  ? 
Well,  a  Welshman  had  put  this  matter 
to  him  very  forcibly  only  a  little  time 
ago.     He  bad  said — "Put  yourself  in 
the  position  of  being  a  tenant  under  a 
French  landlord ;  you  would,  I  suppose, 
know   as   much  about  the  French  lan- 
guage as  we  know  about  the  English 
language;  and  if  you  had  to  go  to  the 
landloid  to  explain  in  detail  the  diffi- 
culties of  your  position,   and  to  appeal 
for  a  slight  reduction  of  rent,  would  you 
not  feel  some  trembling,  and  feet  that 
the  landlord  and  his  agent  had  the  best 
of youinthematterofranguage.  That," 
hs  said,    "  is  the  way  we  feel  in  this 
matter  when  ws  have  to  go  before  the 
English  landlord."     The  Welsh  did  aU 
they  could  to  keep  up  Welsh  traditions 
and  their  Welsh  language,  as  was  evi- 
denced by  the  intsrsst  they  tookinthsir 
National  Eisteddfods,  and  the  honours 
they  bestowed  upon  those  who  distin- 
guished themselves  in  native  literature. 
They  were  keener  about  eduoation  than 
we  were  ;  tbeir  chapels  were  admhable 
instances    of  their    sentiments   in  thia 
direction,  many  of  them  being  centres  of 
educational  life.    He  did  not  desire  to  in- 
troduce unnecessary  controversial  matter, 
but  be  must  say  a  word  about  the  re- 
ligious aspect  of  the  question.    As  a 
rule,  the  landlords  and  land  agents  were 
of  one  religious  persuasion,   whilst  the 
great   bulk    of   the   farmers  were  of 
another,   and,  certainly,  that  did   not 
lessen  the  difflcultr.     Take  the  parish 
in   which   he  lived.      There  were,    he 
should  suppose,   120  farmers  in  that 
parish,  and  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
out  of  that  120  there  were  not  six  who 
attended   the  parish  church,   and  not 
three  who  attended  it  regularly,  and  the 
whole  education  for   16-17ths   of  the 
children  was  under  the   exclusive  ma- 
nagement  of  the  clergymen  of  the  £a< 
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''  tablished  Churob.    He  bad  aometimes 

wondered  what  in  an  Englisb  oountr; 

>  parish  would  be  thought  of  the  state  of 

'  thiDgB  in  which,  in  a  village  of  Episoo- 

Ealiane,  a  benevolent  Baptist  of  means 
ad  built  lar(;e  schools  fur  the  education 
of  the  children  eome  time  ago,  and  a 
Baptist  minister  bad  uole  charge  of  the 
education  of  the  children,  16-lTths  of 
whom  were  Church  children.  Unfor- 
tunately, there  had  sometimeB  bean 
coDditions  which  had  added  to  thgae 
difficulties  of  language  and  religion. 
There  had  been  cases  in  which  the 
farmer  bad  been  told  that  he  must  go 
once  to  church  on  a  Sunday  if  he  wished 
to  hold  a  certain  farm ;  and  farmers  bad 
told  him  that  they  bad  been  strictly  en- 
joined when  they  took  a  farm  that  they 
must  take  no  part  in  politice  whatever, 
and  that  tbeynad  loyally  obeyed;  but 
he  would  ask  the  House  at  what  a 
cost  must  they  have  obeyed?  There, 
B|;ain — even  in  politics— things  were 
different  in  Wales  to  what  they  were  in 
England.  In  England  the  politics 
of  landlords  and  tenants  were  pretty 
much  the  same,  and  even  if  they  di£Fered 
there  waa  a  genial  sort  of  way  of  look- 
ing at  these  things,  the  farmer  recog- 
nizing ae  a  sort  of  principle  that  the 
vote  and  the  lease  should  go  together. 
The  old  Tory  farmer  in  Yorkshire  was 
like  many  another  farmer  in  the  coun- 
try, when  he  said — "Ise  blue,  but  I 
votes  yaller ;  Ise  blue  to  the  back-bone, 
but  I  votes  wi'  my  landlord."  It  was  a 
sort  of  traditional  aentimeut  with  the 
man  to  vote  with  bis  landlord.  This 
was  not  the  way  the  Welsh  tenantry 
acted.  They  would  attend  the  land- 
lord's meeting,  when  the  landlord  him- 
self or  one  of  his  friends  was  standing 
for  Parliament ;  they  would  ooms  and  ait 
on  the  platform  and  look  very  sheepish. 
They  would  sit  there  like  fowls  roosting, 
and  they  would  come  away  looking  very 
loolish;  but  the  feeling  of  the  people 
was  with  them,  because  it  was  known 
that  possibly  something  serious  might 
happen  to  them  if  they  did  not  attend 
these  meetings.  Then  would  be  heard 
the  cry  of  "  Screw !  screw !  "  which  was 
a  common  ery  of  the  Welsh  rillagers 
when  Tory  meetings  were  being  held, 
and  it  bad  a  very  signifioant  meaning 
indeed.  All  this  was  very  serious.  Ha 
did  not  know  if  blame  attached  to 
landlorda  or  agenta  in  the  matter  ;  but 
it  was  unfortunate  that  both  in  reli- 
gion and  politics  the  landlords  and  the 


tenants  should  be  on  different  aides. 
And  what  was  the  result  of  all  this? 
Why,  in  the  words  of  Tkt  Timat  corre- 
apondent,  the  man  of  business  became 
the  intermediary  between  the  landlord 
and  his  tenant,  and  the  relations  be- 
tween the  man  who  owned  the  land  and 
the  man  who  oultivated  it  became  purely 
commercial ;  and  it  was  difficult  to  travel 
through  the  country  with  eyes  and  ears 
open  without  observing  that  the  land- 
lords and  agents  were  cordially  disliked. 
He  attached  no  blame  to  the  landlords 
for  not  being  able  to  speak  Welsh,  nor 
to  the  agenta  for  being,  as  some  of  them 
were,  Scotchmen,  Irishmen,  and  English- 
men ;  or,  again,  for  being,  as  some  of 
them  were,  captains  and  colonels.  AU 
he  said  was  that  there  was  in  Wales  an 
absence  of  those  elements  for  the  eolu- 
tion  of  the  question  such  as  were,  for- 
tunately, possessed  in  England  at  tho 
present  time.  Well,  what  was  the 
remedy?  He  thought  that  in  all  these 
matters,  as  in  everything  elee,  publicity 
was  a  good  thing.  That  in  itself  went 
some  way  towaida  providing  a  remedy. 
If  the  Oovemment  were  wise,  it  would 
look  on  the  question  in  a  sympathetic 
spirit ;  and,  considering  how  little  was 
done  for  Wales  when  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion sat  a  few  years  ago,  the  Gkivem- 
ment  mi^ht  fairly  institute  an  impartial 
inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  question. 
But,  beyondthat,  he  confessed  he  thought 
that  some  security  would  be  needed  for 
the  tenant  if  he  was  to  be  placed  in  a 
fairly  independent  position.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  infinitely  prefer  to 
see  opp<n:tunities  for  purchase  provided 
to  any  other  method  of  solving  this 
difficulty.  But  in  any  case,  in  order 
that  a  purchase  system  might  be  pro- 
vided, it  was  obvious  that  rents  must 
be  modified.  Something  would  be  done 
if  it  were  settled  how  many  years'  pur- 
chase should  be  given  for  holdings. 
But,  above  all,  let  the  Government  do 
something.  I)o  not  let  them  raise  a 
cry  against  "Agitators."  Of  course,  if 
hon.  Qentlemen  liked,  they  could  get  up 
and  quote  translations  from  some  of 
the  vernacular  papers  in  Wales,  which 
would,  no  doubt,  make  the  House  laugh, 
and  perhaps  tend  to  make  people  think 
that  the  whole  of  this  case  was  artificial 
and  a  sham.  Let  them  do  bo  if  they 
liked.  The  vemaeular  Press  of  Wales 
was,  no  doubt,  sometimes  wild  in  its 
phraeea,  and  fond  of  quoting  Scripture, 
and  it  very  often  exaggerated ;  but  even 
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if  hon.  Hembers  oonld  quote  paasagoa 
illiutrating  Uieae  weaknauee,  it  would 
not  solre  the  queatioD.  Even  if  thsj 
talked  about  " profeaaiooal  agitators" 
Slid  the  rest  of  it,  the^  would  not  have 
BoWed  the  qneation  to-night.  Thsyconld 
not  get  agitators,  and  an  agitation — a 
strong  agitation,  aa  he  guppoaed  they 
would  call  it — such  as  was  commencing 
in  Wales,  unlses  there  wae  something 
to  account  for  it  asd  some  solid  grier- 
BDce  at  the  bottom  of  it  The  Welsh 
were  a  very  patient  and  a  Teiy  law- 
abiding  people,  and  tfaey  would  not  get 
anything  to  make  them  excited  or  ex- 
citable unless  there  was  some  genuine 
reason  for  it.  Well ,  he  felt  that  he  had 
only  stated  his  case  in  a  very  fragmen- 
tary way,  and  he  knew  that  any  English- 
man who  meddled  in  this  question  ran 
the  risk  of  being  called  an  adventurer, 
who  knew  nothing  about  the  queetion. 
But,  he  had  tried  to  show,  at  any 
rate,  that  he  ksew  mora  about  it  than 
those  who  only  made  a  short  visit 
to  Welsh  watering  places  or  made 
occasional  visit  to  Snowdon;  and  he 
would  ventare  to  oballenge  even  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  was 
going  to  move  the  Amendment  to  say 
anytning  but  that — though  not  in  rela- 
tion to  his  own  estate  or  those  of  the 
best  landlords — the  oiroumstancee  which 
had  been  related  to-nigbt,  as  applying 
to  the  condition  of  the  Welsh  tenantry, 
were  not  too  sadly  true  in  many  parts  of 
Wales.  Nothing  had  been  said  either 
by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  tht 
Motion  or  by  himself  about  that  much- 
abused  term  "Nationality"  or  Hem( 
Bule  leading  to  disintegration.  All 
that  talk  was  utterly  without  founda- 
tion, so  far  as  the  Welsh  were  eoncerned. 
He  would  tell  them  how  to  make  a 
Welsh  Question  if  they  wanted  to  make 
one.  Befuse  to  Wales  all  idea  that  the 
Welsh  had  any  special  peculiarity  or 
special  ciroumstances  as  a  race,  and  tell 
them  that  they  were  like  other  large 
distriots  in  England,  with  no  claim  to 
special  treatment;  tell  them,  so  far  as 
Church  matters  went^as  he  was  afraid 
the  present  Government  would  be 
obliged  to  tell  them— that  their  com- 
plaints oonld  not  he  listened  to  at  all, 
and  there  would  soon  bo  a  Welsh  Ones- 
tion.  Borne  leading  English  authori- 
ties on  matters  of  this  kind  bad  been 
too  wise  to  take  up  such  a  poaitioD.  The 
late  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  knew  better 
Mr.  A.  jr.  Dyit  AcUnd 


than  this ;  and  Parliament  would  do  well 
if  it  took  his  advice  so  far  as  Church 
DiBostablishment  was  concerned.  The 
Welsh  people  were  infinitely  in  advance 
of  us  in  regard  to  education,  and  were 
asking  for  soma  comprehensive  scheme 
of  secondary  education,  and  nothing 
oould  be  more  reasonable  than  to  give 
them  an  Educational  Council  of  their 
own  to  settle  these  matters  their  own 
way.  But  tell  them  that  their  natural 
aspirations  in  the  matter  of  education 
were  not  to  be  acceded  to,  and  then  tell 
them  that  on  this  Land  Queetion  they 
had  no  grievance,  and  then,  without 
difficulty,  they  would  make  a  Welsh 
Question.  On  the  other  hand,  meet 
them  half-way,  and  he  knew  no  people 
more  ea^  to  satisfy.  The  Welsh  were 
timid,  but  tenacious  ;  and,  though 
slow  to  move,  they  were  excitable 
when  they  considered  they  had  juet 
cause  for  excitement.  It  had  been 
said  that  they  were  prone  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  stranger ;  but  that  wae 
largely  due  to  the  cirsumstancea  in  which 
they  had  grown  up,  and  to  the  suspicious 
attitude  in  whioh  liiey  were  placed.  But 
this  he  was  eure  of,  that  there  was 
no  more  kind-hearted  people  on  the  face 
of  the  earth.  There  were  two  things 
seriously  dangerous  in  any  country  like 
Wales.  One  was  that  it  should  be 
strongly  felt  that  there  was  a  great 
Booiafinequality  in  the  country;  af^ling 
not  as  people  would  say  of  mere  envy, 
but  a  perfectly  reasonable  and  candid 
desire  to  count  for  something  in  the  com- 
munity in  which  they  lived ;  and  the 
other  was  the  feeling  that  the  distribution 
of  property  and  the  conditions  of  tenure 
of  property  were  unfair  and  unreason- 
able, and  pressed  hardly  upon  the  com- 
mon people.  Well,  be  feared  that, 
to  some  extent,  both  these  conditions 
were  present  in  Wales.  If  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  avoid  the  evil 
results  that  might  follow,  let  them,  in  a 
spirit  of  kindly  sympathy,  makeaosrtain 
amount  of  reasonable  inquiry,  to  ess 
whether  those  who  had  stated  the  case 
that  night  had  spoken  falsely  or  truly. 
That  would  be  going  a  long  way.  If 
the  Government  wished  to  avoid  lawless- 
ncEs—whioh  was  totally  unnecessary, 
and  need  never  come  about — andfurther 
distress,  he  ooutd  only  say  let  them 
make  a  full  inquiry  as  to  whether,  in 
part  at  least,  some  remedy  for  the 
present  distress  could  not  be  found. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  Imve  out  from  the  woid  "  That "  to  the 

«nd  of  the  Queatioii,  io  order  to  add  the  vordi 
"b&ving  regard  to  the  special  circumstances  of 
WsleB,  uid  the  prevKiliDg  agricultural  deprea- 
lion,  and  their  effect  upon  the  welfare  of  the 
Welih  people,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
Her  Uajeaty'a  QoTemment  ihould  pa;  imme- 
dlaU  attention  to  the  tubject,  and  take  stepe 
to  prOTide  a  measure  of  relief  which  ehaU  secure 
fsirer  conditioos  of  tenure  and  a  re- adjustment 
of  rent,  more  equitably  corresponding  to  the 
fall  in  prices,  and  make  such  other  proTisionB 
as  will  suable  the  caltivatora  of  the  soil  to  meet 
the  trjing  circumstancei  in  which  tbey  are 
placed,"— (Jfc.  Thomai  Ellit,) 
—instead  thereof. 

QneetioD  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  QuoBtion." 

OoLOKEL  C0ENWALLI8  WEST 
(Danbigh,  W.)  said,  be  Iiad  given 
Notice  of  the  following  Amendment : — 
"  That  this  House,  whilst  f ullj'  sjrmpathizinG; 
witbthe  distressed  circumstancas  of  the  agri- 
cultural popnlation  of  England  and  Wales,  is  of 
opinion  that  no  special  circumstauces  exist  in 
the  tenure  of  land  in  Wales  justifying  excep- 
tional legislation  for  that  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom." 

He  believed  he  was  unable  to  move  this 
Amendment,  owing  to  the  Eorms  of  the 
House;  therefore,  he  would  simplf  make 
it  the  text  of  the  tew  observationa  with 
which  he  should  tiouble  the  House.  The 
four  points  that  had  been  dealt  with  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  made  the 
Motion  (If  r.  T.  £.  Ellis]  were,  first,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  stated,  theaerious 
condition  of  the  agricultural  tenancy  in 
Wales;  secondly,  the  special  circum- 
stanoes  of  Wales ;  thirdly,  a  fairer  con- 
dition of  tenure;  and,  fourthly,  a  re- 
adjustment of  rent.  Now,  it  was  not  his 
(Colonel  Cornwallis  West's)  intention  to 
trouble  the  House  with  very  long  re- 
marks ;  but  he  thought  he  might  be 
allowed  to  allude  to  a  few  of  the  points 
-which  had  been  touohed  on  so  ahly  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  had  begun 
by  describing  to  the  House  what  he 
considered  the  special  oiraiunstances 
whicli  divided,  upon  thta  question,  Wales 
from  this  country.  He  had  told  them 
that  onb  cause  of  the  great  difference 
whiuh  existed  between  the  tenantry  in 
Wales  and  En^and  consisted  in  the 
attachment  the  tenantry  in  Wales  had 
for  their  holdings ;  and  also  in  the  fact 
that  Bomaayof  them  had  been  hereditary 
tenants.    Well,  he  thought  that  very 
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fact  argued  in  favour  of  the  landlords 
of  Walos.  The  tenants  delighted  in  re- 
maining on  their  farms,  and  if  that  state 
of  things  exiated,  aa  be  asserted  it  did,  it 
proved  that  the  tenants  were  not  under 
that  grinding  system  that  many  people 
asked  them  to  believe  they  were  under. 
Thiei,  the  hon.  Member  said,  showed  a 
neat  hunger  for  land.  He  (Oolonel 
Cornwallis  West)  confessed  he  came 
from  a  part  of  the  country  where  that 
hunger  did  not  exiat.  He  did  not  know 
where  it  did  exist.  It  might  exist  in 
parts  of  Wales ;  but,  so  far  as  his  ex- 
perience of  the  Principality  went,  it 
certainly  was  not  apparent.  The  land- 
lords were  very  thankful  to  get  tenants 
to  take  the  farms,  and  he  oould  tell 
the  House  that,  ao  far  aa  the  county  he 
reprsaented  was  concerned,  there  was 
happily  not  a  single  vacant  farm  in  it. 
Thia  atatement  applied  to  the  land  in 
Denbighshire.  It  might  be  true  that  it 
showed  that  the  people  were  desirous  of 
acquiring  farms,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
proved  that  the  people  had  the  means  to 
take  the  farms — had  the  money  to  take 
them.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  hard- 
ship to  turn  round  on  the  men  who 
wi^ed  to  take  farms,  and  had  the 
money  to  do  so,  and  who  agreed  to  pay 
a  moderate  price  for  them,  and  say  that 
tbey  were  not  to  take  them  because  other 
people  could  only  farm  them  at  a  much 
greater  reduction.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  hon.  Qentleman  theMoverof 
the  Motion  had  stated  that  to  be  a  rule 
which,  so  far  as  his  (Colonel  Oomwallis 
West's)  experience  went,  he  denied  most 
empfaatioaUy — namely,  that  Noncon- 
formists were  objected  to  by  the  land- 
lords. He  shouldlike  any  hon.  Member  to 
give  himthename,privately,of  any  great 
landlord  in  the  Frinoipatity  who  had  re- 
fused a  tenant  a  farm  because  the  man 
was  a  Nonoontormiat.  The  hon  Member 
had  gone  on  to  state  that  not  only  were 
tenants  refused  farms,  but  that  people 
were  not  appointed  magistrates  because 
they  were  Nonconformists.  That  might 
occur  in  some  parts  of  the  Principality  ; 
but  all  he  oould  say  was,  that  he  had  the 
honour  to  make  such  appointments,  and 
that  he  had  never  in  deciding  upon  them 
for  a  moment  considered  whether  a  man 
was  a  Nonconfomist  or  a  Churchman. 
And  now  he  would  for  a  few  moments 
address  himself  to  the  point  as  to  the 
serious  position  of  the  t^antry  of  the 
Principality.  He  oould  assure  the  House 


..Google 


^griouUurat 


{COMMONSt 


i6ie 

that  the  tCDantry  of  WaloB  at  thii 
momeiit  were  in  a  batter  poBition  than 
the  teoantrj  of  England.  Hs  posaeued 
a  landed  estate  in  the  South  of  England, 
and  lately  he  had  been  obliged  to  let 
land  there  at  10«.  per  acre ;  and  he  ap- 

Eealed  to  hon.  Members  who  eat  around 
im  whether  there  were  any  parts  of  the 
Prinoipality  where  land  oould  be  said 
to  be  worth  no  more  than  lOf.  an  aore  ? 
Whilst  land  in  England  in  some  places 
let  for  as  low  as  lOt.  an  aore,  in  the  Frin- 
oipalitr,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  it  never 
let  for  less  than  15*.,  and  grass  land  would 
fetch  jEI  per  acre  and  upwards.  Now.was 
the  tenure  of  land  inWalee  so  different  to 
that  in  England  as  to  make  it  desirable 
that  special  legislation  should  be  applied 
to  the  Principality  ?  Bo  far  as  hia  ex- 
perienoe  went,  the  agreements  between 
landlords  andtenantswerethesame  in  the 
Principality  as  in  England.  There  were 
some  exceptions,  pernaps,  so  far  as  the 
custom  of  a  county  affected  them,  hut 
they  were  in  the  nature  of  exceptions, 
and  he  maintained  that  it  would  be  im- 

SDSsible  to  find  on  any  large  property  in 
orth  Wales  a  single  agreement  between 
landlord  and  tenant  which  differed  in 
any  material  point  from  ordinary  English 
agreements.  If  that  were  the  case,  what 
was  the  ground  for  propoBing — as  he 
believed  it  was  proposed — that  a  similar 
land  measure  to  that  in  force  in  Ireland 
should  be  passed  for  Wales?  It  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  the  prinoiple  of 
the  three  "F's"  could  by  any  possi- 
bility be  applied  to  Wales.  He  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  llember  to  give  the 
name  of  a  ungle  landowner  in  Wales 
who  did  not  do  the  whole  of  the  per- 
manent improvements  and  repairs  on 
his  property.  Under  these  cironmstanoes 
it  seemed  to  him  absurd  to  ask  for  a 
Land  Bill  for  Wales  on  the  same  prin- 
ciples as  the  Land  Act  given  to  Ireland, 
where  the  conditions  were  totally  dis- 
tinct. It  had  been  said  that  there  had 
been  no  general  reduction  in  the  rents 
in  Wales.  Of  course,  that  was  a  very 
difficult  question  to  decide  off  hand  one 
way  or  the  other.  He  could  only  say, 
from  what  he  had  heard  and  what  he 
had  done,  that  he  believed  the  reductions 
of  rent  in  Wales  had  been  very  large, 
ranging  from  10  to  30  per  cent.  Of 
oonree,lie  could  not  say  that  every  owner 
of  landed  property,  great  and  small,  had 
granted  such  reduotions  ;  but  he  did  say 
that  the  majority  of  them  had  granted 


TVttiwify  C  WoiM).  1816 


Colonel  CornKoUii  Wut 


fair  reductions  of  from  10  to  20  or  30  per 
cent.  He  believed  that  if  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission were  appointed  on  the  subject, 
which  he  hoped  might  be  the  case, 
it  would  be  oleaily  shown  that  the 
facts  were  as  he  had  stated.  As  far  aa 
thelandlords of  thePrinoipality  were  con- 
cerned, they  would  hail  the  appointment 
of  a  Boyal  OommiBsion  with  the  greatest 
pleasure.  Thousands  of  pounds  had 
been  spent  on  the  estate  of  every  larga 
landowner  in  Wales,  and  he  was  in  a 
position  to  say  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  were  hundreds  of  farms 
let  at  a  price  which  did  not  pay  3  per 
cent  interest  on  the  capital  invested  by 
the  landlords  in  farm-houses,  drainage, 
and  other  improvements.  He  himself 
oould  guarantee  that  this  was  the  case 
in  his  own  part  of  the  Priocipallty,  and 
he  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  a  simi- 
lar  state  of  things  did  not  exist  in  other 
parts  of  Wales.  He  believed  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  present  state  of 
things  to  be  that,  unfortunately,  many 
tenant  farmers  had  taken  farms  without 
having  sufficient  capital.  Only  a  few 
days  ago  he  was  reading  a  most  excel- 
lent pamphlet,  written  by  Ur.  Daniel 
Oweu,  of  Cardiff,  who  was  distinguished 
as  an  authority,  and  who  thoroughly 
understood  agricultural  questions.  Wr, 
Owen  said — 


«  often  taken  by  men  with  only 
kct«,  and  somotimea  ereD  with  lea. 


£3  or  £4  an  I 

With  auoh  men  it  it  a  etruggls  from  the  first; 
if  a  bad  harTeat  cornea,  the  ilruggle  becomei 
more  leTara.  Still  thay  may  manage  to  keep 
afioat  in  tbe  face  of  one  bad  harveit,  or,  per- 
hapa,  of  two  bad  harveita;  but  when  it  comes 
to  foar  diiaatroos  aaaaona,  Uie  correiit  i«  boo 
strong  and  they  are  obliged  to  give  way.  I 
cannot  too  (troagly  depreoate  the  evil  oooa- 
rioned  by  men  embarhing  in  fuming  with  in- 
adequate capital.  And  yet  thii  ia  conitantly 
done.  If  a  man  has,  say,  £2,000,  he  ^oald 
not,  a*  ie  too  often  the  oaae,  aapire  after  a  farm 
ot  300  or  too  acres." 

He  believed  that  to  a  great  extent  what 
was  going  on  now  was  the  result  of  men 
wishing  to  have  large  farms,  and  not 
having  sufKcient  means  to  carry  them 
on.  There  was  one  point  which  had 
been  under  consideration — namely,  as 
to  whether  the  tenants  in  Wales  did 
the  permanent  improvements  or  not.  He 
had  scan  this  stated  to  be  the  case  in 
the  Press.  Of  course,  it  was  a  very  im- 
portant qaestion.  If  the  tenants  did 
carry  out  any  permanent  improvements, 
which  was  very  doubtful  indeed,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  present  Agrionltsrat 
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HoldinKS  Act  did  not  go  far  enongh. 
What  Eft  aliould  like  to  sea,  iutead  of 
a  Ifotion  of  thia  kind,  would  be  the 
introduotioD  of  a  Bill  dealing  vith 
AgrioultuTs  both  in  England  and  Wales. 
What  he  deprecated  was  to  see  the 
subject  dealt  with  piecemeal  in  relation 
to  one  portion  of  tne  United  Kingdom 
only.  He  wanted  to  see  the  whole 
of  the  country  dealt  with  as  one. 
did  not  see  why,  on  a  queetioa  of  this 
kind,  inreferenOB  to  whioh  the  condition 
of  tbiogt.,  as  they  kaew  perfectly  well, 
was  more  or  less  alike  in  the  two  coun- 
ttiea,  a  epeoiol  Act  of  Parliament  should 
be  required  for  Walea.  The  adoption 
of  certain  changes  in  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  wonld,  he  considered,  ha 
of  much  more  practical  use  than  the 
passing  of  a  Motion  of  this  kind.  He 
thought  that  provision  should  be  made 
in  tfie  Compensation  Clauses  of  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  for  acta  of 
hnebaDdry,  due  allowance  being  made 
for  turnip  land,  fallows,  manure,  stub- 
bles and  aeeds,  and  laying  and  trim- 
ming hedges.  Tillages  should  be  de- 
finitely explained  in  the  Act,  and  a 
TaluatioQ  acale  should  also  be  inserted. 
If  a  man,  for  instance,  grazed  a  field 
with  stock,  instead  of  cutting  it  for  hay, 
it  would,  of  coune,  make  a  considerable 
difference  to  him.  Compensation  might 
also  be  given  for  corn  oonsumed  during 
Uie  last  year  of  the  tenancy,  and  which 
had  been  grown  upon  the  farm,  due 
notice  being  given  to  the  landlord  that 
the  tenant  wished  to  consume  hia  own 
home-grown  com.  Such  changes,  if 
made,  ought  to  apply  to  the  whole  of 
the  Kina^om,  and  not  merely-  to  the 
Principauly.  He  bad  been  very  much 
Burprieed  at  the  picture  whioh  was 
drawn  by  the  bon.  Member  who  had 
last  epoken  of  the  condition  of  Wales, 
and  of  the  want  of  sympathy  between 
landlord  and  tenant  which  was  said  to 
exist  there.  He  had  lived  in  the  Princi- 
pality for  his  whole  life  almost,  and  had 
never  beard  of  the  terrible  state  of 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
soribed.  He  believed  his  tenants  and 
himaelf  were  on  the  best  of  terms,  and 
that  the  same  was  the  oase  with  the 
landlords  and  tenants  round  him  with 
very  few  exceptions.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aaid  that  the  whole  of  the 
landlords  of  Wales  were  out  of  sympathy 
with  their  tenants,  his  reply  was  that 
jt  was  simply  not  the  cobs. 


Mb.  A.  H.  DTEE  AGLAND  said, 
he  had  not  said  a  word  about  the  whole 
of  the  landlords.  He  had  stated  again 
and  again  that  many  landlords  were 
treating  their  tenants  as  well  as  the  best 
English  landlords.  ^^ 

CoLoiraLCOENWALLIS  WEST  said, 
be  was  very  ^lad  that  he  had  obtained 
such  a  disclaimer  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  was  certainly  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
aaid  what  be  had  stated.  He  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  from  Wales 
wno  had  any  stake  in  that  country  as 
landowners  not  to  be  led  to  give  a  vote 
on  the  Motion  from  Party  motivea  or  a 
desire  for  popularity,  but  to  tell  the 
House  whether  or  not  it  was  true  that 
the  tenure  of  land  in  Wales  was  so  dif- 
ferent from  what  it  was  in  England,  and 
so  hard,  in  its  general  effect,  as  to  call 
for  any  special  ^islation.  There  were 
many  in  that  House  who  could  give 
the  House  such  information.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  W.  Davies) 
would,  be  believed,  be  able  to  explain 
what waa the  casein  tbat  county,  and  two 
or  three  other  landlords  who  were  men 
of  position  in  their  counties  could  state 
that  the  fearful  picture  whioh  had  been 
drawn  of  the  relations  between  landlords 
and  tenants  was  entirely  imaginat?.  He 
believed  there  were  some  seven  or  eight 
hon.  Members  who  were  connected  by 
tiea  of  property  with  the  Principality. 
The  remaining  Welsh  Members  were 
not,  as  the  House  knew,  connected  by 
such  ties.  There  were  some  who  bailed 
from  the  exchange  and  some  who 
hailed  from  the  Law  Courts.  He  thought 
that  the  seven  or  eight  Members  who 
had  property  in  WfJes  should  support 
him  lu  his  contention  that  the  landlorda 
of  Wales  were  not  the  tyrants  they  were 
made  out  to  be  by  those  who  spoke  on 
political  platforms.  He  challenged  such 
hon.  Members  to  make  out  a  ease  for 
the  application  of  the  prineiples  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  to  Wales.  It  they  could 
show  any  estate  where  the  tenant  had 
built  his  house  and  farmstead,  drained 
or  reclaimed  land,  bought  the  tenant- 
right,  or  fulfilled  any  other  of  the 
conditions  of  the  Irian  land  problem, 
they  would  no  doubt  make  out  a  case. 
He  said  none  of  these  circumstances 
existed  in  Wales  at  the  present  time,  or, 
if  they  did,  it  was  in  some  portion  of 
the  Principality  with  which  he  was  not 
acquainted.    He  feH  confident  that  any 
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propoaal  wliich  would  bare  the  efifect  of 
withdrawing  the  capital  now  so  pro- 
fusely and  so  wisely  found  b;  the  land- 
lord on  eve^  large  estate,  and  in  moat 
of  the  email  ones  too,  would  result  ia 
the  ruin  of  all  classes  oonneoted  with 
agriculture ;  and  in  the  severance  of 
those  ties  of  mutual  regard  and  reoi- 
prooal  good  feeling  which  had  charac- 
terized the  relations  of  the  landlord  and 
tenant  ia  Wales  for  manj  years  past, 
and  which,  be  believed,  would  other- 
wise be  maintained  in  the  future. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)said,hi8hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Desbigh  (Colonel 
Oomwallis  Weat)  claimed  to  represent 
acoDstituenoywhich  was,  perhaps,  more 
interested  than  any  portion  of  Wales  in 
the  Motion  before  the  House,  but  he  did 
not  think  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
could  point  to  a  dozen  men  in  his  own 
oonstitnenoT,  except,  of  course,  landlords 
like  hims^,  who  would  endorse  the 
sentimonts  to  which  he  had  just  given 
utterance.  Indeed,  he  thought  that  hie 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  himself  was  a 
very  recent  eonvBrt  to  the  views  he  had 
expreesed.  Little  more  than  a  year  and 
a-balf  ago,  on  the  28th  of  October,  1 866, 
a  public  meeting  or  conference  was  called 
at  Denbigh  for  the  purpose  of  discuBaing 
the  basis  of  a  Land  Bill  for  Wales, 
afterwards  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Eifion 
Division  of  Camarvonehiro  (Mr.  Bryn 
Roberts),  and  whioh  Bill  was  lately 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  was  not  present,  but  he  was 
told  there  was  a  discnsdon  lasting  for 
Bomething  like  four  hours  on  the  sub- 
ject. Id  the  evening  a  public  meeting 
was  held,  and  Oolonel  Oomwallis  West 
proposed  the  following  rescdntion : — 

"  That,  in  tbe  opinion  of  this  meeting,  the 
pmmnt  dapnond  atete  of  sgrioultiira  damrres 
the  eomeat  attantion  of  tht  Legialature,  and  it 
u  desirable  that  a  meuure  should  be  prepared 
and  submitted  to  Parliament  next  Sesaioo,  with 
the  view  of  alleviating  the  dietreaa  now  ao 
generally  felt  amnng  the  agricnltaral  and  la- 
bouring population  of  tha  oonntrj." 
This  was  followed  by  a  Motion  approv- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  whioh  he  had  already 
alluded.  Under  these  circumstances,  his 
hoc.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Com- 
wallis  West)  eontd  not  quite  daim  a 
monopoly  of  oonsiBtenoy  in  this  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had  taken 
great  paina  to  arrive  at  uie  truth.  Some 
13  months  ago  be  sent  round  to  a  number 
CeUmtl  CorHKaHit  W>-' 


of  his  constituents  questions  as  to  the 
present  position  of  agriculture  iu  North 
Wales.  Ha  reoeived  a  number  of  answers, 
which  he  bad  handed  to  his  ban.  and 
gallant  Friend  for  the  purpoaea  of  his 
apesoh.  Aa  hia  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
bad  forgotten  to  return  them,  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Moi^an)  could  not  quota  from 
them,  but  he  could  toll  the  House  that 
they  showed  the  depreciation  of  farm- 
ing stock  during  the  last  10  years  in 
■W^es  to  have  Deen  enormous.  Not 
only  had  there  been  a  great  depre- 
ciation in  stock,  but  there  had  been  a 
Btill  greater  depreciation  in  the  price 
of  wool,  whioh,  in  a  country  where  by 
for  the  greater  number  of  the  farmers 
were  sheep  farmers,  was  a  very  serious 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellie)  had  stated  this 
depreciation  at  something  like  60  per 
cent.  He  himself  should  have  put  it  at 
aomething  like  50  per  cent.  At  any  rate, 
the  fall  had  been  very  heavy.  Side  by 
side  with  the  great  depreolation  in  the 
value  of  farming  produce,  there  had 
been  an  increase  in  the  rates,  espedally 
the  sanitary  rates.  The  wages  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  had  been  nearly 
stationary.  He  should  have  thought 
this  rather  a  matter  for  congratulation, 
but  unfortunately  the  cause  from  which 
it  had  arisen  was  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  agricultural  population  had  migrated 
to  the  already  over- populated  industrial 
centres  of  England.  With  regard  to 
rente,  aa  far  as  he  could  gather,  there 
had  been  reductions,  but,  as  a  rule,  they 
had  been  spasmodic  and  temporaT^,  and 
certainly  inadequate.  In  aome  casea,  no 
doubt,  they  had  amounted  to  20  percent, 
but  the  average  had  been  from  10  to  15 

Eer  cent.  The  tithe  rent-charge,  which 
e  could  only  describe  as  a  sort  of  run- 
ning sore,  eating  into  the  very  heart 
of  the  political  and  religions  life  of  the 

feople,  had  not  been  reduced  at  all. 
f  matters  had  stood  there,  he  would 
have  agreed  with  hia  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Denbigh 
(Colonel  Oomwallis  West),  that  it  was 
uifflcnlt  to  establish  adiatinction  between 
England  and  Wales,  because,  if  Wales 
had  suffered  much,  England  had  suffered 
much  also.  He  made  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  a  present  of  that  admis- 
sion. He  thought  it  quite  possible  that 
the  great  wheat  -  growing  distriots  of 
England,  such  as  those  al  Linoofnshire 
and   Eeaex,    were   suffering   quite    as 
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mnoh  aa  Wales.  His  ban.  and  gkllant 
Friend  said  lie  was  obliged  to  let  Eng- 
lish land  at  10<.  an  aore.  He  (Mr. 
Oiborne  Uorgan)  was  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  that,  beoauae  he  had  an 
English  fann  which  he  oould  not  let 
at  all.  But  his  hon.  Friends  who 
had  rflspeotivsly  moved  and  seoondsd 
the  Uation,  had  referred  to  two  things 
whinh  materially  distinguished  the  case 
of  Wales  ftuna.  that  ot  England,  and 
which,  he  thought,  callsd  for  the  special 
interference  of  Parliament.  0ns  of 
these  was  that  eitraordinar;  land-hunger 
which  seemed  to  be  common  to  all  Oeltio 
nations.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  said  that  there  was  not  a  single 
farm  vacant  on  his  estate.  That  was 
extremely  probable.  But  wh;  was  that  ? 
It  was  because  the  farmer  had  nothing 
else  to  do  but  agricultural  work,  and 
nowhereelse  to  tumto.  In  North  Wales, 
at  least,  they  had  no  large  towns  to  draw 
oS  the  surplus  agricultural  population. 
Indeed,    the   Welsh    farmer    who    was 


deprired  of  his  holding  was  the  most 

help]  „ ~ 

oould  not  go  to  England  on  aooonnt  of 


helpless  being  in  the  whole  world.    He 


bis  ignorance  of  the  English  language, 
and  he  oould  not  engage  in  any  other  in- 
dustrial employment.  Hewasforoedhaok 
upon  the  land.  In  addition  to  this,  he  was 
strongly  attached  to  the  soil.  These 
facts  completely  disposed  of  the  argu- 
ment which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
based  upon  the  circumstanoe,  that  there 
was  no  farm  to  let  upon  his  estate. 
There  was  another  matarial  difference 
between  the  Welsh  and  English  agri- 
culturists. Between  the  Wslsh  land- 
lord and  tenant  there  was  a  "  great  gulf 
fixed."  Englishmen  did  not  understand 
this.  They  passed  through  Wales  and 
visited  watering  places  like  Llandudno 
and  Bhyl,  bat  they  obtained  no  know- 
ledge whatever  of  the  conditi<m  of  the 
people.  The  barriers  that  separated 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Wales  were 
almost  insurmountable.  Thsre  were 
barriers  of  language,  barriers  of  race, 
religions  barriers,  politioal  harriers. 
The  Welsh  landlords  and  tenants  lived 
and  moved  in  entirely  different  worlds. 
They  spoke  different  tongues;  they 
attended  different  places  of  worship; 
there  was  no  common  ground  on  which 
they  could  meet.  Could  there  be  a 
greater  barrier  than  that  which  separa- 
ted them  IB  regard  to  language  alone  ? 
Bad  any  of  them  tried  to  drive  a  bar- 
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gain  in  a  language — such  as  (German  or 
Italian — of  wbich  they  had  but  an  imper- 
fect knowledge  ?  That  was  the  normal 
condition  of  the  Welsh  tenant-farmer. 
People  talked  of  freedom  of  contract, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  have  absolute 
freedom  of  contract  where  one  of  the 


matter  was  exceedingly  well  put  in  a 
pamphlet  written  by  Mr.  B.  A.  Jones, 
who  pointed  out  that  the  prevalence  of 
the  Welsh  language  in  itself  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  two  classes  to  be  in 
sympathy  one  with  the  other.  The  re- 
sult of  these  differences  in  language, 
religion,  and  politics  was  practically  to 
place  the  Weuh  landlords  and  tenants 
at  arm's  length.  He  said  advisedly 
that  the  oondition  of  Wales  in  this  re- 
spect was  far  more  like  that  of  Ireland 
than  that  of  England.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  challenged  any  msu 
to  say  whether  improvements  were  mads 
by  the  tenants  in  Wales.  In  some  cases 
they  were,  but  it  was  perhaps  difficult 
to  lay  down  any  general  rule.  He, 
however,  relied  not  so  mach  upon  that 
point  as  upon  the  fact  of  the  existence 
of  the  olasa-wall,  as  he  might  call  it, 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  This  was 
practically  equivalent,  in  its  effects,  to 
absenteeiam.  As*  a  ruls,  it  was  very 
difficult  to  convince  Englishmen  that  a 
Welshman  was  anything  more  than  a 
peculiar  kind  of  Englishman,  who  pre- 
ferred an  Eisteddfod  to  a  horse-race  and 
spoke  a  language  which  no  one  oould 
understand.  It  was  retreshing,  there- 
fore, to  find  an  Englishman  like  the 
hon.  Usmher  for  Botberbam  (Mr.  A.  H. 
Dyke  Acland),  who,  if  he  had  lived  for 
50  years  in  Wales,  could  have  more 
accurately  stated  the  condition  of  the 
conntry  ^an  he  had  done  in  his  speech. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Cfolonel 
Cornwallie  West)  had  suggested  that 
the  hoa.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
W.  Davies)  should  tell  the  House 
something  about  the  oondition  ot  his 
conoty.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke, however,  conld  scarcely  be  said 
to  represent  Wales  at  all.  Parts  of 
Pembroke  was  generally  known  as 
"  Idttle  England  beyond  Wales,"  and 
was  an  English  colony.  It  did  seem  to 
be  a  little  hard  that  because  one,  or 
possibly  two,  of  the  counties  in  Wales 
wne  satisfied  with  the  present  condition 
of  thin^,  tbeother  1 0  counties  should  be 
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denied  the  juatice  they  asked  for.  Of 
courEie,  the  Hoiue  would  be  told  that 
Bince  the  Union,  in  the  time  of 
Henry  Till.,  "^alea  was  politically  an 
integral  part  of  England.  That  waa  the 
old  argument  which  one  always  heard 
on  these  occasions,  and  it  was  one  more 
worthy  of  a  lawyer  than  of  a  statesman. 
The  House  of  Oommona  had  already 
knocked  a  good  many  holes  in  the 
Statute  of  Henry  Viil.,  and  they  hoped 
to  knock  a  good  many  more.  Two  or 
three  Statutes  had  been  passed  whieh 
applied  only  to  Wales,  and  when  the 
House  of  Commons,  by  aliening  it  to 
he  read  a  second  time,  put  its  se^,  as  it 
were,  on  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
oation  Bill,  it  practically  recognized  the 
fact  that  Wales  wae  entitled  to  distinc- 
tive treatment  at  the  hands  of  Parlia- 
ment. But,  be  that  as  it  might,  they 
could  no  more  turn  Welshmen  into 
Englishmen  than  they  could  turn  Eng- 
lishmen into  Welshmen.  Say  what  they 
liked,  the  Welsh  people  were  a  distinct 
nationality.  If  their  laws  were  the  same, 
their  customs,  their  habits  of  life,  their 
language  were  different,  and  if  the  laws 
of  a  people  did  not  correspond  to  their 
requirements,  the  sooner  they  were 
altered  the  better. 

Mr.  KENYON  {Denbigh,  &o.)  aaid, 
he  must  congratulate  the  hen.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  upon  the  exceed- 
ingly courteous  and  tolerant  way  in 
which  he  had  introduced  this  subject  to 
the  House.  He  felt  that  the  tone  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  had 
been  sncb  that  it  rendered  it  somewhat 
difficult  for  anyone  who  differed  from 
him  in  many  points  to  make  his  views 
sufficiently  heard.  Though  he  agreed 
up  to  a  certain  point  with  the  last  words 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  national  sentiment,  he 
felt  the  remarks  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  with  regard  to  the  want  of 
sympathy  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
as  resulting  from  the  necessity  of  two 
languages  in  Wales,  were,  he  would  not 
say  overstrained,  but  exaggerated  and 
altogether  beside  the  question  at  issue. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  lived  in 
Wales  for  a  great  number  of  years,  but 
had  he  ever  found  a  landlord  in  Wales 
who  was  not  in  sympathy  with  his 
tenants  for  the  simple  reason  that  he 
Mr.  Oihomt  Xergm 


was  not  able  to  speak  to  them  in  their 
own  language?  He  (Mr.  Eenyon)  had 
lived  in  Wales  all  hia  life,  and  had 
been  oonneoted  all  hislife  with  the  land. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  ho 
did  not  attribute  any  blame  to  the  land- 
lords. It  was  their  misfortune,  not  their 
fault. 

Mr.  KENYON  said,  be  did  not 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
doing  BO.  He  was  about  to  aay  that  he 
had  lived  all  his  life  in  Wales,  and  that 
he  had  been  oonneoted,  perhaps,  more 
closely  with  land  in  Wales  than  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman.  For  20  years  he 
hwl  been  on  agent  of  a  large  property 
in  Wales.  In  that  capacity  he  hadbeen 
brought  in  contact  with  the  tenant 
farmera  and  cottagers  in  Wales,  and 
now  he  was  a  trustee  and  manogiuf; 
owner  of  a  very  large  estate  in  North 
Wales.  Never  in  his  experience  had 
there  been  any  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween him  and  those  with  whom  he  had 
had  to  deal  very  largely,  on  the  score 
of  language.  There  was  perfect  sym- 
pathy as  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  he  had  no  heaitation  in  saying, 
speaking  from  an  experience  both  aa 
tenant  and  aa  a  manager  of  estates — and 
as  a  tenant  he  had  no  doubt  he  had, 
perhaps,  as  much  experience  aa  the 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis),  for  he  had  farmed  350  acres  for  a 
considerable  number  of  years  at  a  con- 
siderable losa,  and  he  waa  now  farming 
his  own  laud  at  a  larger  loss  still — he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
question  of  language  or  the  question  of 
land  tenure  in  general  in  Wales  had 
had  no  different  effect  upon  him  as  a 
tenant  or  as  a  land  agent  than  they 
would  have  had  if  he  had  lived  in 
Shropshire  over  the  Border.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  baaed  his 
Motion  upon  the  statement  that  there 
were  exceptional  circumstances  in  Walea 
which  required  exceptional  legislation. 
Now,  what  were  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances in  Wales  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  ?  In  the  first  place,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  contended  that  ^ere 
had  been  a  great  fall  in  prices.  Surely 
there  had  been  no  greater  fall  in  prices 
in  Wales  than  there  had  been  in  any 
county  over  the  Border ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  prices  in  Wales  had  been  less  affected 
by  the  general  depression  of  agriculture 
than  the  prices  in  the  Border  counties 
had  been  affeoted,  and  fi>r  this  reaaon, 
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tbat  the  great  trade  which  was  done  by 
"Welsh  farmers,  was  done  in  mutton  and 
in  wool.  No  doubt  the  fluctuations  in 
the  prioe  of  wool  were  at  one  time  verj 
oonaiderable ;  but  wool  at  the  present 
time  was  cne  of  the  very  few  things 
which  had  risen  in  price.  Keat,  too, 
had  risen  in  price.  Therefore,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  two  staple  articles 
upon  which  Welsh  farmers  depended 
were  aotually  on  the  rise,  and  not  on  the 
fall  as  the  hon.  Qentleman  would  lead 
the  House  to  understand.  Cheese  was 
Tery  largely  produced  in  Wales,  but, 
poBsibly,  not  to  the  same  extent  in  the 
counties  which  the  hon.  Ifember  [Mr. 
T.  £.  Ellis)  was  particularly  acquainted 
as  in  the  counties  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Kenyon)  was  specially  concerned.  Now, 
the  value  of  cheese  had  actually  risen 
during  the  last  two  years  very  consider- 
ably, and  at  the  present  moment  was 
Bold  at  a  higher  price  in  the  market  than 
it  had  been  sold  at  for  the  last  three 
years.  If  they  took,  therefore,  the  ques- 
tion of  price,  he  thought  the  average 
fall  in  prices  in  Wales  was  certainly  not 
greater,  but  if  anything  rather  less  than 
in  the  Border  counties  in  England.  Then 
the  hon.  Qentleman  argued  that  the 
average  reduction  in  rent  had  not  been 
commensurate  with  the  fall  in  prices. 
He  (Ur.  Kenyon)  happened  to  know  a 
little  about  the  subject,  and  he  asserted, 
without  hesitation,  that  the  average 
reductions  in  rent  in  the  counties  in 
Wales  were  certainly  larger  than  the 
average  reductions  in  the  Border  coun- 
ties in  England.  The  average  reduc- 
tions in  rent  In  the  Welsh  counties  with 
which  he  was  acquainted  varied  from 
15  to  30  per  cent.  In  some  cases  they 
had  amounted  to  50  per  cent,  and  many 
cases  within  his  knowledge  there  had 
been  permanent  reductions  in  rent 
amounting  to  30  per  cent.  He  thought 
that  if  they  came  to  investigate  the 
question  carefully  it  would  be  found 
tbat  the  reductions  of  rent  in  Wales,  if 
not  far  in  excess,  were,  at  any  rate, 
quite  as  large  as  the  average  reductions 
nude  in  England.  If  there  were  no  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  with  regard  to 
prices  and  reductions  of  rent,  were  there 
exceptional  oircu [fa stances  with  regard 
to  rates  or  agreements?  He  did  not 
know  what  the  average  rates  all  through 
Ecgland  were;  but  he  knew  that  in 
Wuaa  they  were  extremely  reasonable. 
The  average  rating  of  Welsh  parishes 
TOL.  OOOXXVU.   Lthird  BBaiM.] 


was  2f ,  3d.  in  the  pound,  while  the  rating 
in  many  English  counties  amounted  to 
3j.  6d.,  4f.  64.,  and  5*.  6i.in  the  pound. 
The  Welsh  rates,  except  in  some  of  the 
mining  parishes,  where  there  had  been 
a  great  deal  of  pauperism,  and  where, 
perhaps,  there  had  been  large  expendi' 
ture  on  school  boards,  would  be  found  to 
be  no  higher  than  the  rates  in  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Now,  they  were 
told  that  the  landlords  in  Wales  bore 
some  resemblance  to  their  Irish  brethren, 
of  whom  he  wished  to  say  nothing  evil. 
They  were  told  that  the  Welsh  tenants 
made  improvements,  and  that  the  land- 
lords  were  such  horrible  creatures  that 
they  sucked  up  all  the  improved  value 
after  the  improvements  were  made. 
Now,  as  he  had  said,  he  had  had  mueh 
experience  as  regarded  land  in  Wales, 
but  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there 
was  never  made  an  observation  which 
was  so  absolutely  and  entirely  contrary 
to  the  facts  as  that  statement.  He  was 
well  acquainted  tritb  a  large  estate  in 
Wales  where,  for  many  years,  fiO  and  7S 
per  cent  of  the  rental  of  the  property 
was  spent  in  making  permanent  im- 
provements upon  tiie  property,  and  that 
after  that  time,  and  ever  since,  25  per 
cent  of  the  rental  had  been  spent  upon 
the  property.  Upon  a  very  large  estate 
adjoining  the  one  he  had  just  spoken 
of,  they  spent  for  some  years  the  whole 
rent  upon  the  property,  and  within  his 
knowledge  as  a  land  agent  there  was  not 
a  single  case  in  which  a  tenant  had  ever 
erected  any  building,  or  had  ever  made 
a  permanent  improvement  upon  the  pro- 
perty with  the  single  exception  of  drain- 
age. Soma  tenants  had  cut  the  drains, 
but  the  landlords  had  provided  the  pipes. 
To  compare  the  Welsh  landlords  with 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  was,  therefore, 
unreasonable.  He  thought  he  might 
fairly  say  that  the  landlords  had  done 
their  duty  lu  expending  money  upon 
their  property,  and  that  they  were 
entitled  to  be  treated  with  justice  and 
respect.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Af ember  for  East  Denbighshire 
alluded.  In  Wales,  for  some  reason 
or  another,  a  great  deal  of  land  had 
changed  hands  during  the  last  30  or 
40  years.  There  had  been  oases  of  a 
certain  amount  of  hardship  to  the  ten- 
ants in  consequence  of  this  change  of 
proprietorship.  Where  there  was  an 
old  established  estate,  the  probabiUtjr 
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was  that  the  landlord  had  no  desire  to 
get  rid  of  his  tenant,  and  the  tenant  had 
no  desire  to  leave  his  landlord.  But 
there  oame  a  ohanee;  owing  to  some 
reason  or  other  the  land  changed  hand  a. 
Ijand  in  North  Wales,  partiouIaTly,  had 
recently  changed  hands.  The  new  land- 
lord, coming  in,  perhaps  from  Ireland  or 
Liverpool,  might  have  paid  a  good  price 
for  the  land.  It  had  happened  that  the 
farms  had  been  re-valned,  tenants  had 
bean  asked  to  accept  the  new  valuation, 
and  on  their  refusal  to  do  so  had  been 
turned  out.  That  unquestionably  was 
a  hardship  vhioh  the  tenants  suffered.  It 
was  a  hardship  which,  as  had  been  fairly 
pointed  out,  was  not  altogether  covered 
by  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  Some 
additional  clause  might  very  properly  be 
put  in  the  Act  to  cover  the  position  of 
the  sitting  tenant — say  of  a  man  who 
had  occupied  the  farm  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  There  was  one  other 
matterto  which  he  must  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  and  that  was  the 
Grown  rente.  There  waa  a  quantity  of 
land  in  Wales  which  was  subject  to  cer- 
tain claims  on  the  part  of  the  Orown. 
Some  years  ago  the  Orown  oame  down 
upon  a  little  village  in  Wales,  and 
claimed  from  the  tenants  19  years'  arrears 
of  Grown  rents.  For  19  years  the 
Orown  rents  had  never  been  asked  for ; 
but  then  the  Orown  came  down  upon  the 
people,  because  they  knew  the  thing  was 
getting  far  too  old.  It  waa  very  hard 
upon  the  owners  that  they  should  be 
asked  to  pay  these  rents,  of  which  some 
of  them  had  ndver  even  heard  a  syllable. 
The  same  thing  bad  happened  in  parts 
of  Merionethshire.  He  thought  the 
House  was  entitled  to  hear  from  the 
Government  what  steps  the  Grown  in- 
tended to  take  in  the  future  with  regard 
to  its  rents.  He  did  think  that,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Welsh  farmer— 
and  no  man  had  more  sympathy  for  the 
Welsh  farmer  then  he  had — they  ought 
to  do  all  they  could  to  ameliorate  his 
GondiUon.  The  Government  would  cer- 
tainly do  Wales  a  good  turn  if  it 
granted  a  remission  of  such  rents  and 
royalties  which  existed  at  this  moment. 
The  landlords  of  Wales  had  been  told 
that  they  were  out  of  sympathy  with  the 
tenants.  He  did  not  believe  it.  He  did 
not  believe  that  any  of  the  late  riots  had 
anything  to  do  with  therelations  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  believed  that 
landlord  and  tenant  were,  as  they  ever 
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had  been,  one ;  that  they  always  would 
pull  together  if  they  were  sot  divoroed  bj 
a  f  ooliidi  and  one-sided  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  ttie  day — Liberal 
or  ,Tory,  aa  the  case  might  be — and  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  they  were  not  led 
astray  by— could  he  say — agitators? 
He  would  not  use  the  term  in  reference 
to  any  friend  of  his  on  the  oppo^te 
Benches,  but  simply  in  reference  to 
certain  ambitions  Gentlemen  who,  per- 
haps, had  some  reason  in  putting  them- 
selves prominently  forward.  He  main- 
tained  that  if  neither  of  the  two  elements 
he  had  mentioned  prevailed — if  the 
Welsh  were  treated  with  reason  by  the 
Government,  if  their  just  claims  to  fegia- 
lation  were  regarded,  and  if  hon.  (ten- 
tlemen  opposite  would  refrain  ttosn. 
agitation,  from  stirring  tip  strife  in  the 
country,  his  firm  impression  was  that 
the  traditional  loyalty  and  good  sense 
of  the  Welsh  people  would  re-assert 
itself,  and  that  Wales  would  still  re- 
main what  it  had  ever  been,  the  most 
law-abiding  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions. 

Me.  STUAET  EENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said,  he  did  not  rise  at 
this  late  hour  (11.20)  to  interpose  at 
any  length  in  the  debate ;  indeed,  he 
thought  that  the  Welsh  Members  with 
whom  he  acted  had  very  little  occasion 
to  elaborate  their  case.  Even  the  speech 
to  which  the  House  had  just  listened 
proved  conclusively  the  justice  of  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis).  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Kenyon)  began  by  the  ad- 
mission, which  was  grsatly  in  thsir  favour, 
that  BO  far  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  having  opened  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  spirit  of  an  agitator,  he 
had  opened  it  in  the  spirit  6f  a  young 
and  promising  Welah  statesman.  The 
Welsh  Members  certainly  owed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  K.  Ellis)  a  debt  of 
gratitude  for  the  exhaustive  statement 
he  had  made  on  their  behalf.  The 
unity  of  the  Welsh  Kepresentativea  on 
this  question  was  considerable,  and  the 
Amendment  of  Ms  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Denbigh- 
shire (Colonel  Oornw alii B  West)  had  not 
given  them  much  alarm  or  anxiety.  That 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should 
move  an  Amendment  at  all  was  a  surprise 
to  most  of  them.  He  had  always  looked 
upon  his  hon.  and  gallant  Fnsnd  as  a 
more  advanced  land  reformer  than  him- 
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B€lf ;  he  had  alvrays  supposed  the  hon. 
and  gallant  &[ember  committed  to  a  view 
of  land  reform  from  which  he  (Mr.  Stuart 
Kendel),  with  his  poor  judgment,  shrank. 
But  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  giveii  them  great  hope  and  satis- 
faction, for  he  had  pledged  himself  to 
the  desirability  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Koyal  Oommiasion  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  agriculture  in  Wales.  They 
kn«w  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
mao  did  not  want  to  give  to  his  Welsh 
tenanta  what  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  confer  upon  hia  English  tenants. 
With  that  species  of  opposition  thej 
might  be  well  content.     His  hon.  and 

fallant  Friend  made  some  statements, 
owever,  upon  which  he  desired  to  com- 
ment for  a  moment.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  referred,  and  referred 
with  legitimate  pride,  to  the  fact  that 
on  man  J  large  estates  in  Wales  no  case 
arose  which  would  justify  an  ap^ioatlon 
to  the  House  for  its  attention.  He  (Mr. 
Stuart  Beudel)  and  his  hon.  Uolleagues 
admitted  it ;  they  alvraye  would  admit  it. 
They  believed  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  ease  was  a  case  in  point. 
But  their  complaint  was  not  against  the 
large  landlords  at  all.  Their  grievance 
rattier  arose  from  the  fact  that  Wales 
was  peouliarly  a  oountry  of  small  land- 
lords, and,  unfortunately,  of  indebted 
landowners.  It  was  the  case  of  these 
which  was  in  question.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  also  gently  in- 
sinuated that  if  the  question  rested  with 
the  landowning  Bepresestatives  of  agri- 
cultural constituencies  in  Wales,  no 
difficulty  would  arise.  The  oass  which 
the  hoQ.  and  gallant  Gentleman  him- 
Belf  adduced  was  one  which  sufficiently 
answered  that  argument.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
there  were  only  seven  landowning  Se- 
presantativee  of  agricultural  constitu- 
encies in  Wales,  though  there  were  at 
least  20  of  such  constituencies.  Tbe 
mere  circumstance  that  Wales  returned 
from  agricultural  constituencies  men 
other  than  landowners  in  such  an  over- 
whelming degree,  the  very  fact  that  it 
rejected  its  natural  leaders,  the  very 
men  who  had  the  best  opportunities  for 
guning  the  confidence  of  the  public  in 
fluch  oonstituenciea,  was  surely  a  very 
Bolid  argument,  showing  that  there  was 
BomethiBjg  wrong  in  the  relations  between 
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to  be  under  a  strange  impression.  He 
stated  with  great  courtesy,  if  he  stated. 
it  definitely  at  all,  that  persons  other 
than  landowners  were  not  altogether 
competent  to  discuss  this  question.  But 
it  did  not  present  itself  to  them  as  an 
agricultural  teohnioal  question.  Many 
of  them  could  not  pretend  to  be  compe- 
tent judges  on  agricultural  matters,  but 
to  them  this  was  an  industrial  problem, 
and  he  thought  that  so  far  bom  land- 
owners wishing  to  have  an  exclusive 
audience  in  the  House  and  the  country 
on  matters  in  which  they  were  supreme, 
it  surely  was  desirable  that  they  should 
refer  such  matters,  or  be  willing  to 
refer  such  matters,  not  only  to  dis- 
interested persons,  but  to  those  who  had 
an  outside  experience  of  the  other  indus- 
tries of  the  country.  He  thought  it 
was  possible  to  show  that  some  of  the 
errors  which  had  arisen  in  the  agrioul- 
tural  system  of  Wales  were  due  to 
the  want  of  elementary  knowledge 
on  general  industrial  questions  which 
the  landlords  unfortunately  displayed. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Oomwallis  West)  cited  a  case.  He 
(Mr.  Stuart  Sendel)  would  take  that 
cose,  not  because  it  was  a  strong  one, 
but  because  it  came  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  himself.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  the  fact  was 
that  tbe  mischief  was  largely  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  so  many  tenants  took 
farms  for  which  they  had  not  capital 
enough.  Surely  a  landlord  ought  not 
to  let  hia  farms  to  tenants  without  suffi- 
cient capital.  Why  was  a  landlord  in- 
duced to  do  this?  Simply  because  he 
regarded  it  to  his  interest  to  have  as 
large  a  competition  for  his  farms  as 
possible.  If  a  landlord  would  only  see 
that  the  competition  was  narrowed  to 
men  he  knew  to  be  competent  to  take 
the,  farms  it  was  quite  certain  he  would 
get  rid  of  the  very  difficulties  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Uornwallis  West)  had  attributed  so 
much  of  the  present  state  of  things. 
There  was  another  and  a  larger  question 
relating  to  rent  on  which  a  more  grievous 
error  was  frequently  made  by  landlords. 
Welsh  landlords  were  too  much  in  the 
habit  of  considering  that  a  fair  rant  was 
that  which  a  farm  would  bring.  The 
House  knew  that  that  unfortunately  was 
which    was   a   great  deal  too 
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lion,  and  gallant  Friend  vould  agree, 
not  what  a  farm  would  bring;,  but  what 
the  land  could  fairly  earn  and  pa;. 
The  contention  of  the  Supporters  of  the 
Motion  was  that  for  a  long  period  back 
the  tenants  of  Wales — than  whom  there 
were  no  tenants  in  the  world  more 
thrift;,  induatriauB,  and  frugal,  had  been 
required  to  pay  the  price  of  existence 
and  starration  rents.  The  result  of  this 
had  been  a  more  general  depletion,  t 
more  widely  extended  condition  of  agri' 
cultural  distreas,  a  greater  depopulation 
of  whole  districts,  than  perhaps  could 
be  instanced  in  the  kingdom  anywhere 
out  of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland. 
Now,  the  idea  was  entertained  in  aom 
quarters  that  the  eSect  of  making  thi 
Motion  would  be  mischievous  rather 
than  beneficial,  because  it  might,  to 
certain  extent,  shake  confidence  i 
capital,  and  might  disincline  inveators 
to  come  to  Wales.  But  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted, and  admitted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Denbigh  Boroughs  (Mr. 
Kenjon) — he  believed  it  was  also  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Denbighshire  (Colonel  Comwallis  West) 
— that  if  there  were  hardships  and  in- 
justice in  Wales,  it  was  oonetantly  occa- 
sioned by  investors  in  land  in  Wales. 
Strangers  came  to  Wales,  put  their 
money  in  land  as  a  mere  investment, 
and  often  acted  in  the  harshest  of  man- 
ners. If  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  were 
not  aware  of  such  cases,  be  and  his 
hon.  friends  could  furnish  them  with 
plenty  of  them.  No  doubt  confidence 
in  capital  was  a  very  important  thing 
for  any  industry  ;  but  what  was  wanted 
in  Wales  was  not  to  give  confidence 
to  capital,  but  to  give  confidence  to 
industry.  How  oould  there  be  any 
confidence  in  the  agricultural  industry 
under  a  system  of  yearly  tepancy,  and 
of  competitive  rent  exaggerated  to  the 
highest  point  by  the  necessities  of 
the  people  ?  That  the  competition  for 
rent  was  exaggerated  to  the  highest 
point  in  Wales,  the  House  of  Oommons 
could  easily  satisfy  itself  upon  if  it 
would  only  take  the  trouble  to  inquire. 
Enough  had  been  said  about  severance 
between  the  people  and  the  landowning 
class — enough,  for  this  evening,  at  any 
rate,  hut  it  was  as  well  the  House  should 
consider,  for  a  moment,  what  was  the 
position  of  a  Welsh  speaking  farmer 
ousted  &om  his  holding.  A  Welsh 
speaking  farmer  had  absolutely  no 
Mr.  Stuart  Mendel 
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other  resource  open  to  him  in  Wales ; 
he  oould  not  go  out  of  Wales ;  be 
was  simply  turned  out  on  the  road 
aide.  If  the  landlords  ohose  to  remit 
the  study  of  the  question  of  fair  rent  to 
agents,  if  they  would  not  look  into  the 
question  of  rental  for  themselves,  the 
result  inevitably  must  he  that  the  coun- 
try must  become  over  rented  as  it  was 
now.  TTpon  the  question  of  rental  it 
was  as  well  to  point  out  that  in  Wales 
the  rise  of  rent  had  been  altogether  ex- 
ceptional. As  theri^thon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  had  said,  Wales  was 
apastoral  country,  and  depended  largely 
on  wool  and  mutton.  The  opening  up 
of  railways  in  Wales  brought  the  sheep- 
farming  industry  very  rapidly  to  the 
front.  Undoubtedly  it  gave  a  great 
stimulus  to  that  industry,  because  it 
secured  to  farmers  a  sale  for  their 
mutton  as  well  as  for  their  wool,  and 
this  led  to  a  very  large  rise  in  rents. 
It  could  be  shown,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  House,  that  tho  rise  in  rents  of 
some  hill  farms  in  Wales  was  nearer 
100  per  cent  than  35  or  40  per  cent. 
He  could  adduce  a  multitude  of  cases 
where  the  rise  had  been  far  greater  than 
35  or  40  per  cent,  but  he  admitted  that 
they  would  be  isolated  cases.  All  these 
facts,  however,  a  Boyal  Commission 
would  soon  discover.  There  was  un- 
questionably in  Wales  a  state  of  things 
which  required  the  serious  attention  of 
Parliament.  If  Parliament  would  not 
attendtothismatter  when  they  had  before 
them  clear  evidence  upon  which  to  go, 
there  was  only  one  course  for  the  people 
to  adopt.  If  there  was  no  other  method 
of  securing  an  adjustment  of  rent,  and  a 
better  system  of  tenure  than  that  of 
combination  on  the  part  of  the  tenants, 
that  oombination  must  be  and  would 
sooner  or  later  brought  about.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  liked  agitation 
le  that  they  did  not  at  all  desire 
this  combination  stimulated,  and 
it  was  for  that  reason  mainly  that  they 
took  the  earliest  opportunity  of  appeal- 

^  the  House  to  seriously  conaider 
the  case  of  Wales,  and  not  to  invite 
Wales  to  become  in  agricultural  revolu- 
tion a  half-way  house  between  Ireland 
and  England. 

Ma.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry]  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  talked  of  the  land-hoiiger  in 
Wales  and  of  the  extraordinary  oompeti- ' 
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tion  for  land  which  prevailed  there. 
But  did  hon.  Qentlemen  apeak  from 
oxperience  or  were  they  only  ochoing  an 
old  Irish  cry  ?  Mr.  Doyle,  in  his  excel- 
lent Report  to  the  Hnyal  Commission 
of  18B2,  said,  that  restricted  competi- 
tion for  farms  in  Wales  compelled 
owners  in  many  cases  to  accept  undesir- 
able tenants — men  without  skIU,  enter- 
prize,  or  capital.  How,  then,  could  hon. 
Hembers  speak  of  land-hunger  when 
persons  who  had  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject spoke  of  the  want  of  competition  ? 
Mr.  Doyle  bad  shown  that  tbe  almost 
exoInsiTe  use  of  the  Welsh  language 
gave  Welshmen,  especially  in  remote 
parts,  almost  an  exclusive  monopoly  of 
land -bold  i  a  g,  and  that  they  entertained 
a  great  jealousy  of  strangers.  But  tbe 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire  (Mr.  Osbom  Morgan)  complained 
that  some  of  the  landlords  did  not 
know  Welsh  ;  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
could  only  communicate  with  bis  Welab 
constituents  through  an  interpreter. 
There  were  two  sorts  of  farmers  in 
Wales — farmers  of  land  and  farmers  of 
the  platform.  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  tbe  Amendment  was  one  of  tbe 
farmers  of  the  platform ;  he  had  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  land;  his 
occupation  was  of  a  very  different 
character.  The  leaders  of  this  Welsh 
agitation  were  neraons  connected  with 
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fortunes.  There  were  in  Wales  a  large 
number  of  freeholders,  some  50,000, 
and  they  were  a  great  deal  worse 
off  than  the  tenants.  Tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merionethshire  made  a  whole 
string  of  statements  without  producing 
any  evidence  to  support  them.  He 
would,  however,  give  a  few  figures  in 
support  of  his  case.  In  1862  tbe  profits 
of  the  farmers,  as  appeared  from  the 
returns  under  Schedule  B  of  the  In- 
come Tax,  in  tbe  28th  Heport  of 
the  Inland  Revenue,  were  £2,659,000  ; 
in  1876  £3,183,000;  and  in  1883-4 
£3,214,000;  so  that  in  tbe  aoutae  of  those 
years  there  was  a  continuous  increase. 
Again,  from  tbe  local  taxation  returns 
1684-5,  it  appeared  that  tbe  rateable 
value  of  property  had  increased  in  every 
county  but  one,  and  the  last  Betum  of 
agrioultural  etatiatics  for  1886-7  showed 
that  the  number  of  acres  under  corn  and 
under  green  graas  had  increaaed,  that 
the  number  of  horaea,  sheep,  and  pigs 
bad  increased,  and  that  the  land  nnder 
cultivation  had  increased.  In  fact,  every- 
thing had  increased  but  cattle,  which 
bad  decreased  to  a  small  extent.  This 
was  an  organized  and  factitious  agita- 
tion. A  year  ago  there  was  a  great 
meeting  held  at  Bhyl  to  inaugurate  a 
Land  League  for  Wales,  and  placards 
were  issued  headed  "  Farmers,  awake  !  " 
and  calling  on  farmers  to  attend.  They, 
however,  did  not.  and  one  Radical  news- 
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existed  even  amongst  the  Badical  Mem- 
bers themBelves  on  thie  subject. 

Mb.BOWEK  EC  WLANDS(Cardigaii- 
sbire)  said,  the  hon.  OentlemaB  vbo  bad 
just  Bat  down  seemed  to  possess  more 
wrong  information  on  this  subjeot  tban 
be  oould  have  believed  possible;  and 
between  this  inaccurate  information  and 
the  tortuous  windings  of  his  speech  had 
effectually  concealed  from  the  House 
the  course  of  what  he  (Mr.  Bowlands) 
supposed  was  intended  for  arKiiment. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  a  factitious  agitation  and 
described  the  Welsh  Members  as 
agitators.  He  could  not  see  the  logic 
of  the  argument  that  their  action  was 
dictated  by  a  desire  to  please  their  con- 
stituents, and  that,  nevertheless,  they  did 
not  really  represent  their  constituents  in 
this  matter.  The  hon.  Member  had 
made  assertions  without  proving 
them.  He  had,  it  was  true,  quoted 
from  the  Eeport  of  Mr.  Doyle  ;  but,  as 
had  already  been  shown,  the  inquiry 
upon  which  that  !Report  was  fouaded 
was  conducted  by  a  person  who  knew 
nothing  about  Wales,  and  who  obtained 
information  fiom  Poor  Law  clerks  who 
were  not  competent  to  give  it.  The 
difBcultiea  of  the  situation  in  Wales 
could  not  bo  settled  by  mere  temporary 
reductions  of  rent.  In  order  to  inspire 
the  tenants  with  that  confidence  which 
was  essential  for  the  successful  practice 
of  agriculture,  rents  must  be  perman- 
ently reduced  or  the  land  must  be  re- 
Talued  and  security  of  tenure  with 
freedom  of  sale  assured  to  the  culti- 
vators of  the  soil. 

TnaPOaTMASTEH  QENEEAL  (Mr. 
Baixes)  (Oambridge  nuiveraity) :  This 
has  been  an  interesting  debate  to  those 
who  take  any  particular  interest  in  the 
Principality  of  Wales;  but  I  think  it 
has  been  shorn  of  what  might  have  been 
its  most  interesting  feature,  and  reduced 
rather  to  the  position  of  "Hamlet"  with 
the  principal  figure  in  that  play  omitted. 
We  are  all  aware  that  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  generally  sits  that  emi- 
nent Member  of  uiis  House  best  qualified 
to  advise  his  own  followers  on  the  ques- 
tion of  land  tenure  in  Wales,  and  I 
think  we  must  all  regret  that  the 
"Squireof  Hawarden"ha8not  thought 
fit  to  give  his  followers  that  advice  he 
might  have  given  on  this  interesting 
anbject.  But  in  his  absence  we  must  do 
J6-.  atmlty  ZtighUm. 


the  best  we  can.    I  hope  the  hon.  Oea- 

tleman  the  Member  for  Merionethshire 
(Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis),  who  brought   on  this 
Motion  in  a  speech  which,  I  think,  was 
both    moderate  and    circnmspect,    will 
understand    that   on   this    side    of  the 
House,  and  certainly  with  HerMajeaty'a 
Government,   there  is  at   least    aa  full 
sympathy  with  all  the  trials  and  diffi- 
culties that  have  arisen  out  of  the  de- 
Eression  in  agriculture  as  he  or  any  of 
is  Friends  can  claim  to  show.  I  ahould 
be  sorry  it  should  be  supposed  that,  in 
opposing  this  Motion,  the  Oovemmentan 
acting  with  any  waul  of  sympathy  with 
a  class  so  entirely  deserving  of  it  a«  the 
farmers  of  Wales  are,  no  less  tban  those 
of  England.   The  hon.  Member's  speech 
was  both  moderate  and  circumspect,  ex- 
tremely  moderate   in  comparison    with 
utterances  of  advocates  of  agricultural 
changes  outside  this  House;  and  he  was 
extremely  circumspect  in  his  instances, 
for  he  did  not  refer  to  any  particular 
case  in  the  course  of  his  argument,  with 
the  exception  of  one  annonymous  land- 
lord in  Cardiganshire.     But  the  House 
should  not  be  left  altogether  ignorant  of 
the  sort  of  language  used  in  connection 
with  this  subject  by  orators  who  speak 
with  more  freedom  and  less  responsi- 
bihty  than  Members  when  addressing 
this  House.     I  dare  say  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  may  have  seen  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  Tht  Timei  of  the  I61h 
of  the  present  month,  and  signed  by  Mr. 
Qee,  President  of  the  Land  League  of 
Wales,  or  one  of  the  Land  Leagues  of 
Wales,  for  I  gather  there  are  more  than 
one.    In  this  letter  the  writer  defines 
the  attitude  of  himself  and  his  friends 
in  language  which  deserves  the  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons.     Mr.  Qee  re- 
ferred to  an  occasion  when  he  was  re- 
ported to   have  spoken  about  "rotten 
landlords,"  and  as  he  was  anxious  to 
disclaim  this  soft  impeachment,  he  wrote 
to  The  Timtt  to  say  that  he  did  not  speak 
of  "rotten  landlords,"  but  of  "rottsa 
land  laws."     That  is  a  very  eaay  mistake 
for    a   reporter  to    make;  but  as  Hr. 
Gee  goes  on  to  point  out  that  he  ad- 
dressed   his   audience   in   the    Welsh 
tongue,  it  does  not  seem  quite  so  easy 
to  understand    how    the    reporter  feU 
into  the  error;  and  when  he  further  goes 
on   to    clinch  his   argument,  or,    as  I 
should  say,  judiciously  forgets  to  clinch 
his  argument,  by  any  referenee  to  the  &ct 


:y  Google 


Agrimliural  {Jtms  29,  1888|  TmaHtri/ {TFaht).  1838 

tban  he  lias  given  in  his  colourless 
speech  in  introduiing  it.  The  hon. 
Gentlemsn  went,  first  of  all,  to  the 
OommisBion  of  1 879,  and  referred  to  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Dojie.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish,  at  this  honr,  to  detain  the  House 
b;  iollowing  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
rarious  objections  he  took  to  that  Re- 
port— and,  indeed,  we  have  been  told 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
GardigaiiBhire  (Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands), 
that  the  Report  is  only  worthy  of  con- 
sideration when  it  expresses  his  view, 
not  when  it  expresses  the  view  of  any- 
body else— but  the  hon.  Member  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  the  Report 
that  the  late  Lord  Panrhyn — who  we 
may  accept  ae  one  of  the  beat  landlords 
that  ever  filled  that  position  in  Wales 
or  any  other  country — the  hon.  Member 
himself  did  full  credit  to  his  memory — 
that  the  late  Lord  Penrhyn  used  the 
phrase  "  hereditary  tenantry."  What 
is  the  meaning  of  a  phrase  of  this  sort  ? 
It  was  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Qentleman, 
who  made  a  great  deal  of  it.  Does  it 
point  to  bad  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  F  Does  the  faot  that  tenants 
occupied  holdings  on  which  their  fathers 
were  bom  and  which  their  forefathers 
have  occupied  for  centuries,  does  that 

foint  to  the  existence  of  so  much  had 
lood,  the  absence  of  sympathy  and  want 
of  cordial  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  with  which,  according  to  hon. 
Members,  land  tenure  in  Wales  is  cursed  f 
I  should  say  that,  as  regards  the  little 
hill  farmers  who  hang  on  to  their  hold- 
ings with  the  most  narrow  means,  with 
the  greatest  difficulty  scraping  together 
the  means  for  their  frugal  existence, 
who  cling  to  their  position  in  times  of 
the  greatest  difficulty  for  landlord  and 
tenant,  this  long  hereditary  tenure  of 
farms  is  as  good  testimony  as  we  can 
possibly  have  of  the  friendly  and  cordial 
relations  that  fro tn  time  immemorial  have 
esiated  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Then  a  curious  point  came  out  in  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  and  others 
who  followed  him.  I  always  like  to  see 
a  man's  true  nature  appear  through  the 
artificial  layer  circumstances  impose  upon 
it.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  believes 
himself  to  he  a  staunch  Free  Trader, 
yet  he  actually  told  us  that  one  of  bis 
suggaationa  for  improving  the  condition 
of  Wekh  farmers  was  that  Englishmen 
should  be  prevented  from  competing  for 


that  some  persons  among  his  audience 
cried  out  "  Shoot  them !  he  wisely  dia- 
regards  the  consideratian  that  persons 
who  desire  to  shoot  usually  select  some- 
thing more  tangible  to  shoot  at  than 
laws.  However,  Mr.  Gee  goes  on  to  say 
what  was  the  language  ne  used,  and 
these  are  the  words  he  employs.  He 
said — 

"  Tha  ohangeB  advocated  by  the  Wel«h  Land 
Lieagae  will  of  neoeBaity  caaM  gittit  dittorb- 
ancs  Kmoag  landlords  and  their  familiet,  but 
tllBt  no  lodal  revolution  of  the  kind,  however 
grave  and  unplaasant  it  might  be,  is  inffioisnt 
reason  why  theie  reform  i  should  not  bs 
effectod." 

He  also  stated,  he  says — 

"That  those  chaaKes  should  ht  affected  hy 
ConstitDtional  meuiH,  bnt  should  theae  maans 
fail,   tha  reaponsibility  will  rest   on  our  op- 

CinentB  if  a  revolution  of  another  kind  should 
ke  place,  as  it  was  impossible  the  oountry 
ooajd  continue  subjeetto  these  oppressive  laws 
for  many  yean  longer." 

Well,  I  give  this  language,  not  only  be- 
cause it  is  well  that  Parliament  should 
be  made  aware  of  the  sort  of  propaganda 
going  on  in  Wales,  but  to  do  credit  to 
the  very  different  tone  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merionethshire,  who,  in  intro- 
ducing his  Motion  to-night,  "  roared  as 
gently  as  any  sucking  dove."  Mr.  Gee 
goes  on  to  say  what  is  included  in  his 
programme.  He  wants  a  Land  Oourt 
established,  with  a  sliding  scale  of  rents, 
fixity  of  tenure,  compensation  for  im- 
provements, State  aid  to  tenants  for  the 
parchase  of  holdings  by  loans  spread 
over  50  years,  the  abolition  of  primo- 
geniture and  entail,  the  enfranohiaement 
of  leaseholders,  the  transfer  of  royalties 
to  the  Grown — that  has  not  been,  I 
think,  a  very  popular  thing  in  Wales — 
the  abolition  of  the  Game  Laws,  the  re- 
valuation of  tithe  rant  charges,  free 
rivers,  paid  Members  of  Parliament— 
and,  of  course  what  seems  to  be  moat  im- 

Eirtant  of  all,  the  DiseKtabliahment  and 
isendowment  of  the  Church.  This  is  a 
large  programme,  and  I  will  not  now  at- 
tempt to  discuss  the  various  items  in  it ; 
hut  I  mention  them  to  show  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  comes  with  an  extremely 
innocent-looking  Motion  inviting  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  legisla- 
tion to  meat  the  agricultural  depression 
in  Wales,  a  great  many  people  who 
act  with  him,  and  whose  spokesman  in 
the  House  he  is  presumed  to  be,  attach 
a  great  deal  more  meaning  to  the  Motion 
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the  puFohase  of  land  in  the  Friaci- 
palitj !  [Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  :  Not  at  all.] 
Yes.  Did  he  not  say  that  tenants 
should  have  pre-emption  ?  What  is 
that  but  prevent! a g  the  other  side 
coming  in  ?  If  you  say  that  two  parties 
may  compete,  but  on  the  ooadition 
that  one  of  them  shall  seoure  oocupa- 
tion,  you  rather  neutralize  the  Talus  of 
the  competition  on  the  other  side.  I  do 
not  think  that  anyone  would  eare  to 
engage  in. a  competition  if  he  knew  that 
his  opponent  would  be  certain  to  get  the 
lot  whan  the  auctioneer  knocked  it  down. 
We  have  been  told  that  it  is  a  great 
hardship  that  a  premium  ie  put  upon  the 
purchase  of  an  estate  when  it  comes  to 
the  hammer  because  wealthy  English- 
men bid.  Th«  hon.  Member  is  a  friend 
to  the  people  of  Wales ;  but  he  is 
actually  prepared  to  exclude  from  resi- 
dence in  Wales,  or  from  the  rights  of 
proprietorship  and  occupation  there,  the 
very  men  who  fertilize  its  barren  soil 
by  bringing  in  English  capital  and  Eng- 
lish custom.  Well,  I  never  heard  irom 
any  Oentleman  who  professed  to  be  a 
popular  Bepresentative'  a  more  extra- 
ordinary panacea  for  the  ills  of  his  coun- 
try than  this  proposal.  We  were  told 
in  one  breath  that  tenants  were  so 
anxious  to  purchase  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  give  fancy  prices  for  property ; 
but  then  the  next  moment  we  were  told 
that  the  tenants  were  all,  without  excep- 
tion, insolvent.  We  were  told  that  these 
men,  who  were  prepared  to  give  for  the 
land  more  than  it  was  worth,  were 
actually  in  a  position  of  such  universal 
bankruptcy  that  they  were  unable  to 
meet  their  most  ordinary  engagements. 
I  leave  these  arguments  to  meet  each 
other.  I  do  not  see  that  be  can  maintain 
them  both,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  wel- 
come to  the  use  of  either  to  the  esclusion 
of  the  other.  We  have  been  told,  too, 
this  is  not  simply  an  agricultural  ques- 
tion, and,  in  fact,  there  has  been  very 
little  said  on  the  agricultural  aspect  of 
it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Denbighshire  (Colonel  Corn wallis 
West),  it  is  true,  did  endeavour  to  treat 
it  as  an  agricultural  question  ;  but  al- 
though there  have  been  casual  allusions 
to  it  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members, 
we  have  been  constantly  treated  to  the 
old  story  of  the  necessary  separation  of 
landlord  and  tenant  by  language, 
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do  not  deny  that  it  is  matter  of  regret 
that  landlords  and  tenants  in  Wales  so 
little  speak  in  the  same  language,  and 
I  make  the  admission  frankly  that  land- 
lords would  do  better  if  tbe^  did  speak 
the  Welsh  language.  I  think  it  is  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  in  an  age  whea 
a  greater  sense  of  the  responsibility  of 
property  is  growing  up  that  landlords 
should  be  in  a  position  to  talk  to  their 
tenants  in  the  vernacular.  More  and 
more  I  think  this  will  be  done.  So, 
also,  as  regards  religion,  it  is  unfortu- 
nate that  landlords  and  tenants  should 
be  separated  in  attending  places  of  wor- 
ship. But  I  have  always  thought  that 
in  this  there  is  much  that  is  creditable 
to  both  parties.  It  is  creditable  to  the 
independence  of  the  tenants  who,  we 
are  told,  on  the  authority  of  Badical 
papers,  are  reduced  to  a  condition  so 
servile  that  they  have  not  the  oouraga 
of  their  opinions,  that  they  never  shrinlE 
from  following  that  form  of  religion 
which  is  consonant  with  their  conscien- 
tious convictions.  Although,  as  a  rule, 
landlord  and  tenants  go  to  different 
places  of  worship,  each  deserves  equal 
credit  fc-r  going  to  the  place  which  he 
believes  is  on  the  whole  beet  suited  to 
his  own  form  of  faith.  And  then  as 
regards  politics.  The  Welsh  are,  we 
know,  a  very  impetuous  race,  and  they 
take  the  keenest  interest  in  the  events 
of  the  day.  They  are  extremely  intelli- 
gent and  quick  to  follow  the  political 
movements  of  the  time.  Nothing,  then, 
is  more  likely  than  that  differences  of 
political  opinion  should  arise.  But 
admitting  all  these  facts,  what  possible 
connection  have  they  with  agricultural 
tenure  ?  What  in  the  world  is  there  to 
connect  this  question  with  acquiescence 
with  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles,  the  ex- 
pediency of  Free  Trade,  or  even  with 
differences  which  prevail  on  the  Irish 
policy ;  or  what  is  there  about  the  bi- 
lingual difficulty  which  should  lead  this 
House  to  make  a  new  and  separate 
agrarian  law  in  regard  to  one  integral 
part  of  the  Kingdom  ?  The  conditions 
under  which  land  is  held  are  conditions 
that  have  grown  out  of  old  custom  over 
a  long  time,  and  they  are  equal  in  Wales 
and  England.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
human  nature  in  the  Welshman,  and 
he  ie  not  so  unlike  the  Englishman  as  he 
is  said  to  be,  and  I  think  you  will  find 
ligion,  'and  politics.  'V^ell,  of  coime,  I  that  ther*  is  no  practical  reason  why,  if 
Mr.  Saiitt 
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J-ou  malce  a  ohange  in  the  relations  of 
audlord  and  tenaQt  ia  Wales,  it  should 
not   equally  apply  to  the  relations  be- 
twesD  landlord  and  tenant  in  England. 
I  believe  the  House  would  do  very  poor 
aervice  to  Wales  if  it  made  Wales  the 
second  suhject  of  an  experiment  such  as 
had  been  made  in  Ireland,  if  it  were 
to  ezttngiiiBh  what  I  helieve  to  be  the 
natural,  friendly,  and  reasonablerelations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Wales 
by  attempting  to  legislate  on  lines  which 
have  already  proved  so  disastrous  in  the 
Slater  Island.    We  were  told  that  until 
a  few  years  ago  rent  was  held  to  be  as 
BBored  by  the  tenant  as  by  the  landlord 
in  Wales ;  and  I  will   go  further  and 
say  I  think  rent  is  at  the  present  time 
as  saored  in  the  eyes  of  the  tenant  as  of 
the  landlord.     I  think,  in  the  enormous 
majority  of  cases  in  Wales,  the  Welsh 
tenant  is  quite  prepared  to  pay  hie  rent 
as  far  as  he  can.    I  think  he  is  ex- 
tremely honest  in  his  relations  with  his 
landlord;   and,   on  the  other  hand,   I 
think  there  is   an  equal  disposition  to 
fairness  on  the  part  of  the  landlord, 
who  has  been  ready  and  willing  to  make 
enoh  abatements  as  appeared  necessary 
in  view  of  the  depressed  state  of  agri- 
culture at   the  time.    I   cannot  quite 
accept  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for    the    Botherham    Division    of    the 
West  Biding  of  York  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyko 
Acland),  who  is  also,  I  helieve.  Bursar 
of  BbIUoI  College,  and   who,  I  think, 
speaks  of  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
College  Bursar — the  most  unfortunate 
phase  of  the,  relations  that  exist  in  any 

tiart  of  the  Principality  between  land- 
ord  and  tenant.  The  hon.  Member,  who 
has  lived  for  some  time  in  Wales,  gave 
U8  with  the  greatest  care  the  result  of 
his  own  experience,  and  he  drew  a  very 
painful  picture  of  what  he  believed  to 
De  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that 
in  the  case  of  Corporations,  necessarily 
an  absentee  proprietorship,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  cultivate  those  cordial  and 
friendly  relations  that  spring  up  be- 
tween man  and  man  in  the  position  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  it  is  extremely 

Sirobable  that  the  Bursar  of  the  College 
sand  there  was  not  that  spontaneous 
cordiality  that  meeta  any  gentleman  who 
acquires  property  there.  I  do  not  my- 
self speak  as  a  landlord  in  Wales] 
yOL.  OOOXXVn.    [third  ssbibsO 


but  I  live  in  Wales,  and  have  lived 
there  not  quite  bo  long,  perhaps,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  but  very  nearly.  I 
knowsomething  of  the  Welsh  people  from 
the  point  of  view  even  of  a  landlord  on 
a  small  scale,  and  I  can  only  say  that 
I  never  found  the  dighteat  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  my  tenants  on  account 
of  difference  in  language,  politics, 
or  reUgioD.  If  I  may  do  so  without 
being  open  to  a  obar^e  of  egotism, 
I  would  relate  an  incident  from  my 
personal  experience  that  will  illuatrate 
in  some  degree  what  ate  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  even  when 
the  landlord  is  what  some  hon.  Members 
call  an  alien.  A  few  years  ago  I  had  a 
tenant  on  a  small  farm,  a  widow,  and 
she  came  to  me  in  great  trouble  and  waa 
very  anxious  that  I  should  put  in  a  dis- 
tress  for  the  rent.  I  said — "  Surely  this 
is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  requesta 
ever  made.  I  do  not  believe  the  rent  is 
due."  "Oh,  yes;  it  is,"  she  said — "it 
was  due  last  week,  and  I  have  come  to 
ask  you  to  put  in  a  dietrees."  Then, 
when  I  came  to  inquire  the  reason,  she 
told  me  that  the  village  usurer — he  hap- 
pened also  tobe  a  popularKonconformist 
preacher — had  a  bill  against  them. 
Years  before  they  had  borrowed  £20 
from  him,  and,  though  he  had  been  paid 
twice  over,  yet  still  he  made  a  claim  for 
more  than  the  original  sum  ;  "  and  he  is 
sure,"  said  she,  "  to  put  in  an  execution 
if  you  do  not  protect  your  tenant."  Well, 
I  did  what  I  could.  I  went  to  the  usurer, 
and,  after  listening  to  eomebad  language, 
got  him  not  to  press  his  olaim.  I  only 
mention  this  to  show  the  sort  of  relation 
that  exists  in  my  part  of  Wales,  when 
a  tenant  of  the  poorest,  feeblest  class 
comes  to  the  landlord  as  his  natural 
protector  and  friend  in  any  difficulty 
that  may  threaten  him.  I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  further.  I  only 
wished  to  show  that  there  ia  no  want  of 
sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Qovern- 
meat,  and  those  who  sit  on  this  aide, 
with  the  difficulties  that  are  allowed  to 
have  arisen  from  agricultural  depres- 
sion ;  but  we  believe,  at  the  same  time, 
that  nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to  the 
true  interest  of  Wales,  and  eapeoially  of 
Welsh  agriculturists,  than  for  us  to  yield 
to  an  agitation  got  up  by  two  or  three 
incendiary  newspapers,  however  mildly 
the  oase  may  be  presented  to  the  House, 
30 
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A  Bill  coQcedinff  these  two  pointa  ironld 
give  complete  Batisfactioii.  The  right 
hon,  Qentleman  referred  to  the  langaags 
of  orators  ont-of- doors ;  and  if  atrong 
langaage  was  used  b;  a  few  people,  vftB 
it  not  a  strong  argument  foi  doin^  some- 
thing to  meet  the  views  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  in  the  Honae, 
before  agitation  increased  and  the  vio- 
lenb  language  of  the  few  was  geneiall; 
adopted? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Aves  146; 
Noes  126  :  Majority  IB.— (Dir.  Lirt, 
No.  182.) 

Mun  Question  again  proposed,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IHELAND). 

OBBEBTATIOKB. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  said, 
he  had  given  Notice  to  call  attention  to 
a  most  important  subject,  the  Bepoit  of 
the  fioyal  Commission  which  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquirs  into  Drain^e,  Har- 
bours, and  Sailways  in  Ireland.  It  was 
a  question  of  which  he  might  say  the 
Government  had  lived  upon  it  for  the 
last  two  years.  There  was  a  solemn 
promise  from  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurchill)  that  great  things 
would  be  done  for  Ireland  b;  this  Com- 
mission, or,  at  any  rate,  if  the  Commis- 
sion reported  the  possibility  of  doing 
great  things,  the  Government  would 
undertake  uUem.  This  was  22  months 
ago,  and  it  was  a  promise  not  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington,  but  as  Chanoellor  of  the  £lxohe- 

auer  and  Representative  of  the  Cabinet. 
'f  course,  it  was  not  possible  at  that 
hour  to  go  into  the  subject  properly  ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  the  Commia- 
sionera  had  msde  a  valuable  Eeport 
recommending  thst  great  changes  should 
be  made  in  the  railway  system  ;  that  the 
present  system  of  guarantees  was  abso- 
lutely futile ;  that  money  offered  at  2  per 
cent  was  not  worth  more  than  IJ  per 
cent ;  and  they  also  made  recommenda- 
tions for  dee^  sea  harbours  in  oonnec- 
tion  with  railways,  and  that  drainags 
should  form  part  of  the  soheme.  Of  the 
latter  he  need  not  say  much,  as  the  Go- 
vernment ware  going  to  introduos  Bills 
on  the  subjeat.     5e  was  a&sid  thsy 


Mb.  BRTN  KOBEBTS  (Camanron- 
shire,  Eifion)  said,  he  would  only  make 
a  very  few  observations  on  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Enikes).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  to  the 
full  the  differences  of  race,  language, 
politios,  and  religion  that  existed  in  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant ; 
but  he  asked  what  possible  connection 
could  there  be  between  these  matters 
and  agriculture  P  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  have  paid  much  atten- 
tion to  the  speeches  delivered,  because 
that  connection  was  shown  in  the  oleoiest 
manner  possible.  The  English  land 
system  was  such  that  it  could  not  be 
applied  with  success  unless  there  was  an 
entire  community  of  feeling  between 
landlord  and  tenant  on  these  subjects; 
because  the  power  given  to  the  landlord 
was  so  omnipotent  that  it  could  be  used, 
and  was  used,  to  the  injury  of  the  ten- 
ant where  these  antagonisms  prevailed. 
This  was  the  strong  ground  for  land 
tenure  reform  in  Wales  rather  than  in 
England.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  be  never  found  any  difficulty;  but 
though  he  actually  lived  in  Wales  he 
was  only  just  within  the  Welsh  Border, 
where  not  a  word  of  Welsh  was  spoken, 
and  where  the  people  were,  practioally 
speaking,  English,  though  Welsh  by  de- 
scent, and  geographically  inhabitants  of 
Wales.  Such  also  was  the  oase  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Denbigh  Boroughs 
(Mr.  Kenyon),  who  lived  on  the  Border, 
where  Welsh  views,  habits,  and  lan- 
guage did  not  exist. 

Mr.  KENYON  said,  he  begged  to  be 
allowed  to  correct  the  hon.  Member. 
He  had  spoken  not  of  his  own  locality, 
but  also  of  the  constituency  he  repre- 
sented in  the  very  heart  of  North 
Wales. 

Mb.  BBYN  BOBEBTS  said,  he  only 
spoke  of  where  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
sided. He  only  wished  to  eay,  from 
what  be  knew  of  the  Welsh  farmers, 
that  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a  Bill 
of  a  very  moderate  character — a  Bill 
that  he  was  certain  no  reasonable  land- 
lord could  take  exception  to.  They  did 
not  want  even  complete  fixity  of  tenure, 
but  only  reasonable  protection  against 
capricious  evictions.     They  would   re- 

S[uire  also  fair  rents,  and  this  no  land* 
ord  would  object  to.  No  landlord  would 
Qonfew  he  desired  other  than  a  fiur  rent. 
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would  be  useless  measares,  for  the  Go- 
vernment were  attempting  the  moet 
difficult  task  in  engineering  to  drain 
rlTars  and  make  ihem  navigable  at  the 
same  time.  It  miglit  be  eaej  to  drain 
a  river,  not  bo  eaay  to  make  it  navigable, 
but  to  combine  the  tvo  was  one  of  the 
moBt  difficult  enirineeTiug  feats  in  the 
world.  Unless  the  QoTemment  would 
find  a  substantial  part  of  the  money,  it 
was  not  likely  to  be  a  proGtabla  under- 
taking for  the  Irish  taxpayers.  It 
was  of  no  use  attempting  to  explain  this 
subject,  which  was  of  a  somewhat 
technical  character,  to-night ;  but  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Qovernment  to  say  at 
what  time  would  they  allow  this  Report 
of  the  Commission  to  be  discussed; 
would  they  bring  it  forward  themselTes, 
or  allow  Irish  Members  to  bring  it  for- 
ward in  some  fashion  ?  Ha  was  afraid 
the  Government  were  purposely  leaving 
the  question  of  arterial  drainage  to  the 
end  of  the  Session.  Some  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000  000  were  to  be  transferred  to 
the  relief  of  local  taxation  in  England, 
and  what  was  presumed  to  be  a  pro- 
portionate amount  was  to  be  allocated 
to  Ireland;  but  he  was  afraid  that 
various  Oommissions  would  try  to  secure 
mnch  of  the  money  that  ought  to  go  to 
the  relief  of  local  rates  as  in  England. 
He  was  afraid  that  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  the  Drainage  Bills  would  be 
rushed  through  without  proper  discus- 
sion, the  engineers'  reports  would  not  be 
properly  considered,  and  this  money 
would  be  diverted  froax  its  proper  desti- 
nation, the  lightening  of  the  rates,  and 
turned  to  some  anoh  purpose  as  this 
drainage  scheme.  However,  what  he 
desired  now  was  to  elicit  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  statement  of  when  they 
would  allow  thieimportant  Report  to  be 
discussed,  and  state  what  they  proposed 
to  do  to  redeem  the  pledges  of  the  noble 
Lord  when  he  held  Office  as  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpooe)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  ho  scarcely  anticipated 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
have  raised  a  discussion  on  this  question, 
and  the  time  was  not  favourable  to  it. 
As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
aivare,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  proposed 
to  bring  forward  the  Drainage  Bills  on 
Monday,  and  it  would  then  be  his  duty 
to  submit  the  Qoventment  proposals  on 


this  point.  But  he  could  ossure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  now  that 
the  Government  did  not  propose  to  allo- 
cate any  part  of  the  sum  to  be  given  for 
the  relief  of  local  taxation  in  Ireland  to 
drainage  purposes.  As  to  the  other 
matters  dealt  with  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  he  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  Public  Business  it 
was  not  possible  to  deal  with  more  than 
this  portion  of  public  works.  If  tiiey 
succeeded  in  passing  three  Drainage 
Bills,  that,  he  thought,  was  very  well  for 
one  Session,  and  they  could  hardly  be 
expected  to  do  more. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  :  Oh,  yes.  Rail- 
ways. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Qsntleman  thought 
that  more  could  be  done  than  passing 
three  such  Bills  brought  in  in  the  month 
of  July,  he  was  of  an  extremely  sanguine 
disposition.  But  he  reminded  the  House 
that  the  Commissioners  themselves  had 
given  some  opinion  as  to  the  compara- 
tive importance  of  the  various  subjects 
on  which  they  reported.  Of  the  three 
subjects  they  treated — drainage,  har- 
bours, and  railways— they  were  unani- 
mens  in  placing  drainage  first.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Qovernment 
did  not  thiak  they  would  be  justified  in 
running  counter  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners,  their  advisers  in  the 
matter;  and  on  that  ground  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  determined  to  deal  with 
drainage  before  touching  harbours  and 
railways. 

Me.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  appreciated  the 
skill  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  talked  on  the  matter  for  a  few 
minutes,  and  really  said  nothing  about 
it.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Commissioners 
mads  any  such  distinction  in  the  sub- 
jects they  referred  to.  Let  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  read  the  Report  with  an 
Irish  eye,  and  he  would  not  find  any  such 
classification  as  he  represented.  True, 
drainage  happened  to  be  mentioned 
first,  but  not  as  first  in  importance.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  much  believe 
in  improvement  of  land  by  drainage  for 
the  Irish  landlords,  and  he  hoped  some 
day  to  convince  his  hon.  Friends  that  it 
amounted  to  taxing  the  general  com- 
munity for  the  benefit  of  a  few  indivi- 
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duals.  But  in  the  nutter  of  inoreosiBg 
accommodation  for  the  fishing  induatr;, 
and  bringing  railirajs  into  connection 
with  harbours,  there  vaa  vork  that 
would  be  of  great  material  benefit  to 
the  country.  Me  hoped  that  Ihe  oppor- 
tunit;  would  come  for  a  more  adequate 
diecuBaion  of  the  subject.    He  had  but 


inadeqo&tel;  expressed  his  ovn  view  ; 
but  in  that  respect  he  bad  onl;  imitated 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemao  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland. 

It  beingOneoftheclock.Mr.  Speaker 
adjonmeo  the  House  without  Quealioii 
put  till  Utnday  next. 
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the  Navj,  Amendt.  933,  931,  03* 

'Parliamenl — Adjoamment,  I2S1 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Walaa]— Medwa j 
Union  Workhonae— Caaa  of  Tbomaa  Ward, 
107 

Sugar  Boantiet— Tbe  Negollaliani,  806 

SnppI;,  Report,  13tl,  13S3 

Waj)  and  Means,  Comm.  1351 

Cooke,  Mr.  0.  W.  E.,  NemngUm,  W. 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  d.  5,  S  ;  el.  6, 

30 1  el  7,  37,  38f  ct.  8,  fil ;  Cooaid.  add. 

cl.  731,728,741 
Local    GoTernment   (England   and    Walea), 

Comm.  el.  2, 176 
Rerormatorjr  Schoola  Aot  (1866) 

Conaid.  add.  d.  778 
Sopreme  Court  of  Judioataro  (Ireland)  Act 

(1877)  Amendment,  Comm.  937 

CopTliold  Acts  Ameadment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Uald»tu) 
e.  Itead  l"  Jwu  li  [Bill  398] 


.  Bill  withdrawn  •  /km  18  [BiU  177} 

Coronen  BiU  [n-i^] 

{Tha  Lord  CAanttUer) 
I,  Oonamittee  /uM  33,  OSS  (No.  tVi 

Coroners'  Electioiui  Bill 

{Ur.  JToolIm  Jianeim,  Mr.  Gourtey,  Mr.  Am*- 

irott,  Coloiul  St^hM) 
c.  3R.  daferrnl  Jutu  36,  1303  [BiU  178] 

OoBSHAM,  Mr.  H.,  BrUtol,  S. 

Looal    Govemmtnt    (England    and     Waka), 
Comm.  el.  3,  330;   eJ.  3,  13S,  d»,  196; 
tl.  9,  1631 
Vaeoioation  Acta — Convietions  at  Bath,  ST3 

OoTTOK,  Oapt.  E.  T.  D.,  Chaiirt,  Wirral 
Local    Government   (England    and    Walaa), 
Comm.  el.  7,  Oil 

Coiuty  Conrta  Irelaad  Bill 

{Ur.  T.  31.  Bealt,  3lr.  Clones,  ^-  Chmmf. 

Mr.  Maane*  Btalf) 

e.  3R.  deferred  Juiit  36,  1119  [Bill  IM] 

CoTTRTNET,    Mr.  L.    H.    (Churman  of 

CJommittees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 

Deputy  Speaker),  Comwali,  Btdmi» 
Armf  Egtimatei — Ordnance  Faotorisa,  91S 

Warlike  nnd  otber  Slorsa,  689 
Brixton  Park,  Conaid.  tl.  IG,  le38,  1538 
Cuuonu  (Wine  Dutj),  Comm.  ct.  8,  360 
Diitreaa  for  Kent  (DubUa),  Comm.  el.  5.  TIB 
EnniikilUn,   Bundoran,    aad    Sligo    Railwaj 

[Repayment  of  Depoait].  337 
Libel    Law    Amendment,    Comm.  #1,   S,  Ti 

el.  10,  56,  57 ;  add.  d.  63  ;  Conaid.  711, 

7S1 :  el.  4,  763 
Looal     Qovernment    [England    and    ValM), 

Comm.  el.  S,  178,  176,  187,  188,  191,331. 

333,  333,  315 ;  el,  3,  168,  469,  4B5,  186, 

188, 1B9,  193,  SOI :  d.  S,  508,  500  ;  eJ.  t. 

513,  61S,  519  ;  el.   7,  B46,  517.  553,  591, 

613;   cl.  8,  617,   eS3,  059,    1018,    10)1; 

d.  8,  1616,  1614  ;  d.  18.  1666 :  el.  16,  1791 
NaT}  Eatimatea— Viatnalling  and  Clotbing  for 

tbe  NavT,  033,  933,  935 
Oalbs,  Comm.  eL  1,  73,  71 
^eformatoi    "  '     '     ■ -■  '" 

Comm.  <„.,.. 
Soutb  SlaBbrdabire  Water,  Uotioo  for  an  la- 

atrnction  to  the  Comwitlafl,  119 
Waja  and  Heana,  Comm.  1351 

CowPSB,  Earl 

Coronera,  Comm.  d.  1, 957 

Ooz,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Clart,  S. 
Ireiasd— Queatiooa 

Criminal  Uw  and  Proeednra  Act,  1887' 
Emplojnient  of  Convict  Priaonen,  97f  i 
— Ennia  Uaeting— Remarka  of  Const/ 
Conrt  Judge  Kell<r,  980,  llli 

leatd. 
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Cox,  Hr.  J,  R.— Mnl. 

Poor  l*w— Diimi«i»l  of  Mr,  P,  Lonibr;, 

TnlU  Union,  411,  SOO,  803,  1132 
ROT»l    Irigh    ConstibalBrx— Diini<i«>I    of 
CoDitable  DsiD>,BOi — Diitriat  iDapeohll' 
Tillj,  971 
TbsDiM  EmbankmiDt — Sabwitj  from    Puliaa 
Tard,  111 

OBJUfBOKNX,  Viscount,  Zanetuhire,  N.B., 
Parvitn 
Local    GOTsmment    (Eogluid    aod    WalM), 
L'omm.  01.  3,  179,   18S,   lae ;  cl.   7,  Sia  ; 
tl.  IB,  1710 

Obabbrook,  Vieoount  (Lord  President 
of  tlie  Oounojl) 
ParliuMnl — ETJd«nM  btfore   S«lMt    Cem- 
mlUsu,  1363 

Ouwroas,  Mi.  D.,  Ltnark,  If.B, 

Co«l    U1bb(— Colliwr    Aooidtnt   at    Udtton, 

Uoirktbirg,  106 
L«»l    Government    (En^nd    ud     WaU*}, 

Comn.  el.  3,  387,  IBS 

OuiTFOBD,  Hr.  W.,  Durhnt,  Mid 

Cokl  Min«i — Eiplotloni — Evidence  before  Iha 

CoronsT'iJuriet^t.  Helen'*  Efploiion,  109 

OiLEiiEx,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Shortditeh,  Sag- 

g»r»ton 
Loul    OoTcmmoBt     CEosland    and    Wale*), 

Conun.  «!.  3,  ISl,  190 
Local    OoTemment    [En^and    and    Walei), 

Clanaa    130.  Snb-uatlon    2— Ualn    Roadi 

(Hetnpolii),  1379 
NftTf  BtUnurtaa— Viotulling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Natr,  933,  939 
War  Oflke(OoBtrMt*)— Arm;  Aoeontronianti, 

1373, 1371 

Obiu-t,  Mr.  D.,  Xigo,  2T. 
Inlaod  Et«T«iaB--Bngliah-gro«n  Totwoao,  SB2 
IroIaDd— Criminal   La*  and    Procednra  Aot, 
1887— AncaU  at  Qqrau,  Kantnrk,  9B0 

Oboss,  Visoount  (Beoietarr  of  State  for 
IndU) 
Ednaation— lUport  of  the  Rojral  CemmiMion 

— FraisalaTe  Publlnation,  IJllS 
India — Hindoo  Bfarriago  Law— Knkhmabai'i 

Oaa^913 
Trade  of  India  and  tha  ColoniM,  Motion  for  a 
Ralnm,  789- 

Obosslit,  Hr.  E.,  Terk,  W.R.,  8im»rhjf 
NaT* — Photograpblo  Charting  of  the  HeaTon*, 
890 

Obosbicak,  Major  Qeaeral  SirW.,  Porit- 

Armjp  Eitimata* — Warlike  and  other  Sloraa, 

80S 
Ciril  Semnta — Euminatlona  for   Firal-Clau 

Cif  il  Swiitc  Olarkihipa,  196 
Orcoowiah  Hoipilal— Appropriation  of  Fandi, 


Cu»tom» 
Board   of  —  Tht    Siertlary   and   Surveyor 

O^ntral,  ^atitioa,  Mr.  Arthar  O'Connor: 

Anawer,  The  Ctiaaoellor  of  the  Eiobeqner 

(Ur.  GoHban)  June  38,  ISS9 
Cuttomi  Remit—  Tht  Slalilieal  Departmtnt— 

Spaeial    Pay    af   Wrilert,    Qiisatian,    Mr. 
'    CoDjrbeara;  Anawer,  Sir  Herbert  Maswalt 

(A  Lord  of  the  Treaanr;}  /him  31,  BIS 

CiutomM  and  Inland  SevtiMt  Aet,  1886— 
S*ntiuiim  *f  Stamp  Ftnaltita 
Qasationi,  Mr.  Whltler  ;   Aniwera,  The  Chan, 
oallor   of    tha    Eioheqoar    (Mr.    GoHben) 
June  30,  11311  June  38,  ISfiB 

Ctutoms  {Vine  Hatj)  Bill 

[Mr.  Ceurtaty,  Mr.  ClututllcrBflhtStehejiur, 

Mr.  Jatkiim) 
<t.IUad3*,BtlerdabatoJuMll,  117  [Bill  SS8] 

Committea— a  J.  JufM  IS,  367 

Oommittae :  [laport  Jimt  18,  BB9 

Coniidarad  '  June  tS 

Read  3°  Jwu  31,  838 
I.  Kaad  1-  *  ( T.  Cr»tt)  Junt  31         (No.  189) 

Raad  3*  ■ ;  Committee  aagatlTod  Junt  33 

Read  8*  ■  Juiu  36 

Roral  Auent /UM  Se      [Bl  A  C3   Ft«l.«.  11] 

Dalbtxplb,  Sir  0.,   rptwieh 

Eooieaiaatioal  Aaaeaanunti  (Sootland),  Ret. 
039,  690 

Dabldto,  Mi.  0.  J.,  Dtptfird 

Ubet  Law  Ameodmant,  Ctomm.  W.  B,  7  i  tt.8, 
Aniendt.  11,  SI  ;  of.  lO.BO,  S7i  add.el.a; 
Conaid.  add.  «l.  T31, 7B1,  7BS 

DiVBtPOKT.Mr.H.T.,  8laprdihir0,  Lt«t 


Dk  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Malta— New  Conatltntioo,  HoUod  lot  an  Ad- 
dreia,  909, 901 

Dbhhait,  Lord 

Oharab  Patronage  (Sootland)  Aot,  1871,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Beteot  Oommittoe,  tB3 


DbWobus,  BaronH.CTTnder  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Ooloniee),   Liwr- 

pool.  Eatt  ToxUlh 
AfrioK  (Soath)— Amandabala  Coontr;,  138 

Zulaland,  IBSS,  1SS7 
AMoa  (We«t  Co>at>—Adminiatration  of  Joa* 

tioe  at  Sierra  Leone— EteontioQ  of  Natlraa, 

810 
Aottralian    Colonial  —  Chinaae    Inmigranla, 

3B1,  ISl 
Aaitniia   (Weatam}- OoTernw  Broame  and 

ChiefJuatioeOn*iow,803 
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DnxoB,  Mr.  J.,  Mago,  E. 
iMliDd — Criminal   Law  aad  Prootdara  Aot, 
I68I— Section   1— SUt«  of  Dnblio   Co. 
113,  lU 
Treatment  of  Priioaan  at  LongbTsa,  SSfl, 
3ST 

DiuvYK,  Hr.  L.  L.,  Swantsa,  Town 
Looal    GDVemincDt    (England    and    Walsi), 
Comm.nf.  16,1701 

DmsDAi^,  Bnron  S.,  SerU,  Hiiehin 
Oolotiiil  GoTBTDmeat  S«curitiei,  Ret.  STT 
Looal     GoTernment    (England    and    Walea), 
Comm.  cl.   3,   Amende.   601,   603;    el.   4, 
Ameudt.  SOS ;  «l,  16,  Amendt.  ITiB 


Siplcmatie  and  Coniuhr    Streiees — lit 
£nglith  Contul  at  Ajaceto,  Cortiea 
Qneatlon,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Aniwer,  Tfae  Under 
Smreurr  of  State  for  Foreiga  Aflain  [Sir 
Jamea  Fergueeon)  Juaa  18,  US 

SistreBB  for  Aent  (Dablin)  Bill 

(ifr.  Murphy,  Ur.  Johiutm,  Mr,  Daj/er   Cray, 

Mr.  T.  D.  Suilivan,  Captain  IfCalmont,  Mr. 

T.  Sarringim) 
e.  Committeo  ;  Report  Jam  30,  TT8      [Bill  ISO] 

CoDiidered  *  ;  read  S*  Junt  St 
/.  Read  !••(£.  EernhMt  /iiM  33        (No.  171) 

Read  3*  *  Jmu  3S 

DizoK,  Ur.  Q.,  Birmingham,  Edghatton 
Looal    Government    (England    and    Watea), 
Comm.  el.  3, 603 

D1X011-HABTI.UID,  Ur.  F.  D.,  3RddUiKf, 
Uxlridgg 
WarOAee— 8tb  Battalion  Rojal  Fueilien— 
U^jor  Roe,  IMS 

SoKntOTotf,  Sir  J.E!.,  Qhuetattr,  Ttakei' 
hury 
Looal    Oaverament    (England    and    Walei), 
Camin.  el.  3.  181  ;  el.   B.  S\9,  616 ;  el.  16, 
Amendt.  1668,  1780,  1738 
Rerormatorr  Sohools  Aot  (1868)  Amendment, 
Camm.nf.  i.  Amende.  6S 

Diaint^  and  ImproTement  of  Lands 

(Ireland)  Frovisioiial  Order  Bill 
[Mr.  JaeluoH,  Mr.  Solicitor  Qmtrtlftr  Inland) 
e.  Road  F»  Jane  15  [Bill  377] 

Report*  Jane  36 

Bead  3°  *  June  36 
.  Kaad  I'  •  (M.  SaUthary)  June  36       (No.  17S) 

Rwd  3*  •  June  39 


DuoDALB,  Mr.  J.  8.,  Waneicithirt,  Ktm^ 


Reformatorr  Soboote  Aot(1868)  AmonJnMnt, 
Oomm.  el.  8,  83,  es,  66,  68  ;  d.  1,  6«,  TOt 
el.  7,  71,  73 :  Conaid.  oOd.  el.  TT7 ;  d. «, 

Amendt.  778 

DuiTOAii,  Colonel  F.,  Fintht^,  Solhtrm 
Armj — Prollrainar;  ExaminaUoot— Error  io 

Examination  Papere,  137T 
Atmr  Eetimatea— Warllko  and  other  Storai, 

668 
Looat  Goreroment  (England  and    Wmlee)— 

Sebool  Board   for  London — Trantbr  to  the 

London  Oountj  ConnoU,  318 

DinTBAVxiT,  Earl  of 

UooM  of  Lurds  (Life  Peon),  IR.  t07,  408 

Dyke,  Ewht  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  (Vioi 
Freeiaent   of    the    Oommittee    of 
Council  on  Edui^tion),  JCtnt,  Part- 
ford 
Edaoation  DapBrtnieiit(Eoglu)dandWBlM]  — 
Qoeitiona 
Nottingbam  Sebool  Board,  1136 
Cnirenitiea  aiid  Collegoi  — Finanmal  Coa> 

dition,  1668 
Withholding      Grsnti      from     VolantaiT 
Sobool),  434 
London    School    Board  —  Amalgamation   of 

Borought,  816 
Pharmaoj—Aoeidsntal  Foiaoning  at   Lairii- 
ham,  1644 

EsaiNaTON,  Viscoimt,  Dtvon,  Tavtttodi 
Local    QoTemment    (England    and     Walee), 
CJomm.  ct.  8,  1018  :  el.  16, 1749,  1766, 1773 
War   Offloe  (Anziliat?  Foren) — XeomHirj— 
Limitation  of  Age,  118 

EdUOATIOII  DeFABTHBMT  (ElTaiARD  ASK 

Walxb)  (QiiM^fOM) 

London  ScMol  Board  —  Atnalfomsliim  of 
borough*,  Qnration,  Hr.  Lawion  ;  Annrer, 
The  Vice  PreaidenC  of  tba  Coauoil  (Sir 
William  Hart  Drke)  Jwm  31,  816 

Nottitigham  School  Board,  Qoeetion,  Mr. 
firoadhont;  Anawer,  Tbo  Vioo  FrendiOt 
of  the  Coanoil  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke) 
June  36,  1136 

Ro^  (^mmiuienon  Edveation—  Zb  Btptrt— 
Prematotrt  Ditelatart,  Obeerration),  The 
Seentun  or  Sute  for  India  (Vitoonnt  Croat) 
June  38,  1612;  Qjieationa,  Mr.  Mnndeili, 
Mr.  Pioton,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Mr.  JUlnT 
worlb  ;  Aniwere,  Tbo  SecrsUrj  o(  Slate 
for  tbo  Uome  Deparlmeot  (Mr.  Hattben) 
Jane  38,  ISTl 

Oniveriitie*  at\4  CotUgei—Finaneial  Co*- 
dition,  Queition,  Sir  John  Lubbook;  Ae- 
Bircr,   The  Cbaneoiior  of  the  Euhe^Ber 
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4 Mr,  OoMbtn)  Juit«  IS,  480 ;  Q««)tioD,  Sir 
kDi7  Roioos  ;  Aniirsr,  Th«  Vie*  Prcai- 
dent  of  tha  Coniiail  (Sir  n  illiam  Hart  Djke) 
June  38,  ISflS 
WitfJiolding  ChatUt  from  Volttatary  Sdvool*, 
QuMtlon,  Sir  CharlM  Palmer:  Aniwsr, 
Ttw  Vie*  PrSBideot  of  ths  Oooaail  [Sir 
William  Hkrt  Djke)  Junt  18,  133 

EsBBTOH,    Hon.  A.    da    T.,    Ch»*hir6, 

KnuUford 
Crinlmil  Law— RoIorm  of  Albert  Trajil,  Ood- 

*iat«d  of  Murder,  t03 
Housing    of    tbe     Working    01u«— Co«(«r- 

mongeri'  Dwelling) — St.  fiuke'i,  Bl 
MetropollUa  Board  of  Worki— Btkokvall  Tun- 

nal,  St3  i—IsleofDogt—RuD  Flood*,  1719 

EoTPi 

JfiuMN  of  Mukhiar  Paiha,  Queitlon,  Mr. 
Legh ;  Antwer,  Tho  Under  Sooretu?  of 
Stat*  for  Foreign  Aflkln  (Sir  Jamu  Far- 
guMon)  Jhh»  18,  1ST 

Raxlma^  itl«t4n  Wady  Haifa  and  Sarrat, 
QoMtion,  Sir  Edward  Witkin  ;  Aniver, 
Tha  BMtretarj  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope) /una  K,  10» 

Electric  Ligbtii^  Act  (1882}  Amaudment 

Bill  :«.!..]  {Mr.  MumAUa) 

e.  Coaildercd  ■ ;  read  3*  Jutu  U      [Bill  383] 
diS3  Pic-       "' 


I.  Rojal  AiMnt  JuM  Z8  {SI  A  SI 
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Blementary  Education  ProviBional  Order 
Conflrmatloii  (Birmingham)  Bill  [>■■■.] 

{Tht  Lord Fr4tiiUnt) 
t.  Oommittee  ■  ;  Jtme  18  (No.  101) 

Reporl  ■  Junt  19  (No.  160} 

Read3*'./ime31 
«.  Road  I'  •  TuM  S3  (Bill  SOI] 

R«ad  30  •  Jmu  9T 

EuJOT,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Soxhurgh 

Eooloiiaitieal   Aueumonta   (Sootland),   Rei. 

680,  713 
Soottiah  Salmon  Fuheriei,  319 

EijjB,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Stukelif* 
Coa»olidated  Fund  (No.  3},  3R.  U93 
Ireland — Mngittraof  —  County  Oonrt  Judges, 
IT18;—Ete>ideatMagiitrate>,  1717,1718 
Rojil    Iriih    Conetabnlarj — InteTferanoe 
witb  Newirendari  at  Oork,  108 
Ireland — Orimlnal   Law   and  Prooadore  Aot, 
1887,  Rei.  13C3, 1861 

Ellis,  Hr.  T.  E.,  Xrnonsth$hir» 

Agriouitnral    Teaantij  (Walei),   Eet.     1792, 

leai,  1839 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and   Prooedura  Aol, 
1SS7  —  ConTiotioni  at   Killeagh   for    Con- 
epiraof,  887 


EntrT  or  Foreign  Shipt  of  War  and  Tnoi- 
porl..  737 
Imperial  Defence — Orgauiiatlon  of  our  KaT*l 
and  Military  SjiCam— Potaibillty  of  1ot»- 
lion,  Rei.  1710 

Employers'  LiaUU^  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  Bynu,  Kr.  Arthur 
O'Cbnnor,  Mr.  IF.  A.  Mcdonald,  Mr. 
Chantt.  Mr.  CUmey,  Mr.  StmtM) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  June  3S  [Bill  36] 

Employers'  LlBbility  for  Iqjnries  to 
Workmen  Bill 

(Jfr.  StereUry  Uallluwi,  Mr.  Attomty  Snural, 
Mr.  Eilehit,  Mr.  FoTttoad) 

e.  Uoted,  "  That  tha  Order  fbr  going  into  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Mid  Bill  be  dieoborged,  and 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  SUndlng 
Committee  on  Law,  Ac."  {Mr.  Stuart- 
WortUy)  Juitt  11,  336  i  ^a«»tion  pat,  and 
agreedto  [BiU  US] 

RmitkiUm,  Bundoran,  and  8Ugo  Railway 

Bill  \B»paymtnt  of  Dtfoiit'] 
t.  Coniidaraa  in  Committee  Juat  IS,  a 

MotkI,  "  That  it  it  eipadient  to  aothorice  tha 
repajnieat  of  tha  lom  of  Three  thouuind 
two  hundred  and  BaTentj-Sre  pound*  Throe 
pODDds  per  Centum  Coninlidatsd  Annuitie*, 
being  the  aain  depoaitsd  in  reipeet  of  the 
■pptiantion  to  Parliament  far  'The  Ennii- 
killen,  Bnndoran,  and  SligO  EUltwaj  (Done- 
gal EitaniiOD)  and  £ani>kilUa  and  Bundo- 
ran Eltanaiou  Railwaj  (Abandonment J  Aot, 
18TS,'  which  in  pursuance  of  seotion  Ihlrtj- 
sii  of  that  Aot  ia  now  fbrreiCed,  Cogfther 
with  an;  intereat  or  diTidanda  thareon  ;  " 
Queation  pnt,  and  agreed  to 

Etasolutioa  reputed  Juna  11,  319 

Hoted,  "  That  tbli  Hoom  doth  agroe  with  tbe 
Committee  io  the  lud  Reaolatioo ;"  Debalo 
adjourned 

Debate  returaed  Jvnt  10,  336  :  alter  short 
debate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  it  bo  an  Instmotion  to  tbe 
Committee  on  the  EDalakillen,  Bundoran, 
and  Sligo  Railwajp  Bill,  that  ther  baia 
power  to  make  proiision  therein  pursuant 
to  the  said  Resolution 

BsMoiTDB,  Sir  T.  Q.  H.,  Buhlin  Co.,  S. 
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Chknoallor  do  oommaiilcato  tbe  uid  mei- 
Mgsto  Her  Hajntj'iAmbMador  at  Berlin, 
witb  »  reqaeit  th&t  ba  irilt  ittend  tha  Em* 
prau  Vlotorl*  tar  the  pnrpoea  of  EODTejing 
It  to  H«  Imperisl  MaJMir 
Moved  to  retolro,  "  Ttutt  tbie  nonee  deeire  to 
exproH  thoir  proroond  ijmpktbr  *ltb  tbe 
Imperial  and  Itojal  Family  and  witb  the 
Ooternment  and  people  of  Germanj  "  { The 
Marqutn  of  SoHtbifni) ;  on  Queatioo,  agreed 


COVHOK* 

Seallh  of  Sit  Imptrial  Majtify  FrtderUi 
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Smilb);  ObierTatioDi,  Mr.  V.  H.  Smitb 
JtoM  11,  123 

thathof  Hit  Imperial  Majtttt/,  Obaeiratiooi, 
Tbe  Pint  Lord  of  tbe  Treaaarj  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  Sir  Wiliiam  narooort  Jum  IS, 
8S7 

Moved,  "  Tbat  an  humble  Addren  be  prctented 
to  Her  Mejeat)',  to  expreaa  tbe  deep  oonoern 
■nd  (orrow  of  tbit  Hoom  at  tbe  great  lou 
which  Her  Mijeit;  ha*  (Detained  by  ttve 
death  of  nil  Imperial  Mfjestj  Frederiolt 
William,  German  Emperor,  King  of  Prnaaia, 
and  to  condole  with  Her  H^aetf  on  tbie 
melanobolf  oooaiion,  and  to  praj  Her  Ma- 
jeit;  that  She  will  ba  gra«ioii>lj  pteuod  to 
HiiMajo«j,thepr*««nt  Emperoi 


tb«  QoTcmment  and  People  of  Germany. 
To  anure  Her  Majeitj  that  thii  Houae  will 
erei  feel  the  wirmait  intereet  in  whatever 
eonoeriit  ller  Majeitj'a  domestic  relationa, 
and  to  deolara  the  ardent  wishsa  of  this 
HoDH  for  the  bappinoM  of  Her  Majettj  and 
of  Her  Familf.  That  the  aaid  Addreu  be 
pretented  to  Her  Majeatf  by  aasb  Member* 
of  tbia  Honae  aa  are  of  Her  Uijoaty'i  Priij 
Cooooil.  That  thla  Honae  doth  oondola 
with  Her  Imperial  Majeit;  Viotoria,  German 
Empreea,  Qaeen  of  Praaaia,  Prinoeat  Bofal 
of  Great  Britain  and  Irsland,  on  tbe  ifrsat 
loi*  wbioh  ^0  haa  anatalned  by  the  death  of 
HIa  Imperial  Hajeaty.  That  a  HoaeaM  of 
Condolenoa  be  aant  to  Her  Imperial  Ha- 


tbe  said  Meaaage  to  Her  Majeaty'i  Amhaa- 
sador  at  Berlin,  with  a  rrqaeet  that  h«  will 
attend  the  Empreaa  Viotoria  For  the  psrpow 
of  oomteyini;  it  to  Her  Imperial  Majoaty  " 
(ifr.  JF.  S.  Smith)  JuM  18,  i«T;  alter 
abort  dobato,  Addrett  agreed  to 
Her  Mueaty'i  Anewerto  tbeAddrMtraportsd 
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Qaatllon*,  Mr.  W.  E.  OladitoiH,  Mr.  Jobn 
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HmI)>  ;  Aniwen,  Ths  ChlsF  Seorstkrj 
3mi  91,  82fi  1  QusBtlan,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glid- 
■tone;  AiitiT«r,TbeChiefSMr«Urr JhmSS, 
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iVitM  A^HlolJoiij-JUr.  yoin  DiUon,  M.P., 
^wtioa,  Mr.  Joise; ;  A,Diwer,  Tha  Cbiaf 
SmrreUrr  /UM  25,  1130;  (^aeatloni.  Hr. 
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CoRvwttm  of  Mr.  Jain  DtOan,  M.P.~71te 
Flan  o/  Caapaign,  Quaationi,  Mr,  Jkmet 
BtD*rt,  Mr.  Maurioe  Utmlj,  The  Lord  Utjor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Saiton):  Anawara,  Tbe 
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Admimttralim  ef  the  Act,  Queationi,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Heatr  ;  Anawera,  Tbe  Solicitor 
General  for  IreUnd  (Mr,  Madden),  The 
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Seeretarj  Jutu  39,  109T 
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Solleitor  Oenaral  for  IralaiidfMr.  Maddan] 
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Arntli  at  Cnrau,  fatUwi,  Qaeatlona,  Mr. 
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PneMdingt  agaiutt  CbnuIiW  Cartaiit  and 
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UarrlDgtoD,  Mr.  BradUngh ;  Aniwera,  Tbe 
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Prteuditigi  at  LoHttbergtifh,  4u«et!oo,  Ur. 
Mao  NeitI  ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Seoratarj 
June  11,100 

Pritm  Bt^buiont—Pietiuj  Oahm,  Qnea- 
tioo,  Mr.  Joloej  ;  Aoiwer,  The  Chief  Se- 
oratarj JuM  36,  1131 

tU/utal  to  gxte  Rvidtnet.  Qoeitioii,  Mr.  W. 
Kedmond  ;  Aniwer,  The  Chief  Seoratarr 
JuneH,  US 

Rttidenl  Magiilralet,  Q,iieition,  Ur,  Mae 
Neilt;  Anavar.Tha  Chief  Seoratarj  Jkim  18, 


Sterel  Inqitiri/  at  FatMrrofk,  Co.  Donegai, 
Qoeitiona,  Ur.  Carov,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Uenr;U.  Fowler,  Ur.Conjbeara;  Aniwan 


WnjLtnt—Crimau^  Lam  and  Fraetimre   {fit' 

IiM<f]  AA,  lS8T-«ont. 

The  Chief  SaoraUrj  Jmu  15,  288;  Qom- 

tioni,  Hr.W.  R«diiiond  ;  Asawn*,  The  CUtf 

SaorMarj  /um  18,  488 
Saeti'm  l-Proe/asuKian a/ !*«  CUy  e/AiMa, 

QaaiUoni,  Mr.  Clanoj,    Mr.   Dillon,    Ur. 

Uarphj,  The   Lord    Major  of  Dablio  (Hr. 

Sexton} ;    Aniweri,  The  Chief    Seervtuj 

Jhm14,  119;  (laoatiODl,  Mr.  Clanoj,  Ur. 

Uorphj,  Tbe  Lord  Major  of  Dablia  [Ur. 

Sexlon);    Aniwera,    The    Cbief  Secrctaij 

/mm  18,  1*8 
TrfOlMani  ofPritoKtrt  at  LoMgkrma.  Qaw- 

tioo),    Mr.    Dillon ;    Aniwen,    Tbe    Cbirf 

Seerstarj  Junt  IS,  9S6 
n>  £ni>w  Malittg—Rimarti  of  OeatUy  Cmrt 

Jitdgt   KeUy.    QioMiaaM,    Ur.     Cox.    Hr. 

Jordan  :     Aniven,    The   Chief    SM>retir7 

JttHM  33,  980— IVidf  awf  Stiunct  oia  ih. 

J.   Btlpin,    (leaitlon,    Mr.  Coi ;     Aniwn, 

The  Chief  Saoretarj  yiHM  9S,  1131 


Uorlaj,  Hr.  CUnej,  Ur.  Mao  Neill : 
•wen,  The  Solioitor  General  for  Irriaad 
(Mr.  Madden),  Tbe  Chief  SoorMai7  Jwm  11, 
OS 

Sind«»et  M  Ghargtt  tf  Cimtpitaaf,  Qnetioni, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladatone,  Mr.  Claoey  ;  Anewen, 
Tbe  Chief  Secretarj^HiM  14,  M 

J«dgtt'  tfola,  Qaeitioni,  Mr.  T.  M.  noalj  : 
Anawara,  The  Solioitor  Generst  tor  Irriaal 
(Mr.  Uadden)  /uw  95,  1118 

TKenoi  Barry,  Qjieatlona,  Hr.  W.  B.  Glad. 
itone.  Sir  William  Hiroonrt,  Tba  Lord 
Major  of  Dnblin  [Mr.  Sextoa) ;  i 
The  Chief  Seontarj  Juh*  IS,  499 

ne  KOUapk  Com 

Rthate  a/  tht  Frivmtrt,  ftaeitiona,  ICr.  John 
Morlej,  Mr.  Cammina;  Aoawwra,  Tlw  Cbief 
Seorctarj  Apm  90,  T80 ;  QneatJou,  Sir 
William  Haiwrarti  Aoiwera,  The  Chief 
Seoretarj  Jtuu  93,  e8< 
J*dgmnUt  in  Ihe  CoM—Nattt  of  At  J^dft^ 
Oteitien,  (iueation,  Ur.  T.  M.  Heal; ; 
Aniwar,    Tba    Chief    Searetarr    7mm   19, 

toso 
SSoTlhnd  WriUr'i  NoUt,  QMatiaaa,  Ur.  T. 
H.  Ilealj,  Sir  William  Harooort,  Mr. 
Anderaon,  Tbe  Lord  Major  of  Dnblin  (Mr. 
Saxlon ;  Aniwera,  Tba  Solioitor  Gaparal 
for  Ireland  [Ur.  Uadden),  Tbe  Firat  Lord 
aftheTt«aaBr;{Mr.W,  H.  Smith) /mu3«. 
13B0 :  Queilian,  I'be  Lord  Major  of  Dnblin 
(Mr.  Saxtoo),  Sir  William  llirooort :  Aa- 
iwen,  Tha  Chief  Saaratarj,  The  Chaaoallor 
of  tbe  Exobaquer  (Ht.  Qoiaheo)  /luaa  93, 
1979 

Loom,  Govisxhxnt  (Ibhlakd} 

JL  Team  Hall,  fe.  far  JBailiaailBt,  ftaeatioa, 
Mr.  Ilarrli;  Aniwer,  The  Chief  Swretarr 
Juiu  II,  104  ;  ftaeetion,  Mr.  Sheebj  ;  Aa- 
■<rer,Tha  Cbitf  Secnitarj  Jmt  19,  679; 
Qneilioni,  Mr.  Harrii;  Aniweri,  Tbe  Soli- 
oitor General  for  Ireland  (Mr,  Madden) 
Juru  30,  I3ai 

A  Pidliii  XMianee  in  BalUwuloe,  Qaettioos, 
Mr.  Shaeh7,  Ur.  Bradlangh ;  Aniwm^  Tin 
Chief  Seeretai7  Jmtt  10, 880 
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ObiarTktiona,    Colonal    NoUa:     Replf,    Th« 

ChiarSeoraUr;;  ObiBrTAtioas,  Mr.  Edwird 

UarriDiton  JuM  39,  1841 

Labourbbs'  (Irelahd)  Acts 
Ertclian   ef   Laboureri'    Coltage$  ^  Ptrmoy 
Board  of  QuartUant,  Queation,  Dr.  Tanner  j 
Antirer,  The  Chief  SeoreUrr  Junt  IS,  361 

Lurs  (Irilud) 

Lattd  Lcm  (Zraland)  Act,  1881 

■  Oate  of  "  Ovim   Wynne,   Laiidltrd   ».  Jamei 

M'Keevm,"   MantrhamUton,  QueltloD,  Mr. 

ConwKj;  AiMwar,  Tbs  SolioiCor  Qsneral  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  Uadden)yuiM  96. 13SS 

CteM  of  "  Sflfuft   iiagmri  t.  Oaen   Wytmt," 

ManarhamilUin,  Quaation,  Mr.  CoDwaf  ;  Ad- 

■«ar,  The  SoHaitor  General  Jwie  36,  138B 

Seetitn  19 — Labaurtrt'   Da<lli«gi — Applica- 

tiont,  Qoeition,  Sir  Charlai  Lawig  ;  Anawer, 

The  Chief  Seoretarr  Jitat  38,  1841 

The  Edtttdeny  Onion — Fair  Senti,  Q,Deatioa, 

Dr.     Fox;    Anawer,    The   Ohlef  Senretar} 

JmiiS,ni1 

Lard  Law  (Iui.uid]  Act,  18B7 

Section  30— Arf;Miin«n(  of  BenU,  Qaaalion, 

Mr.    U'Cartan ;    Anawer,    The     Solicitor 

General  Jme  38,  ISflS 

Lahi  Pdrdhui  (Isiuim)  Aci,  ISSS 
Arnart  of  BaUi.  Qaeatlon,  Mr.  Sheehj ;  Aq. 
■war.  The  Solieitor  General  Juim  3S,  1191 

IbUK  LiJlD  CoMMisatoK 
Appeal!  LiiUd  at  BtlfaU,  Qnaationa,  Mr.  T- 

M,  I]aal7,  Mr.    Maurice   Heal;  :  Aniwan, 

The  CbUr  SeoreUrj  Junt  3S,  ISeS 
Appeali at  Dnndallc, Qneationi,  Mr.  M'Cartan, 

Mr.  Manrioa    BeaJj ;   Anivera,  The  Chiar 

Seontarjp  Jane  29,  ITIl 

Fair  RentM 

Appiieaiiimt  —  Co.  Antrim,  Qaeatlon,  The 
Lord  Major  of  Dublin  (Hr.  Sextan)  ;  An- 
awer, The  Chiel  Searetarf  Jim  H,  IDl 

BallgeaitU  Union,  Q,neatlDna,  Mr.  M'Carlan, 
Mr.  Maurice  HeaJf,  Mr.  W.  Redmond; 
Anawer*,  The  Ohief  Seeretnr;,  Tbe  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treaanrjr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smilh) 
/una  as,  IMS 

Bantry  Diiltiet,  Qjieationa,  Mr.  Gilhoalj ; 
Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary  June  19,  083 

Judicial  RetU* 
StA- Commiteiontri  at  Man^kataillon,  (^ant- 
lion,  Mr.  Conway  [not  put]  June  21,  811 

Svi-  Comai$ti«ner$ 
Sitlinfe 
Heady,  Qaeationi,   Mr.   M'Carlan,  The  Lord 
Major  of  Dublin  [Mr.  Sexton);   Anawera, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Jmt  2S,  ISJIO 
WettmeatK,  Quealiona,  Mr.  Tuita  ;  Anawera, 
Tbe  Chief  Seoretarj  Junt  SB,  ISSl 


Jiahonal  Seaoct  liaenen  —  nenminanen  of 
Candidate!,  Qneatlon,  Hr.  P.  M-Donald: 
Anawer,  Tbe  Solicitor  General  June  38, 
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Looffk  Oonib,  (^ueatiou,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An* 


The  Lagan  yavigation  Compam,  Qnaationa, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealj  ;  Anawera,  The  Secretary 
to  tbe  Treaaurjp  Jane  33.  9TS 

The  5Ailnncii,  Qaeation,  Colonel  Nolan  :  An- 
awer, The  Secretary  to  (he  Treaaury  June  3S, 
1117 

Poos    LiW    (ISIUHD) 

BalUn^itoe  Poor  Lam  Board,  Qaeationa,  Mr. 

Uarrla,  Mr.  Chanoe ;  Anawera,  The   Chief 

Secretary   /un«    33,   990;    Queatian,   Mr. 

Uarria  ;     Anawer,     The    Chief    Secretary 

June  35,  1136 
DitaiucU   of    OfieiaU  —  Cote   of   JA-.   P. 

Loughry,    Rate    CoOeetBr,     T^Ula     Onion, 

(tueationa,  Mr.   Cox  ;  Auawera,  Tbe  Chief 

Secretary  /una   18,   141;    Qaeationa,   Mr. 

Cox,  Tbe  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin   [Mr.  Sex. 

ton).   Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon  ;    Anawera,  The 

Chief   Secretary  Jv.ni   31,  800;    Qaeatioo, 

Mr.   Cox:    Anawer,   The   Oblef  SeoraUry 

June  36,  1133 
Indebudnee*  to  Contraetort  for  Feod,^-an- 

tiona,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Anawera,  Tbs  Chief 

Seoretary /una  IB,  138 
Kilkenny  Diipeniary  Diitriet,  Queation,  Mr. 

Marum  ;    Anawer,    The    Chief     Seoretary 

June  38,  1617 

Boardi  ef  Quardiane 

Athu,  Queatioua,  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  Arthtir 
O'Connor;  Anawera,  The  Chief  Secretary 
/una  35,  1116 

BaUinatlM,  Qjiettion,  Mr.  Barrlt ;  Anawer, 
Tbe  Chief  Secretary  June  33,  983 

Ballymena — Colonel  Staddert,  Queation,  Tbe 
Lord  Major  of  Doblin  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  An- 
awer, The  Chief  Seoretary  Junt  11,  101; 
Queationa,  Hr.  I'lnkarton,  Tbe  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  [Mr.  Sexton);  Anawera,  Tba 
Chief  Seoretary  June  31,  908 

Corticate  of  JFilliam  ReHntoit,  Queationa, 
Mr.  Maorice  llealy;  Anawera,  The  Cbiet' 
Secretary  Jane  38,  1511 

Tlie  Laughrea  Dielriel — Sanitary  Offieer — 
Election  of  Mr.  feter  Suieeney,  Quealiona, 
Ur.  Slieehy ;  Answer*,  The  Chief  Seorelarj 
June  IS,  495  ;  June  31,  768 

Poar  Onioa  (Iuluid) 

Female  TtUgraph  Leameri,  Dublin — Exami- 
nation,  Queation,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  Anawer, 
Tbe  Hoalmaater  General  (Mr.  anikaa) 
June  38, 1370 
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Pott  OJUt  at  DalytlQwn,  Loitgkrta,  (laaitioa, 
Hr.  SbMh]r  ;  Aniwar,  Tb«  Poumtiter 
Ganenl  Jum  31,  T9T 

Law  and  Jnsnca  (iBsi-Ain)] 
Adniniilraliott  of  Judieial  Oalhi,  Qamtion*, 

Hr.  J.   Sinclair;    Aniwari,   Tbe   SolioiUr 

GftMral  for  IrslKiid  (Hr.  Muidaii)  Jutu  35, 

1134 
Alleged  Jntanmee  Fraudt  at  Eelfttt,  Qa«(- 

tion,    Mr.   Tnits ;    An«««r,  Tti<  Solicitor 

Gnaral  June  38,  lUS 
jfrretlt  at  Laaghrea,  QuMtioni,  Mr.  Shsebr, 

Hr.   T.    M.    UMtf,    The   Lord   Majot  dI 

DaUin  (Ur.  Srxtonj,  Mr.  Fljni) ;  Angwen, 

Tha  Chiaf  Seorelarr,  Tbe  Solioitor  General 

/uM  31,  768 
TrealPitalo/lKePriioneriat  Lwqhrta,  Qaas- 

lioDi,  Mr.  W.  Radnond,  Hr.  Huria,  Tbe 

Lord  Mkfor  of  DnbliD  (Hr.   Saiton),  Mr. 

Sheebjp;    Anivtri,   Tbe   Cbief    ScoreUrr 

June  IB,  413 

Mr.  J.  H.  AtkinMOH,  Piltg  Seuiont  Clerk, 
Maryborough,  Qiuen'i  Co.,  Queitiaa*,  Mr. 
Utor,  Mr.  Kilbride  i  Anivflra,  The  Chief 
SaoreUrr  Jaat  36,  1 130 


er,  The  Chief  Sac  re  Urj  June  18,  IIT 
Killamey    Pe'ly    Seiiion*  —  Chary*  ofaimt 

CamlaMe  Kearney,  Quaationi,   Hr.    Shce- 

ban,  Mr.    Edward    llarringtae ;    Amwera, 

Tbe  Cbief  SacreUr;  June  14. 39 
Mr.  Kelty,  Qounty  Court  Judge  of  Clare,  Qjiei- 

tioD,  Mr.  Jordan  [not  put]  Juite  31,  838 
Chatteeiy  DiviiUm  [Land  Jadget  Court)— Mr. 

P.  M'Demu>U,J.P.,iwitioat,  Ur.  Chance  ; 

Anewen,  The  Chief  SeoreUrj  June  33,  386 
"Smyth  T.  Madden  and  Currey,"  QuailioDi, 

Sir  Thoma*  Eimonde,  Ur.  Olancf  ;  Aniwara, 

Tbe  Cbiaf  Seoretarr  Juit«  U,  98 
Criminal  CaMt{Irelandi 
Inereate  of  Smteaeei  on  Appeal —  TJie  Return, 

Sulemant,  Tha  Chief  SeoreUrf  June  25, 

lUT 

TaB  MAOitTUcx  (Ibii,&nd) 
County   Court  Judeet,  QneitioDi,   Mr.  J.  E. 

Ellit:  Aniwen,  The  Chief  Saoretarj/uM  30, 

1718 
Limerick  MagittraUt—Sale  of  Indeemt  PhoU- 

grapht,  Qneatioa,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilion ;  Ad- 

■war,  Tba  Chief  Seoretarj  Junt  31,  7S3 
Mr.  Cullen,  Divitional  Mayittratt,  Dundalk, 

QneatioD,    Mr.    M'CarUn  ;    Aniwer,    The 

Solicitor  General  far  Ireland  [Hr.  Madden) 

June  38, 133S 
Mr.  J.  JF.  Olaigoui,   Oiokttovm,   Co.  Tyrone, 

<lDaaUon,  Mr.  T.  W.  auuell :  Aniver,  The 

Solioilor  Qancral  June  33,  671 

BetideiU  Uagiitratet 
(tnaition,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellit ;  ADtirer,  The  Cbief 

Seerelarjr  JtaieSt,  1717 
Appointatenle,   OneetioD,  Mr.  T.  M.  Heal;  ; 

Anawer.  Tbe    Solioitor   General  Jam   36, 

1378 
Complaint  ayaintt,  Quatliona,  Mr.  nrnn,  Mr. 

Mao  Nailt ;  Aniwen,  The  Solieltor  Cenaral 

Junt  30,  I3S8 


hlLAHlr— Mn(. 
Meun.  Qardiner  and  Redmond,  R.M.-~ 
Ctedentarlyr,  Peraonal  Eiplanation,  Ur.  W. 
E.  Gladstone  June  31,  760 ;  Qaeationa.  Hr. 
Mao  Neill ;  Anivara,  Tbe  Cbief  Se«r«Ur7 
June  19,  537 
Mr.  Cecil  Bo^,  R.M.  Qaeationa,  Hr.  T.  U. 
Heair,  Mr.  Conjbeare ;  Aoiwere,  The  Chief 
Saoretary  Jtme  23,  693 

Law  i»o  Polios  (laiLixD) 
Amite  for  Conepiraey^Eandeuffing,   Qaea- 

tioaa,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healf,  Tbe  Lord  Major  of 

Dahlia  (Hr.  Sexton);   Aniwen,  The    Soli- 
eltor General  June  35, 1190 
/nrimcltiinf   to   prevent   Aeiembtiei    in     tkt 

Streeti  at  TriaU,  Qnealiona,  Mr.  Sobwann ; 

A  niwen.  The  Chief  SeeretaiT  June  33,  »SS  : 

/un>  35,1137 
Interference  b/  the  PoHci  with  Street  Hetu- 

paper    Vendor*    at    Cert,    (^eatiooa,   Mr. 

FijnD,  Mr.  J.  E.  EUia ;  Amwera,  Tbe  Cbief 

SeoretalT  June   li,    103;    OueMiona,  Hr; 

Flrnn,   Mr.   Sheeb<r,   Tba   Lord    Major  of 

Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Anawen,  The  Cbief 

Seoretarj  June  19,  5T7 
John  Magmre,   Qaeitiona,    Mr.  Clanoj  ;  An- 

awere,  Tbe  Chief  Saoretarj  Jitne  14,  114 
Uefaial  of  Rejreehment  to  TravUert—Caeeof 

Mr.   Xoud,   of  floeeointnon,   Quaation,   Mr. 

Commini ;    Anivar,   The    Chief    Seoretarj 

June  SB,  1S5B 


Slige,  Queationi,  Mr.  Sbeehj,  Tbe  Lord 
Major  oF  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Anawera, 
Tbe  Cbief  Saeretarj.run«  18,431;  June  31, 


ROTAI.  IKISE   OoVBTABUUnT 

Oenttt^te     Curry,    Question,    Sir      Tbona* 

Eamonde;    Aoawer,    Tbe   Obiaf  Seerelarr 

June  38,  1551 
Piimieial  of  Ccnetaile  Deam,  Qneationa,  Hr. 

W.   Redmond,    Mr.    Cox ;    Anawera,    Tbe 

Gbiaf  Secretarj  Jane  11,  66 
Dittriel  Imptetor  Tilly,  Qneation,  Ur.  Coi ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretarj  June  33,  374 
Initruetioni  at  to  the  Adinitiian  of  the  PubUa 

to   Court  Hotuei,   Qneationa,   Mr.    Fljnn ; 

Answers,  Tbe   Solioitor   General  June  30, 
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Hiora,  Ao.  (Ibblaud  ) 

Dieturianee  at  Dandali  Railaay  Station, 
Qusslions,  Ur.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Rowntree  : 
Answers,  The  Chiet  Seoretarr  June  M, 
1140;  Questions,  Hr.  M'CarUn,  Hr.  Nolan, 
Tbe  Lord  Major  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sextoo), 
Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington  ;  Answers,  Tba  Cbief 
Seeretarj  June  2i,  1564 
Diiturbancei  at  Kilruth,  Co.  Clare,  Queationt, 
Mr.  Jordan,  Tba  Lord  Major  of  Dublin  (Hr. 
Sexton);  Answers,  Tbe  Chief  Seoretarj 
June  33, 6T3 
Tie  Afray  at  Mtteheltteum  in  Seplentier  latt 
— (^pmiation  to  a  Polieeaum,  Qaeations, 
Hr.  W. O'Brien. Hr.T.M.  Healj;  Anawera, 
The  Solioitor  Genaial  Junt  M,  1970 


ieont. 


ErtcTioNg  (Ibburd) 
Sv'Ction  Hi  CUgher  —  Hugh  SooM — Alltgtd 
Crutl  Treatmant.  Quaitioni,  ilr.  W.  Kad- 
mond :  Anxrer,  The  Chief  SeoreUry  June  IS, 
685;  Juru  31,  81T:  Junt  33,  DTT ;  Qaea- 
tian,  Hr.  W.  Redmond;  An)«er,  Tbe  Chief 
SecTstarj  ;  Queation,  Tba  Lord  Major  of 
DabtiD  (Ur.   Seiton)  [do  repl7]  JuHt  36, 

i»sa 

Bttum  ef  Cttrelaktn,  Qneitioni,  Mr.  A.  E. 
Peiia;  AniwerB.Tba Chief  SeeretAr}/un«  11, 
US 

Ireland — Criminal   Law    ani   Procedure 
Aet,  1887 

NotJoo  of  Raaolntian,  Hr.  John  Horlar ;  Ob- 
»TTatlon,  The  Firtt  Lord  of  the  Trauarj 
(Hr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  33,  901 

HoTed,  "  That,  in  the  opioion  or  Ibi*  Hodm, 
the  operation  of  '  Tbe  Crimioal  Lbv  and 
Prooadura  (Ireland]  Aet,  1S8T,' and  the  man- 
ner of  it*  adminittration,  nndermlne  reipeot 
for  Law,  eitrange  the  mindi  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  are  deeply  injariout  to  tb« 
Intemt*  of  tbe  United  Kingdom"  (JVr. 
John  Morley)  June  SR,  1148;  after  loof 
debate,  Moved,  "Tbat  tbe  Debate  be  nov 
n^ourned"  (ifr.  William  O'Brien) ;  Quel- 
tioD  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjonrned 

Debate  reinmed  June  U,  1390 ;  after  long 
debate,  Qaeitlon  pnt ;  A.  373,  N.  SSfl ; 
H.e3 

DitltioD  Lilt,  Ajret  Mid  Hoei,  U13 

Irtlani—FiehertM — TAt  South  and  Wett 
Cootie 
Mored  to  reiotie,  1.   "  That  an   immediate 

aarTeji  of  the  flihiag  groanda  on  tbe  loulb 
and  weet  coaat  of  Ireland  is  mooh  reqnired 
3,  That  in  the  erent  of  Her  Majsatj'a  Gorero- 
ment  aecfpting  the  recommendation  of  tbe 
Rojat  Commiasion  on  Iriah  Public  Worka  to 
reconitrnat  the  Iriah  Kiaher;  Department, 
legislation  be  not  delayed  beyond  tbe  present 
SeBaionorFaTliameDt"(7A<  Aorf  o/Bou/lh) 
June  33,  963  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
wilbdrawn 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Ihwer  Sam- 

lete,  Stepney 
,  Coronen'  Eiaetiona,  3R.  1353 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  B,  10; 
((.  T,  S3 

Jaokson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretar;  to  the 

Treasury),  Leedt,  N. 
Army — Preliminary  Examioatioot — Error)  in 

Exsmiontion  Popers,  1378 
Bail[Sootland),  Conaid.  1392 
Ci*il  SerTiaa   Eatubll  ah  moots  Coiamlssion — 

Atlendania,  As.  at  the  South  Kensington 

Mu>eum,Q2i  — Report,  1116 
Ciiil    SerTice    Ei  ami  nations — Error    in    an 

Eiaminalioo  Paper,  313 

[Wnf. 


1130,  11D3.  1433,  14'Jt,  1439 
Onstoms  (Wine  Duty),  3R.  137  ;  Comm.  ti.9, 

37T  :  el.  S,  SIT  ;  el.  8,  eOSi  el.  10,  509  ; 

d.  ii.seo 
Eiaiaa — Pay  and   Promotion    of   Assistant*, 

nil 

Inland  Navigation— Lagan  Navigatioo  Com- 

paoy,  973,977 
Inland  Rerenne— Inoome  Tax— Foreign  and 

Colonial  Loans,  93 
Ireland— Inland  NnTigatlon  and   Drainage  — 
Lough  Corrib,  1117  ;— Shannon,  HIT, 
1118 

Piera  and  Earbonrs— Barboar  at  Rost- 
lare,  690 

Legal  Basineas  of  the  Goiernroent,  1353 

NaTjr  Ealimates— Vlotualling  and  Clolhlof  for 
tbe  NaTy,  936 

Parliament— Adjournment,  1363,  1391,  1673 

Supply,  Report,  1351 

Trade  and  Oommeroe — Connty  Court  Depart- 
ment, Warwick — Failure  of  Meaars.  Green- 
way's  Bank,  iS6 

Ulslsr  Canal  and  Tyrone  Karigation,  1379 

Waji  and  Heani,  Comm.  1319 

Jaices,  Hon.W.  H.,  Oateihead 

Inland    Reienua — Exemption    from    th*   In- 

habited  Honae  Duty,  1713 
Ireland — Ciiminal   Law  and   Procedure   Aet, 
188T — Employment  ofConTiatPrisoDari, 
970 
Prisons— Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.  ISeS 
Lileratnrs,    Seionoe,    and     Art  —  National 

Gallery— Renewal  of  the  Grant,  214 
Local     GoTcrnment    (England    and    Wales}> 
Comm.  «f.  T,A42;  el.lB.nSB 

JsTFSBTS,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Bante,  Sasingttoke 
Eaat  India  (Mr.  Williani  Tayler),  Rea.  369 

JEKNiNas,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stoeliport 

Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  tl,  6,  10,  11  ) 
tl.  T,  34,  38  :  ei.  8,  Al 

Jebszt,  £&rl  of 
Corooert,  Comm.  eL  1,  967 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Sel/ait,  8. 
Ciril   List   Pensions  —  Literary    T 

1670 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aol  (1887}  Amendment, 

Lords'  Amendtg.  Conaid,  939 
Local     GoTarnment    (England   and    Wale*}, 

Comm.«J.  9,  1600 
Western  Paoifle — EipnlHon  of  the  Rot.  John 

Jones  Irom  Mab£,  411 

Joicet,   Mr.   J.,   Diwhan,    Cketler-i- 

Street 

Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Proeodore  Aet, 

IS87— Prison     Regulations  —  Mr.    John 

Dillon,  M.P.  Il30;—Ploking  Oakum,  1131 

JoKDAK,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

Enalskillen,  Bundoren,  and  Sligo  Railwajr 
[Repayment  of  Depoait),  3,  330,  337 


JoBticoi  of  the  Peaca  Bill 

{Mr.  SeaUSaynt,   Mr.   GabrHgt,  Mr.   Boaell, 

Mr.  Btndil,  Mr.  SanM  Ceuham) 
«.  Bill  withdnwD  •  June  U  [BiU  30] 

Kay-Sh nTTHTORTH,  Bight  HoD.  Sir  U. 

J.,  ZaneaiMre,    Clithtrot 
Eioiie   DutiM    (Looat    Purposea)— Van    ■nd 

Wheel  Till,  13Te 
Lm>I    GoierDment    (En|land    and    Wain), 

Comm.  eL  2.  303,  3lfi,  23B:  et.  IS,  IBBS, 

17*1,1777;  tt  18. 1788 
LomI    Govern  loan  t   (Euglaad    and    Wnlei] — 

CouDtf  Coanoila,  135 

EsLLT,  Ht.  J.  B.,  CambtruiiB,  N, 

Inland  ReTeons — Eiamption  horn  Inhabited 

(lonia  Do  If,  US? 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comm,  cl.8,1;  el.  A, 

13.14,30;  ef.T,31:  add.  d.  68:  Coniid. 

aiM.  «J.  716,  711,  731,  740;  el  6,  TflS;  SB,. 

IS06 
Soulh  SlatTordahire  Water.  Motion  for  an  In- 

atrnolion  to  Iba  CommitIM,  410,  419 
United  Telephone  Companj.SR.  41» 
VauxhnU  Purlt,  3R.  1637,  1(38 

Kbnitt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  TifToiu,  Mii 

Ireland— Horn  and  Cattle  Breed  inf—Ro^Bl 
Dublin  Soeistj— Grant  of  £6,000,  1116, 
HIS 

Kehbiok,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  2f. 
Local    Goreraoient    (England    and    Wale*), 
Comm.  a.  7,  643 

Kenyos,  Hon.  Q.  T.,  2)«ii^A,  ^e. 

Agricullnral    Tenantrj    (Walei),    Sea.    1833, 

1834,  1843 
UetropoIiUu  Board  of  Worki— The  EipendU 

ture,  04 

KiLDBiDE,  Mr.  D.,  Ktrty,  8. 
Ireland— Law  and  Jnitioo— Mr.  J.  H.  AlUo- 
■on,  Petlj  SeuioDi  Clerk,  Har;  boieogh, 
Qaeen'a  Co.  1131 
Poor    I^w— Alhf    Board    of    GnardUna, 
1116,  iiie 

KuiBER,  Mr.  H.,  JFandtworlh 

Parka  (Melropoli*)— Riohmond  Park— Pro- 
poied  Volunteer  Camp,  1S46 

ElJfBKKLEY,  Ear  I  of 

Coroueri,  Oonmi.  el.  1,  068 

Germanr— Hia  imperial  Hajeatj  the  late 
German  Empetar,  333 

rnrliamont  — Erldence  before  Select  Com- 
mit leea,  1360 

2ululand — R««ent  Diatnrbancei,  13S5 


EjTATOBBtri.L-HuaBSBKiT,l(r.H.  T.,  JDk^ 
Faveriham 
Loeal    OoTemment    [England    and      Walet], 
Conini.  el.  3,  IfiT  ;  el.  7, 008  ;  #L  IS,  I7B« 

KinoHTLEY,  Sir  B.,  IforthamptoiitAirf,  8. 
Loeal   Oorernment    (Bogland    and    W^m), 
Coma.  El.  9,  ISOl 

EinrrsFOBD,  Lord  (Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies) 
Anatralian    Colonial  —  Cbtneae    Immlpvnta, 

330,  333 
Imperial     Dehnaea— DafirDM    of   Eaqatncalt 

Ilarboar,  1639 
Malta— New  Conetitotion,  Motion  Ibr  an  Ad< 

droM,  969 
Trade  of  India  and  the  Coloniea,  Motion  Ar  » 

Relnm,  789 
Zalniand— RMOBt  DiatarbaDoga,  I3H 

Labouohkbx,  Mr.  H.,  Northamplom 
EMtIndia(Mr.  William  Taller],  Um.SAI 
Ireland — Riota,  Ao — Diaturbancea  at  Dnadalk 

Railwa;  Station.  t66S 
Litiel  Law  Amendmant.  Comm.  el.  6,  7 ;  d.  0, 

17,  18 ;  el.  T,  34 ;  add.  el.  61.  63  ;  CcmaM. 

add.  el.  713,  71S,  717,  749,  7S3  ;  c/.  t,  7SS : 

eL  B.  m 
Local    Gorernoent    (England    and    Wkloa), 

Comm.  el.  3,  161  ;  cl.  0, 1630,  1644 
Parliameot — Bnainaaa  of  the  Hooaa,  1739 
Sale  of  Intoiieallng  Liqwr*  oa  Sanday,  11(6 
Sugar  Bountiea— Daoiaion  of  the  OoDbrenoo, 

613 

Zaiourtn'  AllolwumU   Act,   1887 — J<ni> 
bury  Beard  if  Guardiant 
Itneetion,  Mr,  Cobb  ;  Anawer,  The  Preddent 
of  ibe  Looai  OoTemmeat  Board  (Hr.  Rit- 
oble)  Jtme  31,  7B4 

Lafohz,  Mr.  A.,  Southeark,  Btrmonittf 
Arm;  Eatimatei — Warlike  and  other  Stars*, 
871,  883 

Lalos,  Mr.  B.,  QuMn't  Co.,  Ltix 

Inlaod— l^w  and  Joitioa— Ur.  J.  H.  Atkin- 
aon,  Pett]'  Siaaloni  Clerk,  Marjboroagb, 
4ueen'*  Oo.  1130 

Damimotok,  Lord 

Foreign  Marriage  Aot,  IIOS 

Metropolla  (Street  ImproT«meati}— Piopoaed 
Dew  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Trahlgar 
Square  through  Spring  Gardena,  784 

LandCharsn  B^iiitration  and  SearcliM 

Bill  {Tht  Lord  Mtikene) 

I.  Report  of  Seleot  Comm.*  Jtau  >8  [No.  IS6] 

Bill  reported  ■  June  38  (Noa.  40-186) 


to/HMSl, 

ess 

L  So;>l  Auepl  /un«  38     [fil  Jt  S2  Fkf.o.  IS] 

Land  Law  (Wales  and  IConmoathabire) 

BiU 
(ifr.    iiryn  Robrrfi,  Mr.   John    Soitrli,    Mr. 

Warminjlon,   Mr.   Boom  Rawlimdt,  Mr. 

Thama*  EBii) 
e.  BiU  witbdra-n  •  Jwu  18  [Bill  1S9] 

Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  CtlduuU,  Mr.  Jamti  CampbtU,  Mr. 

M'Latan,  Mr.  Fruer-Mackinlath) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  June  33  [6111  303] 

Law  aitd  Jubtiob  (Eholand  awd  Wai^s) 

JrfioH  uffointi  "  The  Timet"  (••O'Dmmll 
V.  Waiter  and  Anolher"),  QiieitiDni,  Mr. 
H.  J.  Wilion,  The  Lord  Mkjot  of  Dnb- 
lin  [Mr.  SeiloD)  ;  Amwct*,  The  Atlornej 
Oeneral  (Sir  Riohard  Webster),  The  Seors- 
t«rr  of  Stnte  Tor  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
MaUhem)  June  IS,  393 

CtroHtrt'  intaeiU — Btmoval  of  a  Corpie, 
Qaedlon,  Mr.  Sf  dn»j  BeiCon  ;  Aonrer,  The 
Seertlarj  of  SmM  Jum«  3J>,  1 133 

Caurli  ef  Summary  Juritdietim — FrUomri 
tUKCating  Triai,  QjieitioD,  Ur.  Fieldan ; 
Anlwer,   Tlie  SeereUrr  of  Stnia  Junt  38, 

less 

•' InftTwr  Cvurti  af  Rteord"—  The  Retvntt, 
Qaeition,  Mr.  Brkdlaegh ;  Aniirer,  The 
Under  Seoretarj  of  Slate  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr,  Stuart-Wort lej]  Jwu  18, 


AyUtbary 


110 
Tbe  Midland  Summtr  A. 
and  Ltiettttr,  Queation,  Mr.  Uobb . 
The  SaoreUr;  of  State  June  38,  ISSl 

(TsiimAi,  Law 

Rtteatt  of  Albert  TVmx'*,  CvneUled  ^f  Murder, 
QoeatioDE,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Talton 
Egerlon,  Sir  Willian  Ilaroourt,  Hr.  Cenj- 
beare,  Hr.  O'Qaa ;  Anawars,  The  Seoretarr 
of  Suie  June  11,  102 ;  Queition,  Mr. 
Siretenham  ;  Aoawer,  The  Attoinef  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webitar)  June  39,  1U3 

Slaibinf  Ciut  at  lAverpaol — Cine  i-f  John 
Duggan,  Qneition,  Ur.  W.  F.  Liarenoe; 
Aniver,  The  Seeretarr  of  Sute  June  33, 
874 

Untried  Priianerl  and  Bandeufi,  Queition, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uaalf  ;  Anawer,  The  SeoreUr^ 
ofSiftte/uneS3,  983 


Law  ahd  Police  (Eetolaitd  and  Walks) 
Jrr«(f  and  Dttentian  ef  Mr.  John  Mara,  Qjiei- 
tiana,  Ur.  Oaine  ;  Aniwer*,  The  Saereiary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Hr. 
Matthewi)  Ju»e  U,  1171  Jane  IS,  31T  ; 
June  18,  Ml 


Caae  at  LiTerpool— Oaae  of  John  Danao, 

Inland  Revenae   09ee,  Liverpool — Stamping, 

«7I 
Local    Goremmept    (EngUod    and    Wale*), 

Comm.  cl.  3,  AbiendC.  g3S 
Raformatorj  SohoOli  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Gonaid.  775 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,  Cumberland,    Coder- 

mouth 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Diamisiat  of  OEBaiala — 

Can  of  Mr.  P,  Loughr},  Rate  CoUactOr,  dOS 

LooaL    GoTerament    (EngUnd    and    Walca), 

Comm.  el.  9,  1903,  1613 
North  Sea  Fitheriea,  Comm.  331 
Sale  of  Intoiioating  Liquorg  on  Sunda/,  1 145 
Sugar  Bountie*  Conferanoe — The  Papera,  SOT 

Lawboh,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  81.  Pancrai,  W. 

Libel   La<r  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  6,  13,  14, 

IS :  el.  7,  38,  39  \  el.  8,  48  ;  Coniid.  add. 

el.  733.  734,  7S3 ;  Amendt.  739 ;  ei.  i,  763  ; 

el.  «,  768,  768,  770 

Loeal    Goiernment    (England    and    Walea), 

Comm,  tl.  3,  Amendt.  363,  373  ;  ef.  8,  631, 

ess,  649,   1010,  1013,  lOlS,  1016;  el.  19, 

Amendt.  17TS 

London    Sohool    Board  —  Amalfiuatlon  of 

BoToagha,  610 
Hetiopolji — Hoapital   Sunday   Fund— Col  lea - 
tioni  in  the  Parka  and  Open  Spioea,  3SD 
Open  Spaoea— PrimroM  HUl,  801 


LxoHUSSE,  Sir  £.  A.  H.,  WortuUrthiri, 
Betodlty 
Life  Leaaea  Conraraion,  3R.  1ST3 

Lees,  Hr.  E.,  Oldham 

Poor  La<r  Amendment  Act — Paaper  Ohildraa 
a«  "  Hair- Timer)  "  in  Faotoriei,  S09 

LifKTax,  Bight  Hon.  O.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Brixton  Park,  Conaid.  el.  IS,  1911 
Criminal  Law  and  Proeadare  ([rehtod)   Ast, 

1887,  lUt.  1319,  1336 
Vanihall  Park,  3R.  1S38 

Legal  Biuinttt  efthe  flovenmtent 
MoTod,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  thia  llouae 
Copf  of  the  Beport  of  the  Coiamittee  ap^ 
pointed  b;  the  Treaaurf  to  inquire  into  tbe 
ajalem  of  oonduoting  the  Legal  Buiineai  of 
the  Gorernment"  Qdr.  Jaeiien)  June  33, 
1393;  ftueation  put,-and  agreed  to;  to  be 
printed  [No.  339] 

Leoh,  Mr.  T.   W.,    ZanoMiire,  8.W., 
Netolon 
EgTpt-Miaaion  of  MukhUr  Paaba,  437 
Poor   Law — Peniioaeri   and    Armj   BsMrr* 
Men,  1133 


:y  Google 


tEQ 


I  tNUEX} 


LTD 


Legitim  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

ilfr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  John  Bnl/our, 

Mr.  StuhanatCj 

0.  Ordsrad;  raul  1*  •  Jmm  30  [Bill  SI  1] 

LaiOHTON,  Ut.  8.,  8hropthir»,  Otwtttry 
Arriauhanl  Tsuntrj    (Walea),    Rm.    1S33, 

1631 
CoDiUbDUrr    Faroe  (Bogland  mod   WMei)— 

Firit  Hspoii  of  the  Commluloaera  in  ISSB, 

S86 
Local    GoTemTnent    (England     aod    W*lei), 

Comm.  ei.  3,  378 ;  et.  0,  Amendt.  SIO,  031 ; 

et.  7,  UIO ;  Amendl,  616 ;  d.  S,  lOfit ;  tl.  IS, 

1713:  cl.  IS,  1731 
Loral    QoTernmsnt  (England   and    Wal«>)— 

SnpuraDD  nation  and   Peniioa  of  the  Polios 

Foroei,  1716 


Lethbkidob,  Sir  B.,  KmtingtoH,  If. 
Eait  India  (Mr.  William   Tarler),  R«i.  333, 

810,8S0,  ass,  1716,  1717 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Comn.  add.  el.  S3 
Looal    GoTernment    (England    and    Wilea), 

Comm.  el.  3,  167 

L«wi8,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 

Lind    Act,   1881  — Section    10  — Libonreri' 

DvelliDsl—ApplloaUoni,  ISll,  1S13 
Libel   Lav  Amendment,  Coniid.  el.   i,  763 ; 

el.  5. 771 
Local    GoTernment    (England    and    Wale*J, 

Oomm.  el.  9, 163 


Llbwslltn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somtrut,  N. 
Loeal    Qoverament  fEasUnd    and    Wftle*), 
Comm.  cl.  I,  173,  3S8  ;  el.  B,  1008 ;  el.  IS, 
17*0,  17S1 

Libel  Lav  Amendment  Bill 

(.Sir  Algmton  Bortkaick,  Sir  Alb*rt  SelHt,  Mr. 

Lawton,  Mr.  Jmniiig;J>r.  Camrren,  Mr.  John 

Mortty] 
e.  Commiltee;  Beport  /mm  IS,  3        [BUI  17] 

A<  amended,  oonildered  /uiM  30,  718 

Read  i"  Jme  37,  1S06  [Bill  394] 

I.  Read  1*  ■  IL.  Monkitatlt)  JuM  38  (No.  130] 

Life  Leases  Convereion  Bill 

(Sir  Edauad  ZteAtmri,  Mr.  SaHingt.  Sir  Jvhn 

Pulnlon,  Mr.  Raddift  Ceokt) 
9.  Bill  wUhdniin  Jmu  3S,  1673  [Bill  99] 

Limited  Fartnersliipa  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Tkt  Lard  BramfMO^ 
i.  Prenoted  i  read  1'*  June  18         (No.  ISO) 
ltead3>/une3S,lS33 


Littralurt,  Seimoa,  and  Art 

The  National  OalUTy—Oenewil  o/Ihe  OramI, 
Qoeellone,  Mr.  W.  H.  Janie> :  Aniwere, 
Tbe  Cbanoellor  of  the  Kxoheqnor  (Mr. 
Gouhan)  /tiN«  IS,  311 

The  Boyal  Normal  Sehoal  of  Seimet—Tt* 
PkftiocU  Ijf^oratary,  Qneelion,  Bir  Ueoif 
RoMoa  ;  Aniirer,  The  Firet  Commiaaioner 
of  Work!  (Mr.  Flnnkel)  Junt  36, 1311 

Local  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  [h-l.] 

(Tkt  Lord  Athi«umc) 
I.  Committee ;  Report  June  33, 361  (No.  33) 

Local  OoTERiniBST  Boabo— Freaident 
(»*  BiToms,  Bisht  Hon.  0.  T.) 

CiooAL  QoTBBKMKNT  BoABD — SeoretaTj 
to  (m«  LoNa,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Leeal   Oovtmmmt  (EngUmd  and  WaUt) 
Bill 

Qaeatlon,  Mr.  Clane; ;  Aniwer,  Tbe  Firat 
Lord  of  tbe  Treaiary  (Mr.  W.  H.  Snltfa) 
June  n,  9S5 

Claxue  130.  Sub-ieHim  %—Uatn  RoadtlMe- 
trepalu),  Queition,  Mr.  Cromer  :  Anewer, 
The  Preiident  oF  lbs  Loeil  GoTornment 
Board  (Mr.  RiCehle)  Jaw  36, 1373 

Finaneiai  ArranganenU  in  iieUe/  of  Lot^ 
Taxation  — SeMand,  Queition,  Mr.  Mark 
Stanart :  Angwer,  The  Cbanoellor  of  the 
Bicbxiaer  (Mr.  Gowhan)  Jutit  38,  1387 

Hepreieatalion  on  Board  of  ImpnnMment 
CoBiutittiaaeri,  Qoeation,  Mr.  Brsnner  ; 
Ananar,  Tba  Preiident  of  tbe  Looal  Oonrn- 
menC  Board  (Mr.  Ricobie)  Junt  18, 116 

Superanmiaeim  and  P«ii«un  o/  tAe  PaliM 
Forec,  Queetlon,  Mr.  Stanlef  Leighton ; 
ADiver,  The  Preiident  of  the  Looal  Goiem- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Rttobie)  Jtmt  39, 1716 

7^9  County  Ceuneili 

Obaerrallooa,  The  Preildeat  of  Ibe  Looal 
OoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Ritobie) ;  QnaMion, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Sbattteworth ;  Aaiirer, 
Mr.  Ritchie  Jun«  11, 131 

ComUy  Cowieillort,  ftneitlon,  Mr.  Coarbeare  ; 
Antner,  The  Preiidant  oF  tbe  Looal  GoTcnc 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritobie)  Jmit  15,  Sse 

Papert,   Queition,  Mr.  Caleb  Wrigbt ; 
iwer,  Th«  Praaldent  ol  tbe  Looat  Got 
Board  (Mr.  Ritobie)  Jwte  31, 830 

Stheol  Board  fmr  London— nanifer  to  (A« 
London  County  Council,  <)«aaClon,  Colonol 
Dnnoan ;  Aniwer,  The  Seoretary  to  tbe 
Looal  GoTornment  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
June  IS,  348 

The  Lieeniing  Clauiei 

Ahatidonmenl  of  the  Clauiti,  Qaaition,  Mr. 
Ernait  Spencer ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Preiident 
of  the  Local  GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Kitobie) 
June  31, 833 

SutpOHtion  of  Neta  Lieeneti,  Qjieitiona,  Sir 
William  Honldairortb,  Hr.  Cobb ;  Aniiran. 
The  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treainr;  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith) /NM  U,  133 

The  County  Couneilt,  (jMition,  Mr.  8nm> 
mrrii  Aoi*er,  Tbe  Prealdent  of  tbe  Looal 
GoTenimeDtBoard(Ui.  Ritobie)/HiwU,lia 
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Ioe«l  OoTtnttwt  ProriiuMMl  Ordan 
(HichinTi)  KU 

(JTr.  Lav,  ^r-  HHeiH*) 
#.  Hwd  »•  •  /kih  is  [Bm  3«S] 

/.  RMd  I'  ■  <L.  Jal/owr}  Jiuw  I«      (So.  H9) 

R«>d  f  •  JyM  33 

CommitlM*  ;  Report  Jhih  25 

Read  8>*  Aw  38 
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Local   Oovemment   Frorinoaa]  Ordar 

(Port)  BiU  (»»■.  i*W,  Mr.  BUtkU) 
e.  Rnd  e°  •  June  IS  [Bill  299] 

I.  RMd  !'•(£.  Ai{/(W)J'uMll     iNo.  101} 

RMd  3*  *  /uM  32 

OMDUittM*:  E«yart/MU3S 

Bwd3**JiiM33 

Local  Oorenunuit  Pro?iiioul  Orders 

(Poor  Law)  BiU        (S-  A«>p»Iw> 

t.  RMdS'*JtmcU  (N0.IIS) 

RojftI  Aural  Junt  38  [S I  A  S3  Fic(.  o.  xlL) 

Local  Oovornmaat  Prorisioaal  Orders 
(Poor  law)  (Ho.  2)  BiU 

(E.  BrowhtB] 
I.RMdS**/<iiuU  (No.  116) 

Rojril  AtMUt  /uM  33    [61  *  09  Fiet.  o.  xlil.] 

Local  OoTemment  Provisional  Orders 

(Poor  Lav)  (No.  3)  BUI 

(£.  frMiifiw] 
.  Read  8<*  /uiw  U  (No,  IIT) 

Rojal  AMDt  JuM  98  [SI  «  S9  KM.  «.  iluL] 

Local  Govemmeat  Prorisioiial  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho-  4)  BUI 
(t.  Balfour) 
I.  CommUtm  ■ :  Report  /uM  11       (No.  130) 
RMd  3*  ■  Jun«  10 
Jt07>l  AiHBt  /UM  38  [SI  &  09  FiCct.  o.  iWiii.] 

Local  OoTemment   Frorisional  Orders 
(Foot  Law)  (No.  6)  BiU 
[L.  Bal/mr) 
I.  CommittM*:  Report  Jhim  U        (No.131} 
Jtemd  3>  ■  Junt  10 
Bojul  AueDt  Jmu  39      [01  dt  03  Viet.  il[s.] 

Local  OoTOroment  ProTisioiia]   Ordus 
(Poor  Law}  (Ho-  6)  BUI 
[L.  Balfour) 
I.  Read  S>*  Juni  19  [No.  Ul] 

GommttlM  *  ;  Report  Junt  93 
Read  3*  *  JwM  30 
RojU  AaioDt  /uM  38  [SI  *  03  Vkt.  a.  Iiiii.] 

Local  OoTorBiiieiit  Frorlsional   Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  7)  BiU 

{Mr.  Long.  Mr.  SUthii) 
c.  Report  •  JuM  16  [Bill  3T3] 

RMdS°*  JhwIS 
;  Read  1'  •  (£.  JBaifaur)  Juin  19      (No.  1S4) 

Reads-*  Jim  33 


LoHO,  Mr.  W.  H.   CS< 

Local  GoTomment  Board),    Wiltt, 
2>wiut 
iMlaad     Rarenae  —  Eloial  —  LiaiBoee      it 

Brewera*  Uoniet,  310 
Local     GoTflnmisnt    (EngUnd     and     Wilee), 

Comm.   ct.   3,   189,  191.  19S,  319;    el.  6, 

BDS ;  cl  8,  1014  ;  d.  10, 1609,  1T3S,  1T4T, 

1T0O,  ITS 7,  1 768,  1T86 
Local    GoTemmaat  (Eagland    and   Walet) — 

School  Board  for  London — Tranifer  to  tba 

Loadoa  Cornrtj'  Oonneil,  318 

LoKD  Advocate,  The  (im  Maodoitald, 
^ht  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

LoBD  LunruAin;  op  Ibsuhd  —  Chief 
Searetar;  to  ths  («m  Balfdub,  Big^t 
Hon.  A.  3.  ) 

Lobs  PitEBiDBirr  ov  thz  (!!oithciil  (*m 
Orassbook,  Tiaooaat) 

Lobs  Fkitt  Sbai.  {t»t  Oainmah,  Earl) 

LoTHiAK,  Uwqaess  of  (Seoretai?  fbr 
Scotland) 
Cburoh  Patrooage  (Scotland)  Act,  1871,  Ho- 

lioD  for  a  Seleat  Oommittae,  001 
Ual*erritle«   (Sootland),    Report    of    Aeeend- 
menta,  et.  a,  060,607  icJ.  0,069  ;  et.S.A: 
el.  U,  570;  cf.  10,  071;  tL  10,  AuMdt. 
0T3 ;  e'.  20,  (J. :  SEt.  1109,  1110,  1111 

Lo'WTEKB,  Hon.  W.)  Wutvtorilaitd,  Ap- 
pleby 
Cnttomi  (Wine  Dot/),  Gomni.  el.  9,  3T1 

LuBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  Unittrtity 
English  UntTersltj  Collegei,  130 
Local    QoTernmoDt    (lingtand    and   Walei), 

Comm.  «1. 1,311,313 
United  Telephone  Conpaar,3R,  Amendt.  116 

Lunacy  Ads  Amendment  BUI  [k-l.] 

(Jfr.  S4erttary  iltUlh4ttl} 
e.  3R.  deferred  Junt  21, 937  [  Bill  998] 

Zunaey  AeU^Colntj/  ffaUh  A  lylnm-- 
Tr4atin»nt  tf  Inmaltt 
QneitioD,    Mr.  W.   Redmond;    Ani<rar,  The 
SecreCarj  of  State  for  the  Homo  Departmen  I 
(Mr.  Mattbewi)  Jvm  30,  13T6 

Ltbix,  Ur.  L.,  Orkmy  and  Shetland 
Retcnne  of  the  Grown  (Sootland] — Annsal 
Fen  Datiae.  791 


Devon,  SoutX  Melton 
Local    UoTernment    (Englani 
Comm.  ej.  3, 380 
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tiM  at  Si«n«  L*op«— KiMution  of  Natirai, 

eio 

Colcmial  GoTcnuDsat  Svaurilin,  Raa.  6TT 

MoAsTEUK,  Ur.  W.  A.,  Oimtuiati,  Mid, 
St.  AutleU 
Local    GoTarnmaDt    (Bnglind    aod     Walsi), 
Comm.  tl.  3,  180 

MoCaxmort,  Gaptua  J.,  Anlrtm,  E. 

AdDiire1t}->GbBDB^   Float— Balfut  Loagb— 
Anehorage  in  B&ugor  BkjTi  lBt3 

SCoCabtab,  Mr.  M.,  Ha^n,  8. 
Ireland — (jjieiti  ana 

Und   Uv    Aat,   1B8T— Beotion   98- Ad- 

jaitment  of  Renti,  XBtS 
Magutraof — Dr.  Callsn,  DiTUional  Uagit- 

tnt«,  DuDdalk,  1966 
Biota,  Ao.—DlatDrbanee  at  DaodaU  Kail- 
way  Station,  ISSl 
IraUnd— Iriab  Land  CommuaiOD— Qaattlima 
Appaalaat  Dundalk,  ITU 
Fair     Rant     Applieationa  —  Balljoaatia 

UoioTi.lfilS,  1549,  ISfiO 
Sub-CommiMioa— Sittioga  in  Keady,  15S0 

Maodokaij),  Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Loid 

Advocate),  Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 

drtw'i  Univtrtitiei 
Bail  (Sootlaad],  Coaild.  23S 
Cbaroh  orSootlaad,  Rsi.  1109 
G«ola»iaitieal  AaacaameDii    (Scotland),    Eloa. 

703,  711 
Libel  Lav  Ameadment,  Comm.^.  7,  iO  ;  »l.  8, 

19  f  Coniid.  add.  el.  7iT,  TCI.  16S 
Looal    GoTarnment    (Eogland    and     Walal), 

Comm.  el.  9,  987,  988 
Oathi,  Comm.  el.  1,  IStl 
PrlTatoBill  Lagialation— EiidenoB  belore  tha 

Joint  Comniittee,633 
Beformatorr  Scbooli  Aot  (18BB)  Amaadmenl, 

Comm.   <^.   3,   86,  67  i   cl.   5,   TO :    «'.   7, 

A  mend  t.  71 
Sootbnd— Q  neatlooa 


Ennii  Quarter  3eaueoi,  iaT9 
National     Edaeatioa  —  National    Bohool 
Teaohara — Examination  of  Candida  tea, 
1968 

Maoedhaij),    Ht.  W.  A.)   Qmm'i  Co., 

Criminal  Law  and  Proaadnra  (Ireland]  Aet, 
18S7— Impriionment  of  Memban,  lUO 

Friioni  Aot,  I8BS — Emplojment  of  the  Tread- 
mill in  Priiona,  1U3 

Uaokintosh,  Mr.  C.  Foabib-,  Ituitrnui- 
ihirt 
Kootland— Piaberiei— Lobater  Fiaheriet.  1119 
Lair  and  Polioa— ArrMt  of  Noil  O'Eara— 
ItDitaken  Identitj,  119 

MoLaoait,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgow 

EeoleilaatiDalAaasaamanla{SaDt]and},aea.  70S 


MoLabeh,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Chethirt,  Crtwo 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wnlea), 
Comm.  0/.  7,  tSS  ;  cI.  11,  175Ti  Amendt, 
1758,1766,  1761,1763 

Marriage  with  a  Daoeand  Wife'a  Siater,  Oomm, 
76 

Maolkait,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Oldham 

Eaat  India  (Ur.  William  Taller).  R«i.  35T, 
853,  19S1 

Maoluse,  Mr.  J.  W.,  loknewhiro,  S.E., 
Strttford 
Ireland — Pier*  and    Barboar*— Harbour   at 
aeaalare,  660 

Mao  Weill,  Mr.  J.  Q.  S.,  Dowgal,  S. 
India  —  UnooTetianted    Civil    Serrica — b'ur- 

lougba,  120;  — Penaioa  Rnlei,  49T 
Ireliad— Queiliona 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooadare  Aot,  1887 — 
Cbarsea  of  Oonapiraor,  91,  98  ; — Pro- 
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Uaddin,  Hr.  D.  E.—eent. 

Lind  Law  Aot,  1B8T— Scotion  99— AdjiHt- 

mentorRsnti,  IS68 
Lind    Porobate    Act,    1S8S— Amari   of 

Bain,  1139 
La*  and  Palioa— Arretta  for  Caniplraa;, 

— Baodaafflng.  1180,1131 
HoDioipal  Borongbi — Balllnaslfw  Agrical- 

iDral  Ball,  1364,  1365 
KalioDal      Edooation  —  Nattonftl    Sohool 

Teaebera— EzaminatioD   of   Caudidfttea, 

1266 
Rlola,  Ao.—ASnj  at  Uitohslalowa— Con- 

pensatioD  Id  a  PoUoimin,  ISITl 
Ro^al  Irisb  Oonitabutar; — Initrnation  al 

to  th«  Admiuioo  of  the  Fablio  intnOoarl 

BoDMR,  laes 

Iraiand— CrimlDal   Law  and   Frooadnra  Aat, 
1881— Qaaitiana 
AdmiDiatratioa  ol  tbe  Aot,  981 
AdinUnon  to  Bait,  601,  800 
Gharssa  of  Oon»pirae7,  SB,  ST 
Jadg«'  Kotei,  1113 
Judgment   in  Ihe   KLIleagh   Cat»— Short* 

hand  Wrltar'*  Notu.taSl,  1383,  1383 
Proecedinn  igainit  Cornaliu*  Curtain  and 
otbera—The  Dublin  Conrt  of  Eiohequir, 
1731,  1732 
Iraland— Law  and  Juatioe — Queitioni 

Admiaiitration  of    Jndiolal   Oatba,   1131, 

113S 
Alleged  Iniuranaa  Fraudi   at  Batfait,  1583 
Arrest!  at  Lou|hrsi,  798 
Conrietion  of  Mr.  JoLa  DiUoa,  M.P.— Tbe 
"Flan  of  Campaign,"  1728, 1T36,  173T 
Ireland— Mag  iitraoj —  Quettiuna 

Mr.  Cullen,  Difiaionat  H«{d«lr«t«,  Dnl- 

dalk,  138S 
Hr.  J.  ff.  Glainw,  Oaoltatown,  Co.  Tirona, 

971 
Reiident  Haglitratea— Complaint  Againat, 
1369.  ISTOi— AppoiDtmenii,  1179 
Ireland— Criminal  Law   and    Prooednre  Aot, 

18S7,  Rea.  1196,  1300,  1303,  1301,  1338 
Land   [a*  (Ireland)  Aot  (1887)  Amendmeol, 

Lords'  Amendli.  Conaid.  939,  910,  911 
Sopreme   Court  of  Judioature  (Irehudj  Aol 
{1877}  Amendment,  3R.  223 

Uaobsbahobhb,  Lord  (Ohairman  of  tbe 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works) 
Street  Improrementa  (Metropolia),  333 

Makins,  Colonel  "W.  T.,  Etttx,  8.  W. 
United  Tele^one  Compan;,  3R.  88 

Ualoolu,  Oolonel  T.  W.,  ArgyU»hir$ 
Law  and    Jnitico    [Scotland) — Remoral    of 
Sheriff  Clerk  Depute    from   Tobermor;  to 
Oban,  088 

Mallook,  T&t.  B.,  Snon,  Torquay 
Local    GarernmeDt    (England    and    Walea), 
Comm.  tl.  10,  ITSl 

MalUh—IU  Ntw  GmttituiiM 

MoTed,"Tbat  anhnmbleAddreaabe  prewnted 
to  Her  Mijeatf  for  Ratam  of  the  amoant  of 
tbe  annual  conlributioa  from  the  revenne  of 
Malta   for   nilitar;   pnrpowa,    and  of  the 


MaUa-'The  tfta  (AnitituiM—eoBt. 

amonnt  remitted  direotl;  or  indlreotlj  in 
drawbaeka  to  the  militarj  antborillas,  with 
the  Tiew  of  aaoertaining  Iho  poaribilltf  of 
applying  tbeaa  lama  lowarda  delrafing  ihe 
eipeniei  of  the  Miliiia"  ( Th»  Karl  Dt  La 
Warr)  Jum  S3,  988  ;  after  abort  dsbate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Uaxjobibakes,  Bigtt  Hon.  £.,  Btneid' 

Cburoh  of  Scotland,  Rea.  1101 
Norlti  Sea  Fiabetiae,  Oomn.  320 

Marriage  Zaw — I%e  Fertign  Marriage 
Aet 
Qoeetlot,  Obaerrationa,  Lord  I^mlngton : 
Replf,  The  Prime  HinUter  and  Seeretarj 
of  Sute  for  Foreign  Afiaira  (The  Harqnen 
of  SalUbi]rT)/uiwa8, 1103 

XanlBge  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill 

(Mr.  Hiuagi,  Mr.  Sroadkvrit,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Ckarlet  Caouron,  Mr.  Jeiu  Cetlinji,  Mr. 
Serhert  Oardrur,  Mr.  Sohtrt  Held,  Jfr.  T.  W. 

JttUlfll) 

«.  Order  for  Coounitlae  read;  Morad,  "Thftt 
Hr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbe  Chair" 
Jmu  13,  75 
MoTed,  "That  it  be  an  TnatroettoQ  to  tbe 
Committee  that  tbe;  bare  power  to  extend 
tbe  aeope  of  the  Bill  ao  as  to  inelode 
marriagei  between  a  woman  and  her  de- 
oeaaed  husband's  brother "  (Mr.  fVidler 
MLaren)  ;  Debate  adjonrned         [Bill  3] 

Marbiott,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  Qeneral),  Brighton 
Armf  Ealimatea— WarllltB  and  other  Storea, 


Mabiju,  Mr.  E.  M.,  mOenng,  JV. 

Ireland — Poor    Law  —  Kllkennr    Dlspeniarj 
Dlitriot,  1517 

Matthx-ws,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Seoretarj 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  E. 
Clerks  of  tbe  Peaee,  Comm.  el.  1,  337 
Coil   Mines — ^Colliei?  Aoeident    at    Udtton, 
Lanarkshire,  106 
Eiploslons — KTidenoe  before  tbe  Coroners' 
Joriea— The  St.  Uelen's  Eiploaion,  110 
Coal  Mine*  RegnUlioa   Aot,  1887— Special 
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Criminal    Law  (England  and  Wale*) — ^ea- 

Release  of  Albert  Traria,    ConTioled    of 

Harder,  103,  101 
Stabbing  Case  at  lirSTpool— Case  of  John 

Dnggan,  B7i 
Untried  Priaonera  and  HandenlTs,  983 
Faotor;  and  Workabops  Aet — VaoaHie*  in  the 
Staff  of  laapeetote,  13S 

[OMt. 


1133 
CoarUof  Summirr  Jarl^diotion — Priionftrt 

■wailing  Trikl,  1SS7 
Midland   Snmrasr  Auiisi— A7laibar7  and 
LeicBiter,  19S7 
Itiw  mnd  Poliae  (England  and  Walei]  [Mstro- 

polli)— ArreK  of  JobnMsra,  117,  118,  318, 

iSi 
Local    GoTBrnmint    (England     and    Val«i), 

Comm.  «!.  3,  S8i,  SSe  ;  el.  8,  tTO,  177,  ITS 
Lnnaoy  AcU— Coin*;  Hatoh  Aijlum — TraaC- 

ment  of  Lnnatici,  1277 
Hetropolit — Public   Meeting! — Oollectioni  of 

Hon«r  in  tb«  Parki  and  Open  Spaoes,  438, 

t3B ;— n<Mpilal  Sunda/  Fond,  3J>0,  361  ,■— 

Sonlhwark  Park,  111 
HetropoIiUn  Board  of  Work*— Eipenditaro, 

9B 
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modation  for  Prisosen  awaiting  Trial,  fiSS 
Ulnei — Cartifloalea  of  Under  Manager*,  llS 
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Eligibility  of  Olerki  of  tba  Peaoe  or  Connlj 

Treaioren,  1ST9 
Pritoni  Ast,  ISBfi— EmplojiniBDtor  tha  Tnad- 

mill  in  Priaona,  Ili3 
Raformatorj  Soboola  Aat(lB66)  Amandmsnt, 

Comm.  of.  3,  67 
Eojal  CommiMiDO  on  Edusation — Tba  Report 

— Premalare  Diuloiare,  1S7I,  1S72 
Rngbf  Habitation  or  tbe  PrimnM  Leagoa — 

Objeotiooibla  Sport*,  TM 

Tbamet  Embankmant— Snbwn;  from  Palaae 

Yard,  ill 
Taoolnalion  Aati— ConvietioDi  at  Batb,  B73 
Viotoria    Park   Hoapilal   for   Coiuamptloii — 

Allaged  Illegal  DiMeotion,  793 


Haxwbll,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasnry),  Wigttm 
OiTll  Serrant*— Eiamlnationa  for  Pint  CUu 

Ciril  Sarriee  Clerkabipi,  790 
Cnitoma    Iloaio  —  Statlitloal    Dapartmcnt— 

Special  Pa;  of  Writan,  315 
n.R.H.  tbe  OommaDder-in- Chief— Tbe  Patent, 

989 
W»*  OfGoe — Arm;  Aocoutramenta— 3rd  Bed- 
ford  (hire  Regimant — Valiiea,  STO 
Folkeatone  Jubilee  lloiipital— Sale  of  Land 
in  tbe  Ba;le,  681 

MsATB,  Earl  of 

Open  Spaces  (Met ropolia) — Iaw  Conrti  Sit«; 

Waatminater   Abbe;  (Parliament    Bqnara) ; 

Britiab  Unaeum,  77,  80,  B2 
Street  ImpioTamonti    (Matropolia),    S33 ; — 

Fropoud  New   Street  from    Pall   Mall   to 

Tralalgar  Square  through  Spring  Gardeoa, 


QAUtion,  Mr.  0.  T.  Morgui ;  Anawer,  Tba 
Preaident  of  tbe  Board  of  TTade(Sir  MiohMl 
Hicki-Beaoh]  Jitnt  11,  106 

Mtrefuutt  Shipping 

Boipilai*  ef  Pautngtr-Carrying  Sltaaurt, 
Qneationi,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Anawari ,  Tbe  Pre- 
■ident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Bir  Miobael 
Hicke-Beaob)  Jvn»  IS,  43S  ;  Jtttu  19,  676 

Lot*  of  Life  at  Sea—Examinationt/or  Boat- 
tuiaint,  ^t.  —  Ligittalion,  Question,  Sir 
William  Pearoe  ;  Anawar,  The  Preaident 
of  tba  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miobao!  Hicka- 
Baaab)  JuN«  15,216 

Kerchant  SMppiiiK  (Life  Bavlnff  Appli- 
ances) Bill  [HI"]  {Sir  Miekad  Eiekt-Beaek) 

e.  2R.  deferred  Junt  IB,  562 

9R.  daferrw],  after  abort  debate  JuM  33,  1671 

U ETBOFOLia         (  Quettioni) 

faroehial  E*p«<iditart~8l.  Margant  and  St. 
Jehn,  Weilmituttr,  ^eltion,  Mr.  Bartlej; 
Anawer,  Tha  Preaident  of  the  LooaL  Go- 
Ternment  Board  (Ur.  Ritobie)  June  3S, 
lUl 

Poliet  CQ}irii-~Ae4ommeAiii<m  for  PrUontrt 
aimnd'nf  IViaJ,  Queitioa,  Mr.  T.  Fieldeo: 
Anawer,  The  Secretarj  of  State  for  the 
HomeDepartmant(Mr.  Ma(lhewa) /xm  10, 
SBS 

Street  Imprtnemtntt,  Qaeatioo,  ObaerTationt, 
The  Eart  of  Meatb  ;  Eleplr,  Tha  Chairman 
of  tha  MetropoliUn  Board  of  Worka  (Lord 
Magberamoma)  June  IS,  333 
Prcpoied  N»a  Stnet  from  Pall  Mall  to 
Trafalgar  Smtlri  thnmgh  Spring  Oardeni, 
tiaMtloB,  ObaerTaCiona,  Lord  Tharlow  ; 
Replf,  Lord  Hanniker  Juiu  31,  783 

Open  Spatei 
Laa  Caurtt  Siu  i    Wutminiter  Ahhty  {Par- 

liamtnt    Sjaara);     T^a   Britith   Jtuteum, 

Qnaitiona,  ObierTationa,  Tbe  Earl  of  Heath ; 

Raplf,  Lord  Uannikar  ;  abort  debate  thereon 

JuM  11,  77 
PrirarDte  Bill,  Qneationi,  Mr.  Lawaon ;  An. 

awari.  The   FiraC  OommliaioDer  of  Work* 

(Mr.  Plnnket)  June  31,801 
AveituH  fer   SeaU   in  Parliamenl   Sguare, 

Qaeition,   Tba    Earl  of  Maatb ;    Anawer, 

LordHenniker/unt  31,783 

The  Parki 

Qoeitiona,  Mr.  Cunningham  a  Graham,  Mr. 
Brullaugb  ;  Aniweri,  The  SeoratarT  of  SUte 
for  the  Horn*  Department  (Mr.  Matthewa) 
Jvnt  IB,  137  ;  Queilian,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ; 
Aniwar,  The  First  ConimiaaioneT  of  Worka 
(Mr.  Flunket)  June  18,  139  ■.—Soiilhmirk 
Park,  Qnealios,  Mr.  CoDnlnghama  Graham  ; 
Anawer,  The  Secratarj  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Dapartmeiit(Mr.Mattbewi]  JuRsll,  111;—' 
HeepiUd  SuMiay  Fttnd—Colteetiona  in  tht 
Parks  and  Optn  Spaeti,  Quaslioaa,  Mr. 
Bradlangh,  Mr.  Lawaon,  Mr,  J.  Kowlanda, 
Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham  ;  Answera,  Tbe 
Seoretarjr  of  State  for  the  Ilome  Depart- 


,,  Google 


(INDEX) 


MitiOFom— n<  Parh$ — eotd. 

Orttnwich  Fark~-  The  Bangtr'M  L-ige,  CtD«»- 

tioo,  lit.  Brsdlkugh  i   Aniwer,  Xbe   Fint 

Commuuonir    of    Worlu    (Mr.    Plankct) 

Jtmt  21,  80a 
Bydt  Park— Bathing  in  Uie  Strptntint,  Qam< 

tiOD,  Hr.    Bium&nn:    Aniwer,    Tbe    Fint 

Commlufonar  Jvtte  IS,  141 
Regent't  Pari,   Qusstion,  Ur.    tforrii ;    Ao- 

iwer,  Tbs  Pint  Commiaiioaer  Jutu  16,  311 
Siekmend   Part  —  Tkt    Propattd    Koftiaiwr 

Camp,     Queitiani,     Hr.     Kimbar,     Major 

Ruth  ;  Anlvsn,  The  Fint  CammiiaioDvr, 

Tbe  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treuatj  ( Mr.  V.  H. 

Smitb)Jiine38,  ISIS 
[See  AaHT — Natioital  RtfU  AtmxiaUoHl 
VUloria  PaTk—Refiethment  Sland,  Qneetioo, 

Hr.  BndUagh;  Aniwar,  The   Fint  Com- 
'    '     ir  June  3S,  1138 


HetropoliB    (Wbitechapel    and    Lime- 

boue)  ProTisional  Order  Bill 

( Barl  Sroumlow) 

t.  RajH  Amni  JuM  23  {51  i  S3  Viet.  o.  iiiu.] 

Metropolitan  Aiylumi  Board— Small-Pox 
Soipttal  at  Darmth 
QnedlOD,  Mr.  Piokangill ;  Aniwer,  The  Preu- 
dent  of  tbe  Loonl  GovimaMnt  Boird  (Ur. 
Ritchie) /wt*  18,  431 

Metropolilaa  Board  of  Worit 

The  BlaekvK^l  Tumel,  Q^eatiaD,  Mr.  Sjdnej 

Buxton ;     Aaawer,    Mr.    Tctlon    Egarton 

JuM  IS,  313 
Tht  /£itpsiidilur«,Q,iiatliaa,  Hr.  Kenjoa;  An- 

■wer,  Tha  Saoretarj  of  Stats  for  the  Home 

Department  (Mr.  Mattbewe)  /una  14,  94 
Tht  ItU  of  Dogt—Rain  Floodi,  QuaetioD ,  Ur. 

SjdDaj  Buxlon  ;  Aniwsr,  Mr.  Tatton  Kgvt- 

tOD  JuM  39, 1T19 
TVon^rST  o/  Pmeeri,  Quaation,  Mr.  Howell ; 

An««er,   The  Fint   Lord  of  tha  TreMorf 

(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith]  JuM  26, 1111 

Metropolitan  Commons  (CluBlelmret  and 

St  Paal'i  Craj]  Provisional  Order 

Bill  i.B.  SraaHleui) 

I,  Committee  ■ ;  Report  June  11        (No.  193) 

Read  3*  *  Juiu  15 

Rojftl  AtMDt  June  28     [61  A  B3  Viel.v.  I.] 

Metropolitan   Commons   CFarnboroagh) 
PrDTieional  Order  Bill 

( Earl  HreiBnlew) 
I,  RojikX  Ausnt  /iiM  2S  [SI  A  53  Viet.  a.  lui.] 

Hetropolitan  Police   Prorisional  Order 

Bill  (fi.  BraicHlotii) 

I.  Read  3'  ■  Jane  16  (No.  131] 

Gommitta**;  lUport  June  IS 

R«ad  3"  •  Juttt  1» 

Roral  Atwnt  June  33  [SI  A  S3  ri«t.  o.  I>i.] 

Mn-VAor,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 

Look!    Goreramant    (Roglkod    and    Walei}, 
Comm.cl.  3,  165,  W 


HntTO,  Earl  of 

Charah  Patronaga  (SeotUad)  Aet,  18T4.  Mo- 
tion for  a  Seleot  Committee,  Sia,  951),  9S5 

Motwy,  Mr.  B.  C,  E'ing't  Co.,  Birr 
Armj  Eatimatei  — Warlike  and  other  Storaa, 


MoNTAOU,  Mr.  B.,  Tamer  Samlets,  White- 
ohapel 
Contagiom  Diaeuei  (Animate]  Acta — Impor- 
UtioQ  of  Dutuh  C»tU«  aod  Sheap,  1719 

MoRQAK,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  Osborne,  i>«ii- 

highthire,  B. 
Afrienllnral  Tanantrj   (ffalei),    Rai.   ISIB, 

1814 
Colouikl  OoTtmment  Sooorltiet,  Ret.  088! 
LilMl  Law  Amendmant,Comin.e{.0, 13  ;  el.  7, 

36 :   el.  8.  43 ;   Anendt.  44,  48  ;   Conaid. 

add.  el.  718,  748 
Iiooal    Gorernment    (Enfland    and    ffalaa] , 

Comm.  A.  8,  1579 
Walea— Gold   Uinei — Spa«a1&tiTe    Leaaat  or 

Lioaneai— Right!  of  tbe  Crown,  1143 

MoBQAiT,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Batteriea 

Marahandiia    Marka    Aot,    18S7-Saetioa   3, 

Sub-KOtion  3,  lOS 
Palace  of  ffeatmlnttar — Hooie  of  Commooa— 

Police  Attandanoa,  IISB 
United  Statei — Shippiai  Charyei— OmUm- 

tion  Fee,  UB 


Hatropolia  (Stleat  ImproTamanta)  — ProjMaed 
Ne*  Street  from  Pall  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Sqnire  tbroogb  Spring  Qardaa),  T8> 

MoBLXT,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Ntweaitlo-i^oit- 
Tyne 
Irelnnd— Criminal  Law  and   Praoedare   Aet, 
1837— (toeitiona 
«St 

Adminiatrstion  of  tbe  Aet,  1068,  1050 
Charge!  of  Conaplrse;,  06 
Imprinnment  of  Mr.  Dillon,  H.P.  838 
JniWentin  the  KilleafhCaM— Shorthand 

Writw'i  Notei,  ISS3 
Penoni  Prooeeded  Agalnit,  4o.  1734 
Frooeedinga  agalnat  Coraeliua  Oartain  and 
othera— The  Dublin  Coart  of  Eioheqaer, 
1730,  1731,  1733, 1733 
Releaae  of  Killeagh  Priionen,  780 
Ireland— Grim  In  al   Law  and   Prooednre  Aet, 

I88T,  Rea.  1118,1140,1171,1181.  1301 
Loeal    Oofarnment    (England    and    Walea], 
Comm.  e2.  3,   1S8  :  ol.  8,  4ao,  401  ;  eJ.  T. 
593  :   Amendt.  613  ;  el.  8,  Hotiea  fbr  («• 
porting  Progreti,  857,  SE8 
Parliament— Buaineu  of  tbe  Uoua,  1573 

Mortmain — letue  of  Lieeneet 

<taeation,  Mr.  Warminglen ;  Anawel-.  The 
Attornajr  General  (Sir  Riehard  Wahiter] 
June  18,  4S0 


NAT  {SESSION    ISSS}  NAT 


NOB 


If  OUNT  -  Edoouiibx,     Eflrl    of    ( Lord 
Steward  of  the  Honseliold) 
Oil  Imparkl  Ilighiiefli  tbe  tftte  German  Em- 
peror— HrrHajnty'i  katwtr  lo  lb*  Addmi 
of  CoDdolenoe,  I1D3 

UowBRAT,  Btgrht  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Uhiviritty 
SetMlioD  (Standing  Com mittiei)  (Spsoial  Ea- 

port),  S8>,  sat 

HuirsBLu,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Shsffitli, 
Br^httida 
Local  GorerDment  (BagUnd  aod  Wala*), 
Comm.  »L  8,  es9,  lOlS  ;  Amaadt.  1037, 
1038, 1D30 
Rojal  Comninion  on  EdDsation — The  Etaport 
— Pramatora  Diioloaure,  1571,  1ST3 

MuBPHT,  Mr.  W.  Vi.,DuhUn,  St.  Patriet'i 
Didma  for    Rant    {DbUId],    Comin.    el.    0, 

Anandt.  T79 
Irelaod  —  Baokraplcj    Aat — J.   R.  On;   and 
Thomai  Horonaj,  319 
Orlminal  Uv  and  FnMwdara  Aot,  1B8T— 
Saotion  1— State  of  Dnblia  Oonnt;,  114, 
its 


Naiiss  07  Maodau,,  Lord 

Malta—Tha  New  Conititation,  Halioa  for  an 
Addraai,  9li9 

Natioiuil  Debt  (Supplemental]  Bill 

(Ifr.  CkwttUur  of  tht  £K«JUfwr,  Itr.  W.  S. 

mUh,  Mr.  JacUm) 
e.  Ai  amaaded,  oonaidered  Junt  14,  ISA 

[Bill  aei] 

Read  3°,  afUr  ibort  debate  Junt  ID,  208 
t.  Rrad  !••  {M.  Salitlniry)Jmu  IS   (No.  IBS) 
Read  3*  ■  June  IS 
Comnittaa*;  Report  Jbiw  19 
ReadS>>/i»M3l 
Rer>l  Anent  J«tte  >8   [f  1 A  53  Fic(.  e.  IS] 

Jfational  Sifmea  [_litittitntration,  ^ii.j 
c.  CODildercd  in  Gommiltee  Junt  14, 138 

Hoted,  "  That  it  ii  eipediaDt  to  ■athtmH  the 
p&jrment.  Out  of  moneji  lo  be  prorldad  by 
ratliament,  of  remuneration  to  Railwa; 
CompaDJea  for  reoeiving  and  fortrardini 
traffic  under  tbe  aotboritj  of  a  Secretary 
or  Stmte  or  tbe  Admiraltj,  and  of  oompan- 
•ation  to  any  penon  suffering  loia  Trom  any- 
thing done  under  ineh  autboritf,  In  pnr> 
'  '  :t  of  the  prxent  Seuion  to 


Naval  and  Militars  Sapartmanta — Cowi- 
poiitiim  of  tha  Roj/ai  Commiaaien 
Oaettlon,   Lord   Charla*  Beraifbrd ;  Aoiwar, 
Tbe  Firit  Lord  of  tbe  Treaaary  (Mr.  W.  H. 
8miIb}/«N«lS,  4M 


Navy  (QuatUont) 

CkmntlFliat.  Tha—Btl/aat  Lcmgk—AaehBr- 
am  in  Bangtr  Ikty,  Queation,  Captain 
it'Calmont ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  ForwoodJ  Jma  38,  1543 

£f(r  Majttlt/'t  Birthday  <a\d  Caromtion  Day 
at  iht  Jhekyardi,  Qusation,  Mr.  Cony  bear*  j 
Anawir,  Tbe  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  J»ne  35,  1138 

H.M.iS.  "Alia,"  &an«n  ef—Payvitnt  Of 
Vfagai,  QDeition,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Anawer, 
The  Ftrat  Lord  Jvh*  3S,  1144 

H.M.S.  "BflleiiU"  Qneition,  Sir  Tbonaa 
Eamonde ;  Anawer,  The  FIrat  Lord  Jwna  IB, 
435 

PAolographie  Charting  a/  I&«  Htatatt,  Qjiee- 
tion,  Mr.  Croaalay  ;  Aniirer,  The  Firal  Lord 
JvMa  31,  830 

ToTpedo  Ntt  Dtfenca  CommiUta — EMpaii- 
mtaU,  Qneitiona,  Admiral  Field,  Mr.  FlotOD, 
Mr.  Brunner;  Anawera,  The  Flnt  Lwd 
June  SI,  818 

TrR   DOOKTIBDI 

Devonptrl  Doeigard  —  Pay  «/  LaimirM*, 
QneitioD,  Ur,  Conybeare  i  Anawer,  Tho 
FlrttLord/Hiw3S,  II39 

NsLsox,  Earl 

Open  Spaoea  (Hetropoti*]— T^w  Ooorta  Site  t 
Weitmleitar  Abbey  (PirlUmant  Uqaara) ; 
Britiih  Muianm,  80 

N01.AV,  Ooloael  J.  P.,  Galwaf,  If. 

Army    Ettlualei— Ordnanoe    Faatoriea,  90T, 

ei8 

Warlike  and  other  Storei,  8SS,  890, 89S 
I  reland — Qaaationi 

Inland  Natigalion  and  Drnlaage— Longh 
Corrib,   1115;— The    Shannon,    HIT, 
1118 
Poor    l^n — ladabtedneH  to   Contraatort 

for  Food,  43S,  434 
Fnblla  Worki,  1844,  1845 
Parliament — Unite  and  Order*  of  tbii  Qanae 
— Difisioni,  8  35 


N<n.Air,  Ur.  J.,  ZoutA,  ilT. 

Ireland— Riota,  Ae.— [KitDrbanoe  at  Dandalk, 
Railway  Station,  1551, 1565 

NoB&iB,  Mr.  E.  8.,  Totoar  Bamktt,  Zivw 
houta 
Loeal    Gorernment    (England    and     Walea), 

Comm.  at.  6,  533 
Oatha,  Comm.  at.  1,  78 ;  Amandt.  14, 779 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park,  341 

ITorth  Amtritan  Fithtrita — 8hiI  FuMiiff 
in  Bthring  Baa 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Goarley ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seoreury  of  Slate  for  Foreign  Affalra  (Sir 
James  Fergnsson)  Jim4  18,  431 

KOKTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 
Imperial  Oefenee— Organlntlon  of  oar  Naval 
and    HillUry    Syatam— Poeelbilll;    of   Ili> 
Tasion,  1S99,  ITOl 


9R3 


jglc 


{Sir   Miehaa    Biek-BMch,    Bar«it   Hutry   f 

Wonm) 
t.  Commlltee ;  Rtport ;  read  3*  Jtiiu  IS,  320 
[Bill  3T8] 
/.  Read  l**{fi.  Onflow) /uiu  16     (Ho.  tS8J 
Raad3*/un«3l,  1B3 
Committee';  Report /an*  33 

NoBTOM,  Lord 

noDW  of  Lorda  (Lifa  P»«n),  IR.  lOS 
Keformatorj  and  Indaitrlal  Sghoole,  IK.  Wt^, 

.       1678 

Norton,  Mr.  E.,  Kant,  TunbrUg* 

LooaI    QoTernment    (England     aad    WaUi), 

Comoi.  el.  1,  seu 
National    Rifle   AsMoiati  on— Removal  of  the 

Volupteer  Camp  from  WimbUdan,  ISO 

OathB  sm 

(Mr.  Bradlavgh,  Sir  John  Sii»M,  31r.  KfUy.Mr. 

CtfKrtjwy  Jinny,  Ur.   Burl.   Mr.   Coliridgt, 

Mr.  IlUngavrtk,  Mr.  Richard,  Catoiul  Egrt, 

Mr.  JiM  CdUingi) 
c.  CommiMefr-BP.  Junt  13,  79  [Bill  7] 

Committee— B.F.  June  30,  778 

Comniittee— K.F.  June  ST,  1S07 

O'Baimr,  Mr.  P.  J.,  f^ptraiy,  JK 

IreUnd— UwapdJuitiM— CaieofMr.  Hogan, 
St  SoiTba  Petty  Sei»ione,TiM>«»rj,  t47 

O'Bbiek,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,  N.E. 

Inland  —  Poit     Oflloo— Female     Telegraph 

LearnoM,  Dublin— Ewmin.llon,  1370 

RioH,  *o.— Affraj  St  MilohelMoiirn— Com- 

penution  to  a  Palioeman,  1370, 1371  ;— 

Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.— Di»turbanoo  at  Dun- 

dalk,  1140,  1141,1143 

Ireland— Cnminil   Law   and  ProMdnre  Aot, 

1887,  Rei.  1 177,  1 178  ;  Motion  for  Adjonni- 

ment,  1348, 1381,  1380,  1384,  1880 

Occupiers'  Siaqnalificatioi)  KemoTal  Bill 

(Mr.   Whitmon,   Mr.  Joffreyi,  Mr.  Hoxitr.  Mr. 

Mowbray) 
e.  Road  S- •  Jun.  3T  [BiU  110] 

O'OoHRoa,  Mr.  A.,  Dmtgtl,  E. 

Board   of  Caitoioi— Seoretary  and    Sorreyor 

General,  ISSO 
Cheleea  Iloepiul— Georga  Williami — Arrean 

of  Good  Conduot  Pay.  431.  833,  113ft 
ConaoUdaled  Fond  (No.  3),  3R.  1433 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Athj    Board   of  Qaar- 

diane,  1116 
Nary  Eelimatoi— Vlotuftlling  and  Clothing  for 

the  Navj,  S38,  931 
Parllaoient— PabliD  Bniineu— Bun,  Barrow, 

and  Shannon  Drunago,  468 

0'Ooiaroa,Mr.T.P.,ii'('»rp(ioI,  Seotlani 
Criminal   Law  and   Prooadar*  (IroUad)  Aot 

1887.  1318.  1870 
War  Offlos— RooioTal  «r  the  Ajnhiro  ArUllsry 
to  PI;nooth,  813 


O'HiA,  Mr.  P.,  Doiugitl,  W. 

Criminal  Law— Reloaaa  of  Albert  Trmfil,  On 

Tiotad  of  Murder,  104 
Criminia    Law  and  Prooedeiw  Ilretand)  M, 

1887— AdmiaiioQ  to  Bui,  801 

Omslow,    Earl    of   {Sooretaij  to  tiie 
Board  of  Trade) 
North  Sea  Pieheriaa,  3R.  IBS 
Parliament — Bvidonee    before    Selaot  C«. 
mitteet,  1380 

Ojgter  and  Knssel  Fiiherin  (Teat  Lock 
Tarbert)  Order  ConfLnnatin  KU 
[h.i_]  \.Tkt  Lard  Ker,  M.  LitU-m} 

I.  Boad  3*  ■  Jtuw  38  (N«.t4f) 

Paeijie,    TFnttrn,    J^»— JSBp«6»"  if^ 
Rev.  John  Jotutfrom  MaM 
(iueitioni,  Mr.  Johallon  j  Aniwer,  Tba  UdJt 
SeereUrr  of  State  for  Foraipi  AOun  [Sir 
Jam«a  Forgnnon}  Jtau  18, 441 

Faqxt,  Sit  E.  H.,  aomtrut,  WtUi 
Looal    GotentmeDt    (England    and   ViH 
Comm.  cl.  7, 830 ;  eJ.  S,  OSS ;  «!. !»,  l*Ili 
1736 

pALiim,  Sir  0.  M.,  Dtirham,  JmrM 
Army  (Aoiiliary  Foroei)-Engtii«*  ^AaMM 

Corps,  806 
Edooation  Departmant  (Englaad  and  WaW- 
Wilhholding  Qraau  from  volnntaiT  S«M«i 


Patliamtnt 

LOKDS- 
PHm>U  and  ProvUitnal  Order  C"^^^^ 
Orfored,  Thai  Standing  Ordeci  N«.  W  "■ 
83  be  nipeaded  tor  the  ramalnder  •(  i" 

Beuion  Juiu  16  . 

Evident*  hifme  SeUet  Commia*-.  0»Frfr 
Lord  Olinlon,  The  Earl  of  K'B*"*. 
Reply,  The  Lord  Preaident  of  »«  ""^ 
{VUoonnl  Cimnbrook)  Jvm  3«.  1»*" 

ParUamtnt  ~  EUcUoru  (A(«"^jf 
Pm-i  a»d  Pr»Ua**  »  Pvi***"^ 
Jiketient)  «.  ia(o( 

Saleot  CommittM  nominated  rt«  "  ■ 
the  Committee,  ITU 

Parliammi—aiandins  Ordirmftkiaif 

Select  Committee  nominated  J»»»  1»  • 
the  Committee,  673  [^  pntj 

ObierTalioui,  Lord  S«»ob«ll. Jh"  !;«'  ' 
Seal  (Earl  Cadogan),  The  E»rUf  Setter 


COMMONS- 
CoBimitlM  0/  StUetiiM  iSlaH^ 
[Si^eial  BepBrlM)~JM*  ».  '*' 


:y  Google 


DIVISIONS 

Qneition,  CotaDel  NoUn ;  Aniwer,  Tfa«  tint 
Lord  of  the  Treiiai7  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
JuM  31,  S2S  ;  QaeilioD,  Dr.  Farquluinoii ; 
ADiwBr,  The  Firit  Lord  of  ths  TrsMorj 
(Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jom  29,  ITSS 


HoTtd,  "TW  thliHoDM  ilo  dd*  ulJDiirn" 
[MrJacktim)  Juma  26, 13S3  ;  4at*ttan  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  prooeedingi  on  the  Motion 
relitLDgto  "The  Crimiaal  Ia«  and  Prv- 
eedura  (Ireland]  Aet,  I88T,"  i'  ondar  dli- 
ouuioD  at  Twslie  o'clock  Ihii  night,  be  not 
interrupted  nnder  tfas  Stan  dins  Order 
"  SitUogt  ofthe  Iloata  "  (Jfr.  W.  B.  Smitit) 
Jnn» as 

HoTsd,  "  That  this  Honia  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Jaekton)  June  3B,  IST3 ;  Qaeation  put, 
and  agreed  to 


QoeitiODe,  Mr.  Oiborne  Morgan,  Sir  William 
Haroonrt,  Ur.  Bndlaugh ;  Anawere,  The 
Fint  Lord  of  the  Treaaarj  (Mr.  VT.  U. 
Smith}  June  U,  133  ;  Obesmtion,  The 
Firat  Lord  of  the  Tre-iaar;  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith):  QneitioBi,  Mr.  Brodlaugh,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  SUnafeld ;  Anavera,  Mr.  W. 
U.  Smilh  Junt  19, 831  ;  fjtaeation.  Dr.  Far- 
qnhareoD  :  Anewor,  The  Seereiarf  of  Slate 
for  War  (Ur.  E.  Stanhope)  Jmte  IS,  ISJ  ; 
Notioe,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treaiur;  ( Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  ;  Q,ue>tion,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
■tone  ;  Aniwer,  Ur.  W.  H.  Smith  June  2S, 
1111;  <iaeetiOD*,  Mr.  Uovorth,  Mr.  Brad- 
laagh ;  Anewen,  Tha  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treaanr?  (Ur.  W.  IL  Smith)  Jtme  3S,  13S0  ; 
QuMtiOM,  Mr.  John  Morlej,  Mr.  Lnbon- 
ohere,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellia ;  Anivera,  The  Chief 
Sesr«tarj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.J.  Balfour), 
Tha  Fint  Lord  of  tha  Tieainrr  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  Jane  28,  ISTl  ;  ObaeDatioaa,  The 
Fint  Lord  of  the  Treaanrf  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith]  June  39,  i11i\— Small  Boldingt 
£iU,  Qneetion,  Mr.  J.  Cbambarlaio ;  An- 
awar.  The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Trealar;  (Mr. 
W.  II.  Smith)  June  18,  1S3  -.—  The  Ba»m, 
Barrmu,  and  Shannon  Drainage  BiU*,  (toee- 
tlOD,  Mr.  Arthar  O'Connor;  Anawer,  The 
Chief  Saorelar;  for  IralandlMr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
foar)  June  18,  4SS 

Notiet*  0/ Motion  and  Otdeu  of  At  Day 
Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  reaaming  the 
A^joDrned  Deb«ta  on  the  Motion  relating  lo 
"  The  Criminal  Law  and  Proeedare  (Ire- 
Und)  Aet,  IS8T,"  bare  preeedeooe  tble  Anj 
«{  the  Notloea  of  Motion  and  other  Ordara 
of  the  Da;  "  ( Ur.  W.  S,  SntUh)  June  26 


The^   IMatet    of 


Some — LengU 


Poliee  AUendantt,  aneation,  Mr.  O.  V.  Hor. 
gan ;  Anawer,  The  Seoratar]!  of  Stata  for  the 
Home  Department  (Ur.  Matthewi)  Juan  26, 

Ilia 

The  Reading  Boom,  Qneationa,  Mr.  Henrj  n. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Addlaon  i  Anewera,  The  Fint 
Commiaaioner  of  Worka  (Ur.  Ptunket) 
June  11, 118 

Vaniilation  of  the  Laditi'  QalUry,  4ue«tlon, 
Mr.  Webeler  ;  Anawer,  Tha  Firat  Commia- 
aioner of  Worka  (Mr.  Plnnket)  June  36, 
1365 


PrivaU  Bill  Legielation— Evidence  hefora  the 
Joint  Oanunillee,  Queation,  Mr.  Hoiiar; 
Anawer,  The  Lord  Adiocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A. 
Maedonald)  June  19,  382 

Parluuxctt — House  of  Lokds 
SatFirtt 
June  IS — The  Lord  HathertDo,  after  the  death 

of  hie  bther 
JuM  33— The  Lord  Hawke,  after  tlia  death  ot 
hie  father 

FAitT.TAMnitT — HouBS  OF  OoifuoirB 
Ifaio  Writi  luued 

Juni  15— For  Kent  (Tale  ot  Thanet  Dirialon), 
V.  The  Right  han.  Edward  Robert 
King-Harman.deeaaied 

JuM  83— Far  Longford  (South  Longford  Di- 
tliioo),  V.  Lawrence  Connolly, 
eequlre,  Chiltaru  Hnndrede 

June  S3 — For  South  Sligo,  v.  Edward  Jceaph 
Kennodj,  eeqalre,  Chitlern  Uua- 
drwl* 

Nate  Mambtr  Sworn 
June  19 — John  Sinelair,  eaqnire,  Ayr  Dittriet 
o/Burghi 

Parliamentary  Sleeliotu 
County  ElectOTi  Act,  168S—Deelaratiene  far 
Parliamentary  Electori,  Queation,  Mr. 
Schwann  ;  Aniwer,  The  FreaidenC  of  tba 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Jane  10,  319  \ — Deelaraiioni  in  Jfuai'eipoi 
Boroughl,  ({.neation,  Mr.  Sehwann  ;  Anawer, 
Tha  Preaident  of  the  Local  GcTernmeot 
Beard  (Mr.  Sitehic)  June  S3,  1138 
Parly  AgmU—EUgibiHty  of  Clerkt  of  the 
Peace  or  County  Trtaiurerl,  Queetion,  Mr. 
P.  Stanhope;  Aewer,  The  Seonlary  of 
Stale  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat> 
thawa)  June  30,  I3T9 

Parliamsntarj  Fiauchise  (Sxtanaion  to 
Women]  BiU 

(Baron  DimtdaU,  Ur.  Woodall,  Sir  Beitrt  FinoUr, 
Sir  mUiiim  HouidiiOBrth,  Sir  Albtrt  Botlil, 
Ur.    TUiH^a,„rtk.  Mr.  Uaeluri.  Mr.  Stantfild. 
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tiif  Dex} 


ParliametUary    Under    Seeratary    to    tht 
Zord  Litultnant  of  Ireland  BiU 
QnotloD,   Mr.    tUadel:    Aniirtr,   The    First 
Lord  or  the  Treuar;  (Mr.  VT.  H.  Smith) 
Jmm3S,  lltS 

Partnership  Bill 

[Ctbmtl  sm.  Sir  Bemhard  Bamuthon,  Sir 
emrgi  BUiet,  Sir  CharUt  Palnur,  Mr. 
Whitltfi,  Sir  Alitrt  SoUif,  Mr.  Stalt-Bayiif) 

e.  Committe*— R.P.  Juiu  13,  TS         [Bill  SOS] 

Patentfl,  Hwagna,   and   Irade    Karks 

Bill  [H.L.] 

(TAt  Earl  of  Otulow) 
1,  PttMoUi  i  retd  l>*  Jutu  39        (No.  103} 

Patmtt  —  Speoijiealuma      of      Cohnial 
Fatentt 
l^aettien.  Sir  Bemliard  SuDuelnn  ;  Aniwer, 
Tb«  PrMident  ef  the  Board  ol  Trade  {Sir 
Michul  Hlelu-BeMh)  Jun*  IS,  423 

Pearoe,  Sir  "W.,  Lanark,  Qovm 

Lou  of  Life  ac  S«a — Eiaminatioai  for  Boat- 
■wuui,  Ao.  34T 

Peabk,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

IraUnd — ETiotioni  —  lUtura    of    C«r«Ukeni, 

lis,  lis 

FxiL,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  [»«  Sfkaxxk, 
The) 

P&rpetval  Pentiont 
(^UGilion,  Mr.  Bradlsagb;  Aniwer,  The  Pint 
Lord  of  the  TroMarj   (Mr.  W.  t).  Smith) 
June  28,  IBTO 

Perpetuity  LBasee  (Ireland}  Bill 

(Mr.   T.   W.  Ruuell,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr. 

W.  P.  SitKlair) 

e.  Ordorad ;  read  !•  ■  June  US  [BiU  SOT] 


— 7R#   Ptrmian    Bond- 


Pent    and    Chill 
kolderi 

^neition,  Mr,  Hunter ;  Aoaver,  The  Tladir 
Seeretar;  ofState  fbr  India  (Sir  John  Gor«t) 
June  IS,  353 

Pharmacy  Act  {Ireland),  1070,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [B.L.] 

(.TAeEarlofMiaiiwn) 


(No.  1 
(No,  1( 


188} 

Pharmaey  BiU — AccOenlal  Poisoning  at 
Lfwitkam 
Qaeation,  Dr.  Parqahanan ;  Antwer,  Tbe  Tio* 
Preiident  of  the  Coaooil  (Sir  William  Hart 
DjTuij  Jum  38,  \6U 


FiOKERBQiLL,  Mt.  E.  H.,  Btthnoi  ffreen, 
S.W. 
Looal    GoTimment     [England    and    Wain), 

Oomm.  el.  S,  Amaadt.  169,  471,  113,481; 

el.  8, 1037 
Metropolitan    Asjlamt     Board  —  Small- Poi 

UuapiUl  at  DarsDth,  481 
Tost  Office— OireuIatioQ   Department  (Inland 

Branch]— Sunday  Dutj— The  Sorter*,  I1S3 
Publle  Offioei— Tbe  Reoeirerand  Aoooootant 

Generar>  OSloB — Annual  Leara,  1376 
Victoria    Park    Hoapital   for   Coninmplion— 

Alleged  IlltgaL  Diiieolion,  793 

PioToir,  Mr.  J.  A.,  LexMttor 

Admiralty — Torpedo  Net  Defense  Committee, 

— Exparimenti,  S]9 
India— Mr.  J.  T.  Famandei,  Ci«il   BngiDeer, 

449 
Ireland — Criminal   Law  and  Prooedare   Aet, 
18ST  —  Impriionment    of   Hr.    DiUo*, 
H.P. 830 
Biota,  ^.— Diiturbanoe  at  Dnodalk  Bail- 
way  Station,  IBflO 
Looal    GovgrnmcDt    (England   and    Walae], 

Comm.  d.  3,  319  ;  el.  16,  1791 
National  De&noe  [Kemuneratioa,  Ao.],  Comm. 

136 
Refbrmator;  Sohooti  Act  (IBOS)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  3,  SS 
Roral  Commiulon  on  Edaoation— Tbe  Report 

— Prematura  Dieoloaure,  1073 
Sugar  Bonotlai — Ne^tiatitae,  SOB  ;— Proteo- 
tive  Sutiei  orForelgn  Ceanlriee,  IllB 

Pier  andHarhonr  ProTisional  Orders  Bill 

(J.  Oiufow) 
t.  Read  3>*  Jum  IS  <No.  13S) 

FiHKBBTOir,  Mr.  J.,  Oalioay 
Ireland— Poor   Law— Deialoationi    in  Bally- 
nena  Union,  808 

Platfaib,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
Zeedt,  S. 
Looal    QorerDment    (England    and    Walea), 
Comm.  el.  8,  839,  lOOS,  1008,  1013 ;  el.  16, 
1783, 1785 

Plowdeit,  SirW.  C,  Woherhampton,  W. 
Army  Eitimitea — Warlike  and  other  Store*, 

879,  893 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Gonild.  add.  et.  lit 

Plukkkt,   Bight   Hon.  D.  K.  (First 
Oommiasioiier  of  Works),   Jiuilin 
Vnwtriity 
Literature,  Soienoe,  and  Art— Royal  Normal 
Sohool  of  Science — Tb«  Phyiicat  Laboratory, 
1374 
Op«n  Spaoea  (MotropoUa) — Primroee  Hill,  SOI 
Parka  (Metropoiia)- Qnaition* 
Coileotiona  of  Honey,  133 
Green  wish  Park,  803 
Hfda  Park— BaUiing  to  the  Serpontlao, 

111 
Etefreehment  Stand  in  the  VfartorU  Park, 


1133 


:yGe)OgK?* 


:e  —  rropoiaa     voiuDCesr 
Cimp,  1546,  ISIT 
PmrIiam«DL — HoaMorCommoni — ThsRcadlDg 
Room,  118 
V«titiUtiDD  or  (ha  Uiliai'  Gallarj,  ISM 

PoOK  Law  (ENOLiMD  akd  Wams) 
( Qiuttiont) 

Meiway  Vnien  /Forthvate  —  Cait  ef  Thomai 
Ward,  Qaeition,  Hr.  Con;  beira ;  Antwer, 
The  Preiident  of  lbs  Looal  GorerDmeiit 
Board  (Hr.  RUohie)  3ma  14,  107 

PentiontTt  and  Army  Beiervt  Mtn,  Qaeatian, 
Mr.  Lcgh  ;  Amvsr,  Tbs  Pretideat  of  Ihn 
Local  GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritohie] 
Jim»  3S,  1183 

Paer  Law  Anundmetit  Aet~Pauptr  CAxtdren 
Oi  "  Salf-Timert  "  in  Fatloriet,  ^gitloo, 
Mr.  Lea*  ;  Anivir,  Ths  Praiideot  oF  the 
Local  GoToraniBiit  Board  (Mr.  Ritohia] 
June  31,  809 

fUmovait—J.  Waileri  and  T.  XeroMy,  Qoea- 
tlOQ),  Mr.  P.J.  Power  {  Anawera,  Ths  Cbief 
Sooratarr  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  BalfDOt) 
Jim*  14,  BO 

PoflT   OtFIGB   (EnOLAHD  AMD  WALEB) 

( Quntioni) 
Cireitlalion  Xltpartm^nt  {Inland  JBraneA)— 
SuitdafDuly  —  Th*SoTtert,tlantioo,  Mr. 
Piokftngill ;  Anawer,  The  PogtmaBter  Oeaa- 
ral  [Mr.  EUlkea)  Jane  36,  1133 
CMweyanee  ofMcdlt — North  of  Scotland,  Qaea- 
tion,  Mr.  FiQlar;  Anawer,  Tho  PaatauuMr 
Osnaral  Juat  13,  430 

Tin  Seoteh  Dag  Mailt  far  lA*  Continent, 
QaettiOD,  Mr.  Watt ;  Aoawer,  Tho  Poit- 
maater  General  June  35, 1136 
LetUnfrom  tht  Sqtiadron  in  Chilian  Watert, 
Queaiion,  Gammander  Bethell ;  Aaavsr,  Tba 
Poalmaaler  General  June  IS,  433 
Lttltrt  tf  Irish  Xenbert—AUefftd  Openimf, 
QaeatioDt,  Sir  Thomaa  Eamonde  ;  Anawer*, 
The  Poalmaater  Oaoeral  Junt  36,  ISSB 

S*Tiirs8  Bins  DarASmaxT 
QnaaliOD,  Mr.  Maodonald  Oameron ;  Anawer, 
The  Firat  Lord   of  the  Treaaurj  (Mr.  W. 
□.  Smith}  Jun*  23,  993 

OBHtBjiL  TsLieftAFa  Orrici 
Pai/mtnl  of  Salaritt,  (loaition,  Mr.  F*nirlok ; 
ADawar,  The  Poatmaater  Gonaral  Juno  14, 


PoTju,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wigan 

Loeal  Goveriimetit  (Gaglaod  and  Waloi), 
Oomm.  el.  2.  300 ;  ti.  7.  538,  SS3,  013  ; 
c^.8,637,  1011 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waitr/ord,  E. 

LoDsl    Goternment    (England   and    Valea}, 

Gomm.  el.  3,  480 
Poor  Law  Remofatt— J.  Waters  and  T.  Moro- 

mj,  90,  SI 

Powie,  Earl  of 

Ooronan,  Comia.  el.  I,  Ameodt.  9SB 


Salibbvrt,  Mot- 


r  Sahitatiott'— 


Fbiuk  MunsTiiK  («« 
qneaa  of) 


Primrou   Lgagvo  —  Sugl 
Obfoettonabl«  Sporli 
Queation,  Mr.  Cohb  ;  Anawer,  The  Secretarr 
of  StaU   for  the   Home  Department  (Ur, 
Ustthawi)  JuiM  3),  794 

Pritoni — Jltport  of  ike  Priton  I>epartmmt 

Queation,  Mr.  Quitter ;  Anawer,  The  Under 
Seoretarr  of  State  for  Iha  Elome  Department 
(Mr.  Stoart-WortlsT)  Jam  36,  1121 

PrUont  Act,    IB65— ^WtpfsytMnt  of  th» 
Troadmill  in  Pntoni 
Qaeitlon,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maodonald  ;  Anawer,  The 

Sooretar;  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Ur.  Matthswa]  /une  35,  1113 

Public  Healtli  (Scotland)  Ptoriilonftl 
Order  (Seouy  and  Stmipace  Watar) 
Bill  [L.  Sir,  M.  Lothian) 

I.  Read  3<*  /una  11  (No.  130} 

Committee  ■  Report  Jun*  13 
Read  3-  ■  Junt  18 
Rojal  Aaaent  June  38  [El  A  33  Vict,  t.  U.] 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Frorisioiial 
Order  (Eirkliaton,  Dalmenr,  and 
Sontb  dneenaferry  Water)  Bill  [u-i"] 

(  Tho  Lord  Str  [M.  Lothian'] ) 
I.  MoTad,  Thit  the  Seaaiooai  Order  of  the  6th 
of  Maroh  lut,  "  That  no  Bill  originating  In 
thi*  UODM  oonfirming  alij  PrOTiaional  Ordor 
or  FroTlaional  Cartifioata  ahall  be  read  a 
firat  lima  after  Fridaj  the  11th  daj  of  Mar 
next,"  be  diapenaed  with  in  reapeot  of  tho 
anid  Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  I"  i 
agreed  to  June  3S,  IIll  ;  Presented  ; 
readl'*  (No.  ITT) 

Read  3'  ■  June  29 

PuhUo  Officei—7%8  Rfetivtr  mi  At- 
eomttant  Oontral't  OJUo — ^nntto/ 
Zeavi 
QjieatioD,  Hr.  PiokersgiU  ;  Anawer,  The  Poit- 
mutor  General  (Mr.  Rsikea)  June  38, 
1376 

PuhUe    OJhialt — Duekturt    of    0$nal 
Sforoti 
<liiaation,   Mr.  Hanbnr;;  Anawer,  The  Firat 
Lord  of  the  Treaenr;  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Jane  33,  I5S9 

Qnarter  SeBSioaa  Bill  [b.l1 

(  Tht  Lord  Chancellor) 
I,  Committea  ■  Junt  33  (No.  3T-187 


:y  Google 


Common  /V«y«- 


QtriLTBH,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Sw^iH,  S. 
HoiDB  OBoe — PriioD  DBpKrtmsDt,  1 1 31 

BuRBB,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Camhridgt  Univtrtiis 
Agrieultanl  Tauotrr  (WkIm),  Rsi.  183S 
Oommioionerg  ol  Iriih  Lighti— Tor;  lalaad 
Ligbtfaoaie  —  Talegraphia   Oommnniiwtion 
with  the  MainUnd,  1376 
Imparial  Defenoea — Bermuda — Cabia  Commn- 

DioatlOD,  13Te 
Poit  OCBoa  [EngUnd  and  Walei)— Qaeationi 
C  antral    Telegrsph    ODea— Pajmaat    of 

Saliriea,  111 
Ciraalatioa   DapartmsDt  (Inland  Bratioh) 

— SuDdaji  Dntj—Tba  Sartera,  1131 
CoDTsjanoa  of  Uaili — North  of  Soatlaad, 

130 
LMten  horn   the  Squadron   io    Cbllkn 

Watara,  13S 
Letter)  of  Iriih  Mamberi,  IfiSS 
SoDlab  Day  Mail)  for  the  Continent,  1 137 
Poit    Offloa  (Ireland)  —  Famale    Tale^apb 
Learnera,  Dublin— Examination,  1370 
Paat  OiBee  at  Da  . 
Po)t  OfBw  (Scotland)— Sorting 
Bumtiiland  and  Daodee,  113 
Pnblio   Office!  —  Rtooirer    and    AeoonntaDt 
Oeaorari  OfBce— Annnal  Leave,  1370 

Sailwajti,  Working  of 

QaeiLion,  Ur.  Ohanning;  Anawer,  The  Pra- 
tidant  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hioki-Beaeb)  Juiu  13,  130 

Bahsik,    Mr.    J.,    Har^ordtkir*,    Lte- 
mintttr 
Beformatory  Sobooli  Act  (ISSB)  Amendmeot, 
Oomm.i:!.  3,  01;  el.  7,73 

Baboh,  Major  F.  0.,  £uex,  B.B. 

Local    GoTPmmant    (England    and     Walea), 

Comm.  ol.  7, 031 
Parka    (Hatropol  is)— Richmond    Park— Pro- 

poaed  Tolaoteer  Camp,  ISIT 

Bathboite,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonthirt, 

Libel  Lav  Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  B,  Amendt. 

63,  6t 
Looal    Government    {England    and    Watea), 

Comm.  d.  3,  1S6,  373 ;  el.  T,  Sll ;  el.  S, 

1014,  1033,  1030,  1030 

Bkduohd,  Mr.  J.  £.,    Wexford,  XT. 
Ireland — Cnminil  Lair  and  Prooedure  Act, 
1887,  Rm.  1383 

BsDuoND,  Mr.  W.  H.  E.,  IWmanagh,  If. 
Afrloa  (CenlralWConinl  Jobnaton,  of  Opobo, 
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Criminal  Law — Releaae  of  Albert  TraTia,  Coa- 

Tioted  of  Harder,  103,  108 
Ireland — Qneationa 

Criminal  Law  and  Proeednr*  Aet,  1SS7— 
Refnaal  to  flTe  Eridenae,  119  ;— Seent 
Inqoirr  at  Paloarragb,  Go.  Donegal,  4M, 
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Evletiona— Evietion  at  Clogbar,  5B«,  817. 
eiB,  977,  070,  080;— Hagb  Bo|m— 
Alleged  Hanhneai.  IJiSS,  1556 
Iriab  Land  Commiuion — Fair  fUnt  Appli- 

oatioD) — Balljcaitla  Union,  ISiO 
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Comm.  el.  13,  lOU 
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mentBUl 
{Ifr.  StydaU,  Mr.  WhUmcre,  Mr.  Wlartt*,  Mr. 
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{Mr.  Bryet,  Mr.  Artkur  EUiot,  Mr.  £in:I««M, 
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OommiuioDeri,  118 
Saperaiuiiutiba  and  Peoiion  of  tbe  FoUae 
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ii.  571;  3R.  1109,  1110 

BotTND,  Ur.  J.,  .SuMi,  iT.^.,  Sarwieh 
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SoprrniB    Court  of  Jndieitnra  (IreliDd)  Aot 
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Sale  of  Xntoxieating  Ziquori  on  Sunday 
Bill 
QD«(tioM,  Mr.  Snininari,  Sir  Wilfrid  LimoD, 
Mr.  Lsbouohere ;  Anmr),  Tha  Firat  Lord 
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kinlosh ;  Anawer,  The  Lord  AdToeate  AmSS, 
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Salmon  FUhrriet—Ltyitlativn,  QoetUon,  Mr. 

A.  R.  D.  Elliot  1  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTO- 

eata/un«31,81S 

Law  and  Juanca  (Scotiabd) 
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Scotland— Church  of  Seotland 
Ameodt.  on  Committee  of  Snppl;  Am  3>, 
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proposed,  ■■That  the  worde,  A«.  :"  after 
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Ditision  List,  Ajas  and  Noee,  1104 

Scotland— Ckurth  Patronagt  (Seotlmd) 
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uigbt  DM  propsrlj  and  adraaUgeoailr  be 
■itended  to  tba  paroobikl  publio  b)  maant 
ol '  tbB  baritor*  of  tbe  pariah  (b«iD;i  ProtM' 
tanU)  and  tbs  ddara,  or  the  haada  ol 
ftmillaa,  or  Dommittaea  of  tbe  ratepa^cra,  or 
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Secret  Inqnirj  at  Faloarragh,  Co.  Dooa- 
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Section  1-SUIe  of  Dublin  Coaotjr,  114, 
110 
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Rate*,  1131 
Law  and  Justice — Arreit*  at  Longhraa,  108 
Law    and    Police — Interference    of    the 

Polioa  with  Street  Newapaper  Vendon 

at  Cork,  070 
Loeal    OoTemment — Balliaaaloe,    a    Pub' 

lie  Huiaance  in,  580 ;— A  Town  Dall,  bo. 

for,  BIO 
Poor    Law— Lougbrea    District,    43S  ;— 

Board  of  Gaardiana — Sanitar;  OStoer— 

Election  of  Mr.  Peter  S*aensj,  790 
Post  Offloe— Daljstown,  Lougbrea,  707 
Prerention    of    Crime    Act— Mr.    Pet«r 

Sweenr,  1B03 
Priicna— Dismiasal  of   John  Dalj,    Sllgo 

Priaon,  434,  700,    107 ;— PrlaoDcri    at 

Longhraa,  443 

Shop  SouTM  JUfuiation   Act — Ovtrwori 
at  Haehuf 
Qaaalioo,    Mr,   Winterbotbam ;  Answer,  The 
Secrctatj  of  Stat«  for  the  llomo  Depart' 
nent  (Mr.  Mattbews)  /uiw  30, 1 131 
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SiNciAm,  Mr.  J.,  Ayr  Burght 

IreUod— Law  and  Juatioe — Admintilration  of 

JadUUl  Oftthi,  1134.  1136 
Inland — Criminal   Law  and   Procednre  Aot, 

188T,  R«B.  130T 

S111CI.AIB,  Mr.  W.  P.,  FaUarh,  ^e. 

Armf  Eatiniatei — Warlike  and  othir  Stoni, 

680 
Cnitomi  (Wiae  Datj),  Coniin.  «l.  8,  8T9 
Loeal    GaTarniDMit    (Englaiul    aiid    WalM), 
Coum.  el.  0, 1613, 1614 

Suaa,  Mr.  J.,  Burnley 

Cbannel  Tunoel  (EiHrimnntil  Worki),  9R. 

1473 
India — CiroDlar  No.  S,  Inasd  \>j  the  iDipeotor 
tieDinl  dI  PoUm,  Bengal,  809 
Frontier  DefeneM — Bomonred  Loan,  9B 

Small  BoUingt—TAt  SaUct  CtmmitU* 
QneitloD,  Mr.  Anderioa ;  Aniwer,  The  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treaaor;  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Jmt  36,  laSO 

BuTTH,  Mr.  8.,  FtiftUhm 

Libel  Law  AmendiDent,  Consld.  (uIeI.  el.  133, 
144,  TSl,  763 

81CITH,  Bight  Hod.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  TreaBury),  Strand,  Wist- 
mintttr 

Admiraltf  and  War  OlDce— Hjpothatioal  la. 
laiion  of  thia  Conntrj,  1 33 

Armr  EttiDuttM — Warlike  and  other   Storea, 

ses 

Ciril    Uat   Penelona  —  Llterair  Penuonen, 

16T1 
CnatoRw  (Wine  Dntj),  C«mn.  el.  8, 379 
Ewt  India  (Mr.  WiilUtn  Tarler),  Res.  36S 
Qermanj — Health    of   Uia  Irnpeilal   Uajettj 

Ftederiok  III.  134  ;— Death  of,  3SI 
Germanj — Death    of    Hia    Imperial    UAJeeij 

Frederiok  III.  Motion  for  an  Addreie,  467 
Greenwich  Boapltal— Appropriation  of  Fnnd«, 

834  J— Ealimatee,  133 
Indian  Budget,  693 
Irelan  d — Qneat  iana 

Criminal    Law  and  Proeedore  Aot,  1887, 
996  :— Jndsment  in  the  Killeagh  Caae— 
Shorthand  Writer'a  Nolei,  I3B4 
Iriah  Land   Commiulon— Fair  Rent  Ap- 

plieationa — Ballroaalle  Union,  16 SO 
Parliamentary    Under    Seeretarf  to    the 
Lard  Lienteaant  of  Ireland,  1114 
Local    GoTcrnment    [England    and    Watei), 
Comm.  et.  2,  317,  318;   d.  3,  498,  608; 
el.  7,  661,  £63  ;  cl.  8,  668,  I0S9,  1034 
Local    GoTarnment    (England    and    Walea], 
9BS  ;  —  LioenainK  ClauH*  ~  Suapenaioc 
New  Liceneee,  133, 138 
Metropolitan    Board  of    Workt— Traoafer  of 


oftheRojal  Commiarion,  463 
NaTj  Eetimatee— ViotoilUng  and  Olothing  far 

Ibe  Hrij,  935 
Parka   (Molropolii)— Riehmond    Park— Ppo- 

poaed  Volunteer  Camp,  1647 
PartiameDt — Qneallone 

Bnaineaa  of  the  Hooae.  133. 831. 333,  1147, 
1969, 1673,1674,1739  ;— Small  HoUiog^ 
163,  1300 
Debatei  of  the  Honae— Length  nf  Speeahea, 

1738 
Rolea  and  Ordert  of  thi*  Hotuo— DirinoBi, 
83S,  1738 
Perpolaal  Peoaiona,  1670 
Poet  OSee  (Saflnge  Bank  Deportatnt),  WS 
PublloOneiala-Diwlo«araofOBeialS«or«to, 

1669 
Rojal  College  of  Sorgeona  of  England — Snp- 

plemenUl  Obarter,  1(69 
Royal  CommiwoD  on    CItU  Eatahliahtaaati, 
463 


SoLiorroa  Gknubal    («»  Cussb;  Sir 
E.  G.) 

SouorroB    Qkiteem.   for  lBxi>un)    (m« 
Maddot,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

80L101TOB  Qeitkral  far  9ooTi.uni   (mw 
B0BKBT8OH,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.) 

Bolicitori  (Ireluid]  Bill 

(Jfr.  Mtmriee  Btaif,  Mr.  SiruUt,  Mr.  VSm, 

Mr.  M'Cartmt.  Ur.  ffDaitrtf) 
c.  Committee  *-~x.f.  /km  37  [BUI  14»] 

South  Stafftriihirt  WaUr  BiU 
e.  MoTsd,  ■>  That  it  be  an  Inatmetion  to  Ibe 
Committee  on  the  South  Suffordahire  Water 
Bill  to  inaert  tbe  anetion  elanaaa  with  rabr- 
•noe  to  tbe  £60,760  noiaeDed  baia>oe  of 
the«idinaT7  Btook,  and  to  the  £41,637  on* 
iuned  bilanoe  of  the  loan  oafiial  of  the 
8  oatb  Stafford  ahiro  Walerworka  Conpaaj" 
(Jfr.Z^aUy)/wwlS,llS:  after  abort  MMa, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Sfxaxeb,    Thk   (Bight  Hon.  Abtkub 

WsLLEBi^ET    Pi^l),    Warmtk    amd 

iMOuington 
Africa  (Sonth)—ZD .eland,  1657, 1668 
ChanDel  TonMl  (En  erimental  Wwka),  SR. 

1437 
Conaolidated  Fond  (M.    9).  8R.  1434 
BeelMlaetical    Aaaetamjib    (Scotland),    Bet. 

708 
Emplojera'  Liabililj  for  InjarieatafforknMn, 

Comm.  317 
Enniakillen,  Bunderan,   and    Sligo    Railwaj 

[tUpajrment  of  DepoaitJ,  337 
Indian  Budget,  993 
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Spuehb,  Th>— «m(. 

IrtllDd— QjlMtiDOB 

Rfictiau— ErialloD  at  CloffaMV  SIT,  SIS, 

S80 
Irlih  Land  Comminion — Jadielil  R«nU — 
Sab-CDmoilMionan   al    ManorbamiltOD, 
8)4, 615 
Lair  iDd  JnitioB— Mr.  Kali;,  Connty  Ooart 

Jddga  of  Clan,  838 
Law  and  PdIIm — iDterTerencaoftha  Folios 
with  Street  Newspaper  Vandonat  Oork, 
ST9;— John  Ha^lra,  IIS 
Ha^itraof— Reiidant     MagiltralM — Ap* 

polntDiaatt,  IBTS 
Rtoti,  Ae. — Diiturbanoe  at  Doodalk  RaiU 
ini<r  SUtion,  15St,  IStB.  1S68 
Ireland — Criminal   Law  and    Prooedura  Aot, 
ISBT— QaaitioDi 
ChargM  or  Coni^raort  96 ;— EiideoM  on, 

H 
CoBTietioni  at  Killearh   for  OoDipinuir, 

S88,  lOSO 
Impritonnwat  of  Hembera,  HIT 
IroprlMHiDient  of  Mr.   Dilton,  M.P.  626, 

S6S 
Jadgment  In    lh«  Killaagh  Oaw— Short- 
hand Wrltor'i  Note*.  1333 
Ireland — CTJminal    Liw  and    Prooedure  Act, 

188T,  Rei.  taOT,  1311,  1373 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot  (1887)  Aneadment, 

Lord*'  Amendtj.  Contid.  910 
Libal    l^w  Amendment,  Coniid.  add.  tl.  734, 

TIO,  713,  Ttl.TSi 
Marriage   with    a    DaoMMd    Wift'a    Slater, 

Oomm.  79 
National  Debt  (Sopplameatal),  Coniid.  13B 
Farki   (Uelropolia) — CoUatUon  of  Monaf   In 

Soatbwark  Park,  111 
Parliament*  r;      Franohite      [EiteaHon      to 

WomeD),8Et.  tllS 
Poor  Law  Remorali— J.  Vaten  and  T.  Moro- 

na7,91 
Tanihall  Park,  SR.  ISSB 
War  OiBoe— Army  ContrMti— Sappi/  of  Ao- 
1,  1660 


Spbhoxb,  Earl 

Loeal  Bankrapto;  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  t,  96S 

flmroXB,  Mr.  J.   Ernest,    Wnt   £rom- 
wieh 
Loeal   QoTemmiDt  (Englaad   aad    Walei)— 
AbandonnMnt  of  tbe  Lieentiog  Claaaei,  813 


Stuthofs,  Biglit  Hon.  E.  (Seoretat; 
of    State    for  War),   Lineotntkire, 
Sortua*iU 
Armr — Aaiiliarj  Foraei — Qaeetioni 
Engineer  Volantaer  Corpj,  806 
Ireland— Slige   Arllllerj    Hilitfa— Et^ulp- 

menu,  1373 
TwMBanr;— Limitatioa  ofAt*.  IIB 
ATmy— War  Oflloe— Uoaationi 

Amr  Contraota — Supplr  of  AoeoetN- 
ment*,  1371,  ISBO.  1S61 ;— 8rd  Bed- 
fordtUre  lUglaMnt, »( 

[Mill. 


SiuBon,  Right  Hoe.  K.— wiK. 

Emplofmsnt  of  Retired   Ifedioal  Offloerf, 

1366 
filh    Battalion    Roial   Sootoh   Fu*ilier*— 

Major  Roe,  03,  1513 
Fonreaa    Engloeera    at     Edinborgh    and 

Leiih,  831 
RaTcniooart  Park,  Hammenmith,  813 
Removal    of   the    Arnhira    Arlillerr    to 

Plymonth,  312,  813 
Soperlntendaat  of  the  Oarriage  Department 

— Woolwioh  Areenal,  1S60 
Armjr  Eitimatei— Ordnases    Faotorisi,  BOO, 

001, 001,  OOS,  OOT,  euo,  B19 
Warlike  and  othar  Store!,  833,  830,  853, 

804,  8M,  856,  850,  800,  601,  693,  804, 

805,  SOS 

E(Tpt— Railway   batwoen    Wadf    Halb  and 
Sarrai,  109 


Poet  of  Chaplalo,  433 

Stanhopb,  Hon.  F.  J.,  JFtdnttburjt 
Parliamentary    Eleotion*  —  Party    Agent*— 
Eligibility  of  Clarki  ol  tha  Peaoe  or  Couotf 
"■ -    1379 


Staitlky  op  Aldkklxt,  Lord 

Trade  of  India  and  the  Colontaa,  Motion  for* 
Belnrn,  T8S,  100 

Stansfbld,  Biftht  Hon.  J,,  Maltfax 
Loeal  GoTemment  (England  and  Walei), 
Comm.  el.  3,  303,  307,  917,  ISO,  305  ;  el.  3, 
466, 181, 181, 100,  401 ;  Amendt.  tOS,  107, 
503;  el.  1,  Amendt.  501,  506;  et.  S, 
Amendt.  508 ;  el.  7,  597  i  el.  6,  035,  055, 
656.  1576  ;  el.  15,  1715,  1758.  1761,  tTTI  : 
el.  IS,  17SB 
Parliament— Baainan  of  the  Doaia.  833 

SUtnte  Iiaw  Bevisioi)  <J[iater  ud  8«r- 

rant)  BUI 
[Mr.   Stmtl,  mr  Senry  Jamu,  Mr.  MiunUla, 

Mr.   JFilHam  Stuitrr,   Mr.   T.  M.  Statf, 

Mr.  Eoytt,  Mr.  Jiaun'cJ) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  !••  fvnt  37  [BUI  310] 

SrKvrasoN,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  J^t 
Loeal    Goremment   (England    and     Walat), 
Comm.  ef.  3, 109;  et.  8,  lOlS 

Stetaxt,  Mr.  H.,  lAneolntMn,  Spalding 

Local    GoTornment    (England    and    Walaa), 

Coiam.e/.  3, 103,318.  330;  cl.  3,  197;  cf.  1, 

SD5  1  cl.  «,  615  ;  al.  7,  601 ;  el.  8,  630,  639, 

10B8 ;  Bl.  15, 175* 

iSuTABT,  Mr.  M.  y.,  Sirktuibright 
Eoeleeiaatieat    AuaHmenU  (Sootland),    Ree. 

TOO 
Finance,  ^.— Sootob  Cratribatiou   to    the 
Exohequar,  1287 
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SiRATHEDEtr  AND  Oamfbell,  Lord 

open  SpRoai  (Melropolii)— Liw  CanrtiSita  i 
Wmiminiler  Abbej  (Parliummt  Square) ; 
Britiih  Uuieum,  83 

Stoabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shortditeh,  Boxton 
Eait  India  (  Cod Ugioni  DImum  AcK),  ITaT 
InUnd— Law  and  Juttioe— CSonTiotlon  of  Hr. 

Joba   Dillon,  M.P.— The  "  PUa  of  Cam- 

IMilgn,"  1T2«,  1736 
Local    GoTarDment    (England    and    Wale*), 

Comm.  el.  2,  31T,  291 ;  tl.  8,  19S  ;  a.  7, 

526,  Si7,  SS3,  S93 

SuDELET,  Lord 

Imperial    D«feno«i— Defenoe    of   Eaqnimault 

UaTbour,  1SS4 
Timber  Aoti  (Inland)   AmvndmBnt,  Comm. 

et.  3,  Anendt.  1S23 

SnfCCaganB'  Nominatioii  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Tht  Lord   Chanetlltr) 
I.  Pr«ientsd  :  read  1*  •  June  2C        (No.  176) 
Read  3*  June  3S,  I3S3 
Committas  *;  Report /un«  28 
Read  3>  ■  Jun«  3S 

Sugar  Bountitt  Conftrmce 

The  Negotiatitmt,  Qaeitioni,  Hr.  Pluton  ;  An. 
■■>ri,  Tbe  tladsr  Seoreturj  of  8ute  for 
Forelcn  AOkira  (Sir  Jamcl  Fergaiion};  Quel- 
(ion,  Mr.  CoDjrbaare  [no  repljr]  JuM  3 1 ,  806 

The  Paper;  Qneilioni,  Mr.  Illinfvorlb, 
Sir  Witlrid  Uwion  ;  Aniweri,  The  Under 
Soantarr  of  Stats  for  Foreign  AStJra  (Sir 
Jamgi  Fargauon)  June  91,  S06 

Deeiiion  of  lit  CmJertTKe,  Qaaation,  Mr. 
LflbonohBre  ;  Aniwer,  Tbe  Under  Seore- 
(arj  of  Slate  for  tbe  Colonle*  (Baron  Uenrf 
de  Worma)  /«n«31,e33 

Protietivt  DutUi  of  Foreign  Uounlrui,  Qaee- 
tion,  Mr,  Pieton ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Uoder  Ba< 
erelarr  of  Suta  for  Foreign  ABiiira  (Sir 
Jamea  FerguiHn)  June  25,  1119 

Tm  OniUd  Slatet  Oovtmnient,  Qneation,  Mr. 
lUingworth  ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Under  Seorelarj 
of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairi  (Sir  Jamea 
Fargaawn}  June  3A,  1 1  IB 

Sugar  3fanu/aolur» — Ifoui  Zealand 
ttnealion,  Mr.  Sommera ;  Anaver,  Tbe  Under 
SeoreiarjF  of  State  tor  the  Coloniei  (Baron 
llenrf  de  Wormi)  June  38,  isei 

Sdllitak,   Mr.  T.   D.,  J}uilin,   College 
Oreen 
Ireland— Criminal    Law   and  Proeedore  Aot, 
1887,  Ete*.  1374 

SuuMBBB,  Mt.  W.,  Sudderijield 

Cifil  Lial  Panaiona — Lilarar}  Penaionera,  1S70 
Local   Goverament   (Ki.gland    and    Walaa] — 

Liaanaing  Clanaea — CounCj  Couneila,  118 
Sale  of  laloiieating  Liquora  on  Suadaj,  lllS 
Sugar  Uannractuie— New  ZaaUnd,  lAltl 


Reaolutit 

RMOlDtion  1  read  3> 

Motad,  "That  tbia  Hooaa  doth  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  the   Kirat  Reaolalioa  ;  " 
it  being  Midnight,  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  reaumod  June  38,  I6T3  ;  l^uestioD  pot, 
and  agreed  to 

Subanjnent  Keaolutiona  again  read 

Reaoinliona  3  and  3  poitponad 

Keaolution  4  agreed  to 

Sapteme  Conrt  of  Jadlcatnre  Act  Ore- 
land)  (1677)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Chcaun,  Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy,  Mr.  MtutriM 

Sfaly) 

e.  Read  3',  after  abort  debate  June  II,  338 

Commiltee— B.P.  June  31,  S3T       [Bill  381] 

Committee* ;  Report  June  3T      [Bill  308] 

SuTHSKLAKD,  Mr.  A.,  Suthefkni 

SootUnd — Landlord  and  Tenant — Tbe  Skibo 
EtUte,  Sntharlaodahire,  1138 


SwETENHAif,  Mr.  E.,  Canutmm,  ;(■«. 
Criminal    Law  (England  and  Wale*)— Albert 

Traria,  ConTioted  of  Marder — Commatation 

of  Sentence,  1143 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  Conaid.  aid.  et.  US 
Local    OoTomment    (England    and    Walei), 

Comm.  «f,  3,  310  ;  el.  I,  811 

Swinburne,  Bir  J.,  Staffordihire,  Ziek/leU 
Conaolidated  Fnnd  (No.  3),  3R.  H3I,  1139 
Local     GoTernment    (England    and    Walaa). 

Comm.  el.   2,  303,  310;   el.  7,  631,  833; 

el.  8,  tOfi4 

Steitterlani — Englith  Soelori 
{^ueiliona,  Mr.  Cauiton  i  Anawera,  Tbe  Under 
Secretirir  of  Stato  for  Foreign  AfUn  (Sir 
Jamea  Kerguaaon)  June  18,  888 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Oxford  Vniwrtitg 
Conaolidated  Fund  [No.  3},  SR.  1433 
Marriage    with   a   Deaaaaed    Wlb'a    Sitter, 

Comm.  70 
Reformatorj  Sahooli  Aot  (1886)  Amendoieat, 

Comm.  el.  3,   64,   67  ;  Amandt.  63 ;  «I    i, 

70 ;  et.  7,  Amendt.  7t  ;  Conald.  wU.  rf.  77T 
Ro<ral  Commiuion  on  Edaoation  — The  Report 

— Fremalnrs  Diaoloanre,  1973 

TAsiTEit,  Dr.  C.  £.,  a>ri  Co.,  Mid 
Conaolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  SR.  1430 
Cuatoma  (Wine  Dntf],  Comm.  eL  1,  367,  388 : 

et.  2,  878  :  el.  3,  Uolioa  liir  reporting  F)«* 

greia,  878,  377,  380 
Diplomatic  and   Conanlar   Serrioaa — Englilh 

Conaul  at  Ajacoio,  Conioa,  110 
India— Water  Sapplj  At  Rawnl  Pindi,  1133 


leetl/. 
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TAN        TOU  {SESSION    1888}  TBA 


Tmnt,  Dr.  C.  K.— mat. 
Inland — (iuMllont 

Crimintl  Lav  and  Prao«dnra  Act,  1SS7— 

Adminiitnlion  o(  ib«  Ae(,  939 
Enioliani— Clo|har— Allegml  Crnat  Traat- 
mant,  990 


ast 

Ldnao7  Asti  Amandnigitt,  3R.  B37 

Nalional  D«bt  (SupplsmaDtal),  Ooniid.  130; 

8R.  I»S 
NaT7    EitimttU'VlotmilKDg    and    Clothing 

for  tba  Nktj,  Motico  for  reporling  fropsu, 

930,  931 .  933,  93C,  S2S,  939,  931,  BS9 
North  Soa  Fltherisi,  Camm.  330 
ParliamiDt — Adjoarnmant,  1BT3 

BniioM*  orthe  IIOUH,  333 
Paucnger    Aoti  —  lloipitali    of    PanBOfer- 

Carrring    Steamers,    STS,    STS  :  —  Tran«- 

atlanlie  Stoamen  rrom  LiTorpMl,  43fi 
Waltham    Abbe;    Ganpowdsr    Faotorj,   3R. 

t3S3 
War  OtBoo— EiiipIo]ra»nt  of  Ratirid  Msdloal 

OGBwn,  1369 
Waji  and  Meani,  Comm.  Motion  for  roportlsg 

ProfTOH,  1190,  1391 

ISHPLB,  Sir  B.,  WorMtter,  Svttham 
Colonial  aoTamnent  3Muritie«,  Rot.  078 

77uime»  Em,ha>tkin»nt,  Tkt — Suhway  frtm 
Fataet  Yard 
Qoealion,  Mr.  Cos:  Anaw«r.  Tlia   Soorotarf 
of  Stat*  for  iho   Homo   Dapartmant  (Mr. 
Matlbawa)  Jom  IS,  til 

Tboius,  Mi.  a.,  Glamorgan,  X. 

Local  GoTernmBat  (England  and  ValBi), 
Comm.  ef.  IS,  Amandt.  1 790 

TBKCia,  Lord 
CoupaniM,  3R.  1917 

Thuklow,  Lord 

Matropolii  (Strest  Improrament*) — PropoMd 
Nov  Straot  firooi  Pall  Hall  to  Trafalgar 
Sqoaro  tbroDgb  Spring  Oardtni,  738 

Timber  Aote  (L^land]  Amendment  Bill 

(ZU  Lari  Ftivf  SmI) 

I.  CommittM  /luw  38, 1938  (No.  09) 

Eteport  ■  Juiu  30  (Nn.  188] 

ToixxiuoHs,     Mr.    H.    J,,     Ch»§Mr«, 
EddUbury 
Local    OoTBrnment    (England    and    WaUa), 
Comm.  el.  19,  1713 

ToKLnisoF,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Prutan 
Libel    La*    Anendmant,  Comm.  «/.    9,  66; 
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